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TO  THE 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

OF   THE 

SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

FOR  THE 

FIRST  SESSION  OF  THE  FORTY-SEVENTH  CONGRESS. 


No. —  TO 


Subject.  No.   I  Vol. 


A.  I 

Abbev.     On  bill  (S.  1264)  for  increase  of  peusion  of  Joseph  N 693  4 

Abbey.     On  bill  (8.  1239)  for  increase  of  pension  of  Joseph  N '  696  I  4 

Abercrombie.     On  bill  (S.  1775)  for  the  relief  of  John  G 675  4 

Abercrombie,  Fort.     On  bill  (S.  1432)  abolishing  njilitary  reservation  of-  282  I 

Abal.     On  bill  (S.  248)  for  the  relief  of  Marv  P 211  1 

Adams.     On  bill  (S.  692)  for  the  relief  of  Williflui  L 195  1 

Adams.     On  bill  (S.  629)  granting;  a  pension  to  Leuuifl 230  I 

Apel.     On  bill  (S.  6()2)  for  relief  of  heirs  of  Hyacinth,  Robert 267  1 

Aiken.     On  bill  {^,  714)  granting  a  peusion  to  Nathaniel 123  1 

Allen.     On  bill  (8.  1919)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  H 721  4 

AUlennan.     On  bill  (S.  65S)  granting  a  pension  to  Charlotte  T 224  |  1 

Allen.     On  bill  (8.  800)  for  the  relief  of  Lewis,  Dr 390  '  3 

American  Grocer  Association.     On  bill  (8.  1727)  for  the  relief  of 715  4 

American  citizens.     On  bill  (S.  1465)  claims  of  to  be  ascertained  for  spo-  ,  i 

liations  by  the  French  prior  to  July  31,  IfiOl   537'  3 

Ambreater.     On  bill  (8.  144^  granting  a  pension  to  Marv  E 34  1 

Anthony.      On  bill  (8.  494)  duplicate  check  to  William  J 60  1 

Anderson.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3;i48)  granting  a  pension  to  William  H.  H.. .  640  4 

Andrew.      On  bill  (8.  1165)  granting  a  pension  to  Joseph  P 432  3 

Andrews.     On  bill  (H.  R.  642)  granting  a  pension  to  George 343  1 

Anderson.     On  bill  (H.  R.  365)  for  increase  of  pension  of  Levi 365  3 

Appel.     On  bill  (8.  668)  for  compensation  as])by>«ician  to  ludian  Agency, 

New  Mexico,  to  Daniel  M.  Dr \ 24  1 

Anne  Arnndel  County  (Maryland).     On  bill  (8.  726)  granting  right  of  | 

way  to 188  1 

Arkansas.     On  bill  (S.  1086)  for  indemnity  for  the  sale  of  swamp  lands 

by  United  Stated  since  March  3,  1^57,  to  State  of I  723  4 

Arizona  Southern  Railroad  Company.     On  bill  (8.  1959)  for  right  of  way 

tbrou|?h  Papago  Indian  Reservation 746  4 

Armstrong.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2559)  for  inert  ase  of  pension  to  Burton .?29  1 

Armstrong,  General,  brig,  private-armed.  On  bill  (8.  185)  for  the  re- 
lief of 270  1 

Annv  oflScers,  retired.    On  resolution  relative  to  right  of,  to  hold  civil 

office 429  3 


IV  INDEX    TO    REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES. 


Subject.  No.      Vol. 


Arrowsmith.     On  bill  (S.  1469)  for  the  relief  of  Albert 465  3 

Atkinson.    On  bili(H.  R.  130)  granting  a  pension  to  Ann .* 402  3 

Atwood.    On  bill  (S.  1699)  for  the  relief  of  Anson 747  4 

Atlantic.     On  bill  (S.  576)  for  damages  to  Norwegian  bark  from  cullibion 

with  United  States  sloop  of  war  Vandalia 496  3 

Austria-Hungary.    On  bill  (S.  1732)  for  relief  from  overvaluations  of  ^ 

Austrian  paper  florin I  765  4 

Austin.    On  bill  (S.  719)  for  relief  of  representatives  of  Sterling  T 659  4 

Atlanta  Exposition.     On  bill  (H.R.  2796)  appropriating  funds  to  pay  for 

packing  and  transporting  specimens  of,  to  Department  of  Agricitlture.  115  1 

Albemarle  ram.  On  bill  (fl.  K.  676)  claim  referred  to  Court  of  Claims  ..  810  4 
Albemarle  and  Chesapeake  Canal  Company.    On  bill  (S.  1478)  for  com- 

pensationto 263  1 

Agriculture,  Commissioner  of.     On  (H.  Res.  373)  relating  to  printing 

300,000  copies  of  report  of 404  3 

B. 

Benton,  Fort,  military  reservation.    On  bill  (S.  1 499)  to  be  restored  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior 

Bently.    <5n  bill  (S.  570)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Watson  S 

Beebee.     On  bill  (H.  R.  800)  granting  a  pension  to  Justus 

Beebe.     On  bill  (S.  717  for  the  relict  of  William  M 

Beddo.     On  bill  (8.  583)  for  the  relief  of  William,  and  others 

Beerbower.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1813)  to  restore  pension  to  Martha  A    

Beymer.     On  bill  (S.  1521)  granting  a  ijensiou  to  widow  of  Elias  J 

Beymer.     On  bill  (S.  604)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret 

Binnamon.     On  bill  (H.  R.  243)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Henry 

Biggs.     On  bill  (S.  173)  placed  on  the  list  of  retired  officers,  Herman  . . 

Bigley.     On  bill  (S.  1280)  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas,  jr.,  Captain 

Blowers.     On  bill  (H.  R.  128^)  granting  a  pension  to  widow  of  James  . 

Blair.     On  bill  (S.  1351)  granting  a  ])eu.sion  to  Lewis  J 

Bluudin.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1462)  granting  pension  to  Lewis 

Blake    On  bill  (S.  1015)  petition  of  Charles  M.  (Captain)    

Blacknian.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1180)  for  increase  of  pension  of  George  H 

Boxley.     On  bill  ( S.  834 )  for  ]>eusion  of  Louisa 

Bochm  Brothers.   On  bill  (S.  544)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  refund  to , 

Bonneville,  Susan  M.     On  petition  for  pension... , 

Baugness.    On  bill  (S.  404)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  heirs  of  Robert  J. 

Bartlett,  Bobbins  &  Co.    On  bill  (8.  98)  for  relief,  referred  to  Court  of 
Claims 297 

Bacon,  Addie  B.,  schooner.     On  bill  tor  lelit'f,  to  sue  in  Court  of  Claims 
for  damages  from  collision  with  rnite«l  States  steam-ram  Alarm 298 

Baker.    On  bill  (li.  R. 2258)  granting  a  penKion  to  Richard  M 

Bamptou.    On  bill  (8.  110)  for  the  n^lief  of  Benjamin  C 

Bacon.    On  bill  (8.324)  for  r  he  relief  of  James  M 

Bauni.    On  bill  (8. 655)  granting  a  pension  to  Hiram 

Baird.     On  bil  1  for  increase  of  pension  of  Richard  K 

Bullard.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2317)  for  the  relief  of  Marv 

Baldwin.    On  bill  (H.R. 2104)  for  pensions  of  Electa  L.,  Mrs 

Bamett.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2335)  for  increase  of  pension  of  Nicholas  W 

Baldwin.    On  bill  (8. 1462)  f6i  the  relief  of  E.  J , 

Benton.    On  bill  (8.  14.52)  for  pension  to  Louisa  Catharine 

Bell.    On  bill  (S.  949)  making  certitieate  payable  to  Samuel  ^ , 

Benjamin,  Charles  F.    On  bill  (H.R.  3542)  for  services  in  Treasury  De 
partmeut 

Bellows.    On  bill  (8.  35H)  for  the  relief  of  Edward , 

Bowen.    On  bills  (H.  R.  1768  and  S.  1913)  for  the  relief  of  Wm 

Bnrchard.    On  petition  for  pension  to  Gecnge  W 

Budloug.     On  bill  (8.  375)  for  the  relief  t>f  William  G 

Burbauk.     On  bill  (8.  1.%)  for  the  i-elief  of  Jacob  E.,  Maj 

Burwell.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1979)  for  a  pension  to  Samuel 

Bridger.     On  bill  (S.  282)  for  the  relief  of  James , 

Bauer.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1.332)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth. 

Baas.    On  bill  (H.  R.  6008)  to  restore  on  pension  roll  Eliza  M. 
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INDEX   TO   REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


No.      Vol. 


Babbitt.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2481)  granting  a  pension  to  Dicey ^... 

Bacon.     On  bill  (S.  943)  granting  bounty  to  VV.  F 

Berrit.     On  bill  (H.  R.  25'^)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  J 

Bennett.     On  bill  (H.  R.  6317)  granting  a  pension  to  James 

Bandy.     On  bill  (S.  2119)  for  the  relief  of  Martin  L 

BovelL     On  bill  (S.  1304)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  J 

Bouton.  On  bill  (H.  R.  700)  for  the  relief  of  State  National  Bank  of . . . . 
Bohn,  C.     On  petition  of,  for  repayment  of  money  paid  by  him  for 

newspai^er  privileges,  &c ' 

Bohn.     On  bill  (S.  1310)  for  the  i-elief  of  C 

Boggs.     On  bill  (S.  1659)  for  increase  of  p  nsiou  of  Ellen  M 

Bootwell.    On  bill  (H.  R.  56eJ4)  granting  a  pension  to  Newton 

Brown.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4444)  for  pension  to  Wilson  W 

Brewer.     On  bill  (S.  1115)  for  pension  to  Peter 

Broome.     On  bill  (S.  904)  for  ftension  to  Jo)$n  M 

Bruce.     On  bill  (S,  1851 )  for  authority  of  Congress  to  sell  lot,  whereon  is 

located  the  Home  of  National  Association  for    Destitute   Colored 

Women  and  Children,  of  Josephine  B.,  and  others 

Bradford.     On  bill  (S.  372)  for  pension  to  Sarah  H 

Bradford.     On  bill  ( S.  372)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Sarah  H 

Brown.     On  bill  (S.  211)  for  pay  for  destruction  of  church,  \o  H.  O., 

ReT / 

Brinkley-     On  bill  (S.  647)  for  the  relief  of  John  H 

Burlington,  Cedar  Rapids  and  Northern  Railway  Company    On  bill  (S. 

265)  for  payment  to 

Burke.     On  bill  (S.  13«)  for  the  relief  of  James 

Burchard.     On  bill  (S.  738  j  for  the  relief  of  Jabez  


C. 

Cofer.     On  bill  (H.  JR.  2260)  for  pension  to  Thomas  J 

Civil  Service.     On  bill  (S.  13;^)  for  retrenchment  in 

Corbeeier.     On  bill  (S.  1651 )  for  the  relief  of  Antoine  J 

Cornell.     On  bill  (S.  678)  for  the  relief  of  J.  B. ,  and  others 

Conrad.     On  bill  (S.  96)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 

Cole.     On  bill  (8. 1470)  for  the  relief  of  Caroline  E 

Coffin.     On  bill  (H.  R.3000)  for  pension  of  N.  J 

Cooper.    On  bill  (S.  810)  for  pension  of  James 

CastoD.     On  bill  (S. 706)  for  extension  of  patent  to  Martha  J.... 

Cooper.     On  (S.  Res.  15)  correcting  military  record  of  Wickliflfe 

Cooper.     On  bill  (S.  888)  for  pensum  to  Hov 

Colby.     On  bill  (S.  162>  for  the  relief  of  Salmon  B 

Contingent  expenditures  of  executive  departments.     On  resolution  of 
Octobt^r  26,  1881,  to  investigate 

Corbin.     On  bill  (S.  14)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  G 

Collins.     On  bill  (S.  984)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Emma  H 

Clav.    On  bill  (H.  R.  5381)  for  pension  of  Cecili 

Clark.     On  bill  (H.  R.  89)  for  the  relief  of  Cyrus  C 

Chambers.     On  bill  (S.  1024 )  for  increase  of  pension  to  J ulia  B 

Citizens  of  United  States.     On  bill  (S.  36),  payment  of  supplies  to  Sioux 
Indians ' 

Contagious  diseases.     On  bill  (S.  1049)  to  prevent  spreading  of 

Censos.     On  bill  (S.  2151),  report  of  Committee  on  Tenth 

Cassidy. '  On  bill  (H.  R.  1392)  for  use  of  patent  to  Margaret 

California.     On  billt(S.  612)  take  lands  in  lieu  of  Kith  section.  State  of.. 

California.     On  bill  (S.  1502),  relief  of  citizens  of 

Caueed.     On  bill  (S.  480)  for  the  relief  of  Major  G.  W 

Craig.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3833)  for  the  relief  of  Maria  B 

Cummings.     On  bill  (S.  1368)  for  relief  of  Joseph  M.,  &  Co 

CuUen.     On  bill  (H.  R.  5158)  for  relief  of  James  F 

Cnmmings.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4345)  for  increase  .of  pension  of  L.  G 

Craig.     On  bill  (H.  R.  :J833)  for  relief  of  Maria  B 

Crippen.     On  bill  (S.  340)  restoring  to  pension  roll  Erastus 

Conner.     On  bill  (H.  R.  803)  granting  a  pension  to  Laban 

Crawford.     On  bill  (S.  1733)  n>r  pension  to  Elizabeth  C 

(  Ulster.     On  bill  (S.  1819)  for  pension  to  Elizabeth  C 

Crauk.     Petition  for  rent  of  property  to  James  B.j  and  G.  Hoffman 
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INDKX    TO    REPORTS   OF    COMMITTEES. 


Subject 


Creek  orphan  fund.     On  bill  (S.  1*26)  for  reimbursement 

Cross.     For  increase  of  pension  to  Amos 

Cnimpacker.     On  bill  ( S.  785)  for  relief  of  Zelora 

Crook.     On  bill  (S.  696)  for  relief  of  William  H 

Crain.     On  bill  (S.  «32)  for  pension  of  Simeon 

Conner.     On  bill  (S.  273)  for  pennion  of  James  D 

.Collins.     On  bill  (S.  143)  for  relief  of  Charles 

Commissioner  of  General  Laud  Office.  On  bills  (S.  139.5, 1666,  and  1940) 
providing  that  alteroatt*  sections  of  land  in  nilroad  limits  be  reduced 
in  price,  report  of  Committee  on  Public  Lands 

Cannaday.     On  bill  (S.  2112)  granting;  a  pension  to  Lewis  L 

Chester.     On  bill  (S.  723)  granting  a  pension  to  George  M 

Collins.     On  bill  (S.  812)  for  relief  of  Michael  H 

Colorado.     On  bill  (S. 698)  relating  to  lands  occupied  by  Indians  in.... 

Cramer.     On  bill  (S.  1566)  f.»r  relief  of  the^ieirs  of  Jacob 

Committee  on  Naval  Affairs.  Ou  bill  (S.  12)  to  equalize  grades  and  ap- 
pointments   

Central  Railway  Company.  On  bill  (S.  H3H)  granting  right  of  way  near 
Dover,  N.  J «. 

Company  B,  14th  Infantry  U.  S.  A.     On  bill  (S.2014)  for  relief  of 

Cameron.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3414)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  J 

Cullen.     On  bill  (H.  R.  5158)  granting  a  pension  to  James  F.     (Part  3)., 

Constitution.  To  amend,  to  secure  the  right  of  suffrage  to  women  (S. 
R.60).     (Part  2)  

Census,  tenth.     Relating  to  printing  of 


D. 

Dodge.     On  bill  (S.  854)  for  the  relief  of  William  C 

Daugherty.     On  bill  (S.  1486)  for  pension  of  Mary  A 

Donnahugh.  •On  bill  (S.  105)  for  increase  of  peiision  to  Frank 

Doxsie.     On  bill  (S.  43)  for  pension  of  Pha?be  C 

Dorsey.     On  bill  (S.  214)  for  relief  of  John  M 

Downing.     On  bill  (S.  1340)  for  th.*  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Wm   R 

Dol»son.     On  bill  (H.  R.  47ef7)  fc.r  the  relief  of  Benjamin  F 

Droyer.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  2u93)  for  pension  of  Godlfey 

Dunham.     On  bill  (H.  R.  137)  for  pension  to  the  heirs  of  C.  T 

Dulaney.     On  bill  (s.  1(170)  for  increase  of  pension  of  Jane 

Dwinel'.     On  bilWS.  735  and  S.  e06)  for  pension  to  Lydia 

Davis.     On  bill  (S.  164)  for  pension  to  Mary  A *. 

Davis.     On  bill  (S.  620)  for  relief  of  John  B 

Day.     On  bill  (S.  73)  for  reimbursement  of  money  paid  U.  S.  marshal  of 

Louisiana  to  Madison  L 

Detroit  House  of  Correction.     On  resolution  (S.  R.  17)  for  reimbursement 

for  taxes  illegally  assessed  against 

Dow.     On  bill  (S.  1519)  for  pension  ol  Darius  A 

Dove.     For  compensation  for  the  use  of  property  by  United  States  to 

Mis.  Mary  (colored) 

Dakota  Territory.    On  bill  (S.  1514)  to  form  State  government 

I)akota  Territory.     To  form  State  government  (Part  2),  minority  report. 

Dwight.     On  the  pa)>ers  of  Benjamin  Franklin,  by  Theodore  F . ! 

Dakota.     Ou  bill  (S.  926)  for  additional  land  districts  in  Territory  ot. .. 

Dandridge.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4719)  granting  a  pension  to  Bettie  T.I 

Dye.     On  bill  (H.  R.  526)  granting  a  pension  to  Joshua  S 

Daly.     On  bill  (S.  1^84)  granting  a  pension  t«  William  I 

Dubois.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1102)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  T 

Darling.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3316)  granting  a  pension  to  David 

Don  Cameron.    On  bill  (S.  857)  for  the  relief  of  sutferers  by  the  sinking 

of  steamer \ 

Des  Moines  River  lands.     Ou  bill  (S.  680)  to  quiet  titles  of  settlers  in. .. 

Douglass.     On  bill  (H.  R.  5985)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  J 

Distilled  spirits.    On  bill  (H.  R.  5t)56)  tt»  inquire  whether  mouey  had 

been  raised  to  influence  legislation  ou .* 


No. 

Vol. 

25 

259 

316 

350 

235 

66 

7 

664 

851 

806 

787 

186 

804 

15 

109 

856 

863 

M 

453 

686 

713 

577 

396 

67 

167 

144 

269 

334 

631 

458 

249 

125 

9 

202 

240 

418 

725 

568 

271 

271 

504 

185 

779 

796 

814 

817 

799 

100 

273 

861 

E. 

ElUson.    On  bill  (S.  1523)  for  the  relief  of  George  C 

Ellsworth.    Ou  bill  (H.  R.  7143)  for  the  relief  of  Timothy  E 


678 


651 
351 


3 


INDEX  TO  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES. 


vn 


Subject. 


Elsberg.     On  bill  (S.  1435)  for  the  rfelief  of  Alberl 

Emerv.     On  bill  (S.  Ill)  for  the  relief  of  A.  H 

Ensel.     On  bill  (H.  R.  230)  for  the  relief  of  L.  S 

Esterbrook.     On  bill  (S.  725)  granting  a  pension  to  S.  Annie 

Eagle.     On  bill  (H.  R.  5385)  granting  a  pension  to  children  of  James 

Eastman.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4661)  granting  a  pension  to  Edmund 

Edncation  and  labor.     On  bill  (S.  151),  report  of  Committee  on 

Ellis.     On  bill  (H.  R.  488>j)  increasing  the  pension  of  John  F 

Eggleston.     On  bill  (H.  R.  5239)  granting  a  pension  to  S.  B 

Edwards.     On  bill  (S.  1808)  granting  a  pension  to  Harriet  E.  (Part  2).. 

Edes.     On  bill  (S.  1^4)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  G.  F 

Edwards.     On  bill  (S.  1808)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Harriet  E 

Elliott.     On  bill  (S.  10<;3)  for  the  relief  of  George  F 

Epidemic  diseases.    On  petition  of  Shaw  and  others  to  prevent  the  in- 
troduction and  spread  of 

F. 


615 


Faught.     On  bill  (S.  336)  for  relief  of  James  J 

Famsworth.     On  bill  (H.  R.  244)  for  relief  of  Mrs.  Almira 

Famsworth.     On  bill  (S.  1066)  for  relief  of  Mrs.  Almira 

Fairly.     On  bills  (S.  516  and  S,  592)  for  pension  of  Agnes 

Farr.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1154)  for  pension  to  Edward 

French.     On  bill  (S.  2089)  for  pension  to  Caroline 

Forney.     On  bill  (S.  2099)  for  relief  of  executors  of  John  W 

Fremont.    On  bill  (8.  2066)  for  relief  of  Jessie  Benton 

Farrow.     On  bill  (S.  881)  for  relief  of  Lieut.  Edward  S 

Finance.    On  bills(S.  lOGSand  S.  1111),  report  of  Committee  on,  to  refund 
taxes  to  Tennessee 

Finance.    On  bill  (S.  1459)  for  relief  of  North  German  Steamship  Com- 
pany, report  of  Committee  on 

Finance.     On  bill  (S.  1393),  report  of  Committee  on,  for  relief  of  Railway 
Company  of  Canada 

Finance.    On  bill(S.  565),  report  of  Committee  on,  forrelief  of  Pate  &  Co. 

Fitzgerald.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3582)  to  restore  on  pension>roll  Cornelius... 

Fort  Larned.     On  bill  (S.  346)  for  disposition  of 

Fort  Rice,     On  bill  (8.  1814)  for  disposition  of  lands  in 

Fortress  Monroe.    On  bill  (S.  76)  for  use  of  land  for  erection  of  hotel  at. . 

Fort  Havs.     On  bill  (S.  712)  for  disposition  of  a  portion  of 

Fnllington.     On  bill  (S.  306)  for  pension  of  Edward  R 

Fulks.     On  bill  (H.R.  1579)  for  pension  of  Elizabeth 

Francesco.     On  bill  ( S.  1278)  to  correct  record  of  Eliza 

Frick.     On  bill  (S.202)  for  pension  of  George 

Frank.    On  bill  (H.  R.  3071)  for  relief  of  Charles  H 

Francesco.     On  bill  (S.  1717)  to  be  entered  on  roll  of  Alexander 

Fought.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  2100)  for  increase  of  pension  of  Simon  J : 

Ford.     On  bill  (8. 648)  for  relief  of  William  G.  administrator 

On  bill  (S.  1746)  for  permission  to  sue  io  Court  of  Claims,  Wm.  G 

On  bill  (S.  1767)  for  pension  To  William 

On  bill  (S.  665)  for  relief  of  Harry 

On  bill  (S.  356)  for  relief  of  widow  of  George  W , 

On  bill  (H.R.3H67)  for  pension  to  Elizabeth  S.M.. 


313 


Ford. 

Foose. 

Fones. 

Flood. 

Finlev. 

Fink.     On  bill  (S.  778)  for  relief  of  Henry 

Fiedler.  On  resolution  requesting  government  aid  to  recover  her  claim 
against  the  Government  of  Brazil ...,. 

Fish.     On  bill  (S.  707)  for  relief  of  Aiiastasia  E 

Fifield.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  1020)  for  increase  of  p-nsion  to  Alfred  G 

Fenlon.     On  bill  (S.  474)  for  relief  of  Edward 

Feltou.     On  bill  (S.16«U)  for  relief  of  C.  W 

Farley.     On  bill  (S.  '^6S)  for  arrears  of  pension  to  Annie 

First  Minnesota  Mounted  Rangers  Volunteers.  On  bill  (S.  903)  for  re- 
lief of 

Fo!«ter.     On  bill  (S.  2080)  granting  ^  pension  to  George 

Fanen.     On  bill  (H.R.  369)  granting  a  pension  to  Jacob  R 

Fort  Smith.  On  hill  (S.  521)  donating  part  of  military  reservation  to 
the  city  of 


No. 


518 

3 

26 

830 

22 

628 

291 

441 

549 

419 

192 

87 

524 

516 

3 

310 

293 

444 

608 

4 

557 

85 

1 

323 

X 

196 

246 

1 

567 

616 

2:J2 

1    1 

420 

227 

534 

845 

bOO 

118 
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INDEX   TO   REPORTS   OF   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


Franklin.     On  bill  (S.  1274)  for  relief  of  Sarah  B. 
Fraser.     On  bill  (S.  H62)  for  relief  of  John 


G. 

Oilbeaii.    On  bilJ  ( S.  783)  for  the  relief  of  Francis : 

Gillespie.     On  bill  ^H.  R.  408-2)  for  pension  to  Ellen 

Georgia,  State  of.    On  bill  (S.  270)  to  be  repaid  for  money  advanced....! 

Gesner.     On  bill  (S.  r>3)  for  relief  of  Alonzo , 

Germain.     On  bill  (.*^.  1644)  for  pension  to  John  H , 

Goddv*s.     On  bill  {H.  520)  for  remnneration  of,  company | 

Garfield.     On  bill  ( H.  K.  4449)  for  j^ension  to  Lucretia  R I 

Garlick.     On  bill  (S.  1218)  to  restore  to  pension  roll  Frederick  A | 

Gans.     On  bill  (»S.  1.J01)  for  increase  of  pension  to  (ti-orge ' 

Garett.     On  bill  (S.  «7y)  for  rrlief  of  William  A 

Gallagher.     On  bill  (H.  R.  222:<)  for  relief  of  lVr«r  

Gartield.     On  bill  (S.  876)  for  pension  to  Lneretin  K- 

Gassawav.     For  pension  to  Louisa l 

Gano.    On  bill  (S.  503)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Phineas ' 

Gardner.     On  bill  (H.  R.  662)  duplicate  check  t-.  William  A 

Gardner.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  794 )  for  pension  to  Stephen ■ 

Georgetown.    On  bill  (S.  419)  providing  for  bridge  over  Potomac ■ 

Grivot.     On  bill  ( S.  392)  for  the  relief  of  heirs  of  Maurice 

Gaskins.    On  bill  (S.  1874)  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth 

Gallagher.     On  bill  (H.  R.  Iti9s)  for  the  relief  of  Peter 

Great  Falls.     On  bill  (S.  1427)  to  complete  dam  at    

Groverman.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  2554 )  for  pension  to  Louis 

Graham.     On  memorial  for  com])ensntion  to  John  A 

Griffin.  On  bill  (S.  1275)  for  the  relief  of  Eugene,  First  Lieutenant 
United  States  Army ." 

Gnrley.     On  bill  (H.R.  1670)  for  the  relief  of  E.  J 

Guille.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1340)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Andros 

Gunn.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  26:^5)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Henry 

Green.  On  bill  (S.  i:W0)  for  the  relief  of  Abel 

Grant.    On  bill  (S.  486)  for  the  relief  of  Albert 

Grierson.     On  bill  (S.  237)  to  correct  and  complete  the  r^conl  of  B.  H. 

Gross.    On  bill  (S.  83)  for  the  relief  of  Lieut.  Frank  P 

Greybig.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1330)  for  pension  to  Catharine 

Graflam.     On  bill  (S.  1403;  for  relief  of  George  W 

Goldennan.     On  bill  ( S.  603)  for  pension  to  Sarah  C. 

Gordon.     On  bill  ( S.  t>57 )  for  pension  of  Mrs.  Julia  F 

Goldsborough.     On  bill  (S.  743)  for  pension  to  Elizabeth  Wirt 

Goodhue.     On  bill  (S.  29.>)  for  relief  of  .John  M. 

Goliath.     On  bill  (S.  4Zi)  for  relief  of  Sanis<m.   (Part  2) 

Gott.     On  bill  (H.  R.  627)  for  pension  to  James  E 

(toldt.     On  bill  (S.  444)  for  pension  of  Adolph 

Glass.     On  bill  (S.  .'>:{7)  for  relief  of  Henrv 

Gill.     On  bill  (S.  5(50)  for  the  relief  of  William  H 

Greene.  On  (S.  Res.  55)  conferring  rank  of  surgeon  in  United  States 
Navy  on  Francis  V 

Gulf  and  Chicago  Air-line  Railway  Comf^any.  On  bill  (S.  1056)  grant- 
ing a  right  of  way  and  lands  in  Alabama  to 

George.     On  bill  (H.  R.  loll)  increasing  the  pension  of  Daniel  (i 

George.     On  bill  (M.  R.  KUl)  for  relief  of  Daniel  G.    (Part  2) 

Godfrey.     On  bill  (S.  718)  granting  a  pension  to  Ellen  M 

H. 


530 
678 
148 

53 
427 
337 
214 
285 
283 
245 
175 
116 

79 

6:5 

523 
436 
734 
789 
H25 
824 
242 
761 
737 

756 

141 

495 

680 

:i60 

180 

252 

50 

469 

701 

:159 

189 

75 

31 

5 

607 

612 

670 

3 

822 

117 
849 
849 
161 


I 


4 
4 


f^eine.     On  bill  (S.  1277)  for  increase  of  pension  of  William 

Hoffman.     On  bill  (S.  547)  for  pension  to  E   G 

Howard.  On  bill  (H.  R.  319«;)  to  change  the  name  of  Charles  Alton. 

Hazelit.     On  bill  (8.  1195)  f<>r  pension  of  William 

Harrington.     On  bill  (.S.  1229)  for  the  relief  <if  Arlington  M 

Hanself.     On  bill  (S.  .^^32)  for  relief  of  William  .S.,  and  Sons 

Hargrave.  On  bill  (S.  "276)  for  pension  to  John  C 

Hanstrlman.     On  bill  (S.  563)  for  pension  to  Peter i..  .. 


7.'J9 
753 
572 
229 
.579 
400 
108 
122 


4 

3 
1 
:i 
:i 
1 
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INDEX   TO   REPORTS   OF    COMMITTEES. 


IX 


Subject.  ' 


Harbongh.    On  bill  (S.  737)  for  pension  to  Peter 

Hajes.    On  bill  (S.  1302)  for  pension  of  John  W 

Hasten.    On  bill  (S.  950)  for  pension  of  Freeland 

Haskins.    On  bill  (S.  771)  granting  a  pension  to  Lanra  (Laurina) 

Hasell.    On  bill  (S.  7:i0)  for  the  relief  of  Louisa  H 

Hawthorne.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2872)  to  increase  the  pension  of  James 

Harmon.    On  bill  (H.  R.  3404)  granting  a  pension  to  Minnie 

Hayner.     On  biU  (S.  1837)  for  the  relief  of  Clark 

Hawley.     On  bill  (H.  R.  :i277)  for  the  relief  of  Josephus 

Hays.    On  bill  ( H.  R.  151H)  granting  a  pension  to  Annie  A 

Harmon.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3404)  granting  a  pension  to  Minnie 

Hall.    On  bill  (H.  R.  4344)  granting  a  pension  to  Sally 

Hertford.     On  bill  (S.  790)  for  compensation  as  clerk  to  Joseph 

Hemphill.     On  bill  (S.  507)  for  the  relief  of  William  C.  and  C 

Hentig.     On  bill  (S.  754)  to  increase  the  pension  of  Lanra 

Hennaman.     On  bill  (S.  241)  for  relief  of  John  T 

Henry.    On  bill  (S.  1483)  for  the  relief  of  (4uy  V 

Hecker.     On  bill  ( S.  728)  granting  a  penfiion  to  Josephine 

Hebert.     On  biU  (S.  3^)  for  the  relief  of  Eliza  E 

Hill.    Oni»ill(H.  R,  1390)  for  the  relief  of  William  H 

Holladay.     On  bill  (S.  16^)  for  compensation  as  mail  carrier  for  spolia- 
tions by  Indians  to  Ben 

Horwitz.     On  bill  (S.  1543)  for  the  relief  of  Orville  (trustee,  &c.) 

Howard.     On  biU  (8.  1420J  for  the  relief  of,  University 

Hooper.     On  bill  (S.  187)  for  the  relief  of  Lucy  D 

Hoff.    On  bill  ( S.  526)  for  the  relief  of  Louisa  Bainbridge 

Homer.     On  bill  (S.  1313)  granting  a  pension  to  Samuel. 

Hobson.     On  biU  (S.  124)  for  the  relief  of  Hadley : 

Hooper.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4182)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  A 

Hogan.     On  bill  (8.  1216)  granting  a  pension  to  John 

Hollingsworth.     On  bill  (S.  1096)  for  the  relief  of,  Harlan  &  Co 

Hopkins.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  4785)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  S . .  .t 

Hopperf  on.     On  petition  for  a  pension  1o  Mary 

Hnbbell.     On  bill  (S.  673)  for  the  relief  of  W.  W 

HolL    On  bill  (S.  892)  for  compensation  for  cotton  to  Warren 

Huckleberrj'.     On  petition  for  relief  as  mail  contractor  ofl.  H.. 

Hoson.     On  bill  (S.  596)  for  the  relief  of  Edgar 

Hnmphrev.     On  biH  (H.  R.327)  for  the  relief  of  John  W 

Hasted.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3399)  granting  a  pension  to  E.  L 

Hutchinson.     On  bill  (H.  R.  638)  granting  a  pension  to  David  G 

Hudson.     On  bill  (S.  1804)  granting  a  pension  to  John  M 

Hnmble.     On  bill  (  H.  R.  58U9)  for  the  relief  of  Jacob 

Hudson.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1554)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Eliza  .... 

Hills.    On  bill  rS.  1931 )  for  the  relief  of  Agues  W.  and  Sarah  J 

Herrick.     Petition  of  George  R 

Helper.     On  bill  (S.  1577)  granting  a  pension  to  Hurdie  Hogan 

Hicks,  A.  W.     On  memorial  for  compensation  for  services  on  Queen  of 
West 

Harrisonbnrg,  Va.     On  bill  (S.  1875)  for  the  erection  of  a  public  build- 
ing at 

Henry.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1147)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Vemor 

Hendrickson.     On  bill  (H.  R.  32.58)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  A. 
(Parts) 

Hendrickson.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3258)  granting  a  peusion  to  Elizabeth  A. .. 

Hayne.     On  bill  (S.70)  granting  a  pension  to  Michael 

Hnll.    On  bill  (S.  374)  to  remove  charges  against  William 

Hospital  steward.     On  bill  (S.  1974)  fixing  pay  of 

I. 

Indians.     On  bill  (S.  1332)  for  the  relief  of  Delaware 

Irving.     On  bill  (S.  606)  grantiug  a  pension  to  Arthur  W 

Interoceanic.    On  bill  (S.  430)  to  incorporate,  Ship  Railway  Company.. 

Iron.    On  bill  (S.9(>5)  for  the  r«*lief  of.  Mountain  Bank  of  Saint  Louis 

Irwin.    On  bill  (S.  964)  for  the  payment  of  Joseph  C 


No. 


145 
278 
317 
219 
391 
70f> 
685 
673 
542 
430 
426 
417 
33 
101 

132 
308 
564 
451 
471 

403 
398 
401 
68 
96 
281 
294 
328 
366 
239 
562 
437 
571 
52 
201 
241 
708 
482 
416 
625 
599 
605 
786 
791 
835 

821 

668 
777 

794 
794 

778 
870 
869 


589 
236 
213 
440 
194 


Vol. 


1 
1 

1 
1 

4 
4 

4 

a 


3 

a 

3 

3 
3 
3 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
3 
1 
3 
3 
3 
1 
1 
1 
4 
3 
3 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 


4 
4 

4 
4 
4 
4 
4 


4 

I 
1 
3 
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Subject.  No.      Vol. 


IllinoiB  National  Guanl.    On  bill  ( H.  R.  176)  to  refund  duties  paid  ou  mil- 
itary nniformn  for  use  of  Company  G,  Sixth  Regiment  Infantry 620  4 

Indians.    On  bill  (8. 1646)  to  prevent  depredation  on  reservation  of 392  3 

Indians.     On  bill  (S.  14:}4),  to  hold  lands  in  severalty  upon  Umatilla  Res- 
ervation       243  1 

Indians.    On  bill  (S.  1333)  to  authorize  payment  to  Delaware 405  3 

Indians.     On  bill  (S.  866)  to  authf>rize  the  sale  of  logs  by,  Meuomonee  Res- 
ervation       173  1 

Indian  agent  at  Green  Bay.     On  bill  (S.  864)  to  confirm  certain  instruc- 
tions by  Department  of  the  Interior  to 

Indians.  On  bill  (S.  2060)  tosell  timber  landsfor  useof  Menomonee  tribe  of . 

Indians.     On  bill  (S.  328)  to  provid«  for  the  sale  of  the  lauds  of  Miami .. 

International  conference.    Ou  (H.  Res.  209)  to  authorize  the  President  to 
call,  to  fix  a  common  prime  meridian 

Indian  country.     On  bill  (8. 21(X))  defining  meaning  of 

J. 

Jarboe.    On  bill  (S.  1903)  granting  a  pension  to  A.lfred  M 

Johnson.     On  bill  (S.1494)  for  the  rt^lief  of  Catharine 


172  , 

1 

744 

4 

11 

1 

840 

4 

773 
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Jaeger.     On  bill  (S.  1606)  for  the  relief  of  Georj^e  A 

Jackson.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1337)  granting  a  pension  to  Sylvador 

Japanese.     On  bill  (S.  85)  relating  to  the  indemnity  fund  of 

Jackson.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  2156)  for  relief  of  certain  owners  of  steamboat . 

Jackson.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2278)  granting  a  pension  to  John  H 

Jenks.    Ou  bill  (H.  R.  329)grautiug  a  pension  to  Sylvia 

Jeffoitls.     On  bill  (H.  R.  620)  granting  a  pension  to  Susan 

Johnson.     On  bill  (8.  488  for  the  relief  of  Hiram,  and  others 

Jones.    On  bill  (S.  48)  to  increase  the  pension  of  Margaret  B 

Johnson.    On  bill  (S.  16:))  granting  a  pension  to  Hiram 

Johnson.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  2445)  granting  a  pension  to  Emma 

Jones.     On  bill  (S.1448)^or  the  relief  of  Thomas 

Johnson.     On  petition  for  arrears  of  pension  to  John  W 

Johnson.     On  bill  (S.    773)  for  the  relief  of  Eugene  C 

Jones.     On  bill  (S.  130)  for  the  relief  of  Paulina 

Jones.     On  bill  (S.  52)  for  the  relief  of  M.  P 

Jolinsou.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1521^  granting  a  pension  to  Susan  R 

Johnson.     I'etition  for  arrears  of  pension  to  John ..   .1 

Jayne.     On  bill  (S.  389)  for  the  relief  of  Austin 

Jett.     On  bill  (S.  1907)  for  the  relief  of  John 

Judicial.    On  bill  (S.  1858)  for  ascertaining  claims,  against  the  United 
States 566  3 

K. 

Kennedy.     Petition  praying  relief  irom  charge  of  desertion  of  John 742  4 

Kirchner.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2013)  for  payment  for  stone  to  (rallus 771  4 

Kirwan.     On  bill  (S.  752)  authorizing  relief  to  Florence  W 726  4 

Kilbournc.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2021)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Lucieu .  552  3 

Kitzmillor.     On  bill  ( U.  R.  377)  granting  a  pension  to  Frank .545  3 

Kirby.     Ou  bill  (S.  175)  to  restore  to  Armv  grade  D.  T ,  4  1 

Kirby.     Ou  bill  (H.  K.  909)  for  the  relief  of  I).  T '. 399  1  3 

Kimball.     On  bill  (S.  1377)  for  the  relief  of  W.  S 580  ,  3 

King.  Ou  bill  (S.  479).  To  place  an  retired  list  United  States  Army,  Col. 

JohnH    '. 274  1 

Kickapoo  Indians.     Ou  bill  (8. 469)  for  provision  for  the  sule  of  lauds  of.  233  1 
Kansas  City.     On  (8.  R.  16)  for  the  relief  of  Fort  Scott  and  Gulf  Rail- 
road Company 208  I 

Key.     On  bill  (S.  a3)  for  the  relief  of  John  J.,  and  W.  6.  Davis \  21  1 

Key  West,  Fla.  On  bill  (8.  1230)  for  erection  of  public  buildings  at . . 
Kelly.  On  bill  (H.  R.  1712)  for  relief  of  Chaplain  M.  J.,  and  others  ... 
Kramer.    Petition  for  payment  of  property  used  by  United  States  Army 

at  Atlanta,  which  belonged  to  S.  R •• 

Kramer.     On  (S.  Res.  88)  for  relief  of  Samuel ,  846  4 

Kahn.     On  bill  (S.  1742)  increase  of  pensions  to  M.  (otherwise  John 

Ammahoe) 798  4 


184  1 

268  1 

449  3 


INDEX  TO  RKP0RT8  OF  COMMITTEES 


XI 
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No.      Vol. 


Kansas.     On  (S.  Res.  2)  to  authorize  th«  Seoretaiy  of  the  Interior  to  1 

certify  lands  for  agricultural  college  purpo:*e8  to  the  State  of '  205 

Kansas.    On  bill(S.  ti7)to  ascertain  amount  assi^ssed  by,  in  repelling 

Indian  invasions 133 

Kansas.     On  S.  bill  1144,  and  S.  Re.s.  10  and  13,  to  ascertain  and  adjust  I 
claims  of,  for  repelling  invasions  of  Indians  in  Nevada,  Oregon,  Texas, 

d^c.,&'C .:  575 

Kearns.     On   bill  (H.  R.  1103)  granting  pension  to  Margaret 857 

Lee.     On  bill(S.  1800)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  A %....  741 

Leddy.     On  bill  (S.  1<^0)  granting  a  pension  to  Ann 736 

Lally.     Ou  bill  (S.  15*20)  granting  a  pension  to  Ann  750 

Library  of  Congress.     On  bill  (S.  842)  making  appropriation  to 59 

Library  of  Congress  to  receive  and  i»reserve  tiie  jtapers  of  Count  de  i 

Kochambean 187 

Larkm.     On  bill  (S.  1861)  for  the  relief  of  A.  C 1  733 

Lathrop.     On  bill  (S,  1»07)  to  increase  the  pension  of  Joel  C '  698 

Xand  Office.     On  bill  (S.  1619)  to  increase  salary  of  Commissioner  of 

General i  362 

Ladv  of  the  Lake.    On  bill  (S.  26^))  for  damages  from  collision  with  : 

Gettysburg '  296 

Lenipp.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1241)  to  increase  the  pension  of  Augustus 484 

Leathers.     On  bill  (S.  1752)  for  the  relief  of  John 676 

Lee.    On  bill  (H.  R,  2089)  granting  a  pension  to  William  J I  547 

Lewis.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3761)  granting  a  pension  to  Le^is 622 

Lewis.     On  bill  (H.  R.  801)  granting  a  pension  to  Merritt '  613 

Lewis.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2141)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  A 519 

Xee.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2089)  granting  a  pension  to  William  J 586 

Leonard.     On  bill  (S.  736)  restoring  to  pension-roll  Nancy i  138 

Lee.    On  bill  (S.  443)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret 256 

Leagne.     On  bill  (8.  675)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  J I  197 

Lincoln.     On  bill  (S.  934)  for  increase  of  pen.sion  to  Mary *77 

Lynchburg.     On  liill  (S.  1875)  public  bnifdinjs  at " i  468 

Long.     On  bill  (S.  791)  for  the  relief  of  Owen  M   i  699 

Long.    On  bill  (S.  708)  for  the  relief  of  Ellen  Call  Long  and  Mary  R.  I 

Brevard '  532 

Lonergaii.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4704)  for  the  relief  P.  F '  574 

Logan.     On  bill  (S.  201)  for  the  relief  of  John  8 41 

Lonp.     On  bill  (S.  1319) granting  pension  to  widow  and  children  of  Con-  i 

Btant. 319 

Lockbarr.     On  bill  (S.  886)  granting  a  pension  to  William 376 

Lonisiana.     On  bill  (8.  1657)  for  relief  of.  National  Bank 393 

Lnke.     On  bill  (H.  R.  54)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  A .. .   490 

Luther.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1024)  for  the  relief  of  Sidney  P 113 

Lnettwitz.  Von.     On  bill  (S.  1017)  for  relief  of  A.  H 207 

Lyster.     On  bill  (S.  1254)  for  relief  of  Capt.  W.J  .5.54 

Luskey.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1411)  granting  a  pension  to  Jacob 841 

Leebrick.     On  bill  (H.  R.  219)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth H48 

I^unian.     On  bill  (S  2133)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Joseph ?^U9 

Lauoian.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4795)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Ann  P. 

(Part2)  ...    

Lands.     On  bill  (S.  192)  to  quiet  title  to,  in  upper  peninsula  oi  Michigan.  244 

Lauds.     On  bill  (S.  1492)  report  of  Committee  on 561 

Lauds.     On  (Ex.  Doc.  No.  97)  in  regard  to  lands  granted  to  State  of  Ore- 
gon for  road  purposes , 644 

LiMlies'  Soldiers'  Monumental  Society.     On  bill  (S.  1598)  donating  can- 
non to,  at  Portsmouth,  Ohio 442 

M. 

Merchants  and  Traders'  Bank.    On  bill  (S.  837)  for  the  relief  of  New  Or- 

lea  B '  261 

Meade.    On  bill  (8.  305)  for  the  relief  of  Richard  W.  (Part  2)   654 

Military  Affairs.     On  bill  (8.  406)  for  sale  of  portions  of  Fort  Leaven- 
worth military  reservation,  report  of  Committee  on j  150 
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Military  Affairs.  On  bill  (S.  346)  to  pnivide  for  the  aisposition  of  Fort 
Lamed  militarv  reservafion,  report  of  C«»uiniittee  on 

McGuckian.     On  bill  (S.  757)  for  relief  of  Joseph 

Memphis  and  Little  Rock  Railroad.     On  bill  (S.  1147)  for  release  of 

Mobile  and  Ohio  Railroad.     On  (S.  Res.  48)  for  st»ttling  accounts  of 

Monitor.     On  bill  ( S.  369)  for  relief  of  officers  and  crew  of 

Mitchell  raiders.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4444)  for  relief  of  (Part  2) 

McMahon.     On  bill  (S.  1642)  for  increase  of  pension  of  William  H 

Mississippi.  On  (Res.  S  49)  for  increase  of  appropriation  for  sufferers 
by  overflow  of  . .". 

Mnivey.  On  bill  (S.  1750)  for  pension  on  account  of  loss  of  sons  of  Ann 
W 

McManus.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4966)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas 

Morris.     On  bill  (S.  262)  to  place  on  pension-rolls  Philomon 

Mates.     On  bill  (S.  :i81)  for  promotion  of,  in  U.  8.  Navy 

Monumental  column.     On  bill  (S.  leW),-  at  Monmouth 

Military  Affairs.  On  resolution  of  inciuiry  as  to  whether  any  additional 
legislation  is  necessary  to  protect  the  interest  of  soldiers  honorably  dis- 
charged   

Mitchell.     On  bill  (S.  128)  for  relief  of  Warren 

Miller.     On  bill  (S.  136)  granting  a  pension  to  Andrew  J 

Milson.     On  bill  (S.  1057)  for  extension  of  patents  to  George,- and  others  . 

Mitchell.     On  bill  (S.  921 )  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  A 

Morse,  George  W.  On  petition  for  compensation  from  United  States  for 
inventions,  &c 

Montell.     On  bill  (S.  454)  for  the  relief  of  James  E 

Mordecai.     On  bill  (S.  1905)  for  relief  of  M.  C 

Morgan.     On  bill  (S.  473)  for  relief  of  William  H 

Morris.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1136)"  for  relief  of  John  H 

Morgan.    On  bill  (S.  278)  granting  pension  to  James 

Mott.     On  bill  (S.  354)  for  the  relief  of  Mi-s.  Caroline 

Moore.     On  bill  (S.  643)  for  relief  of  Ellen 

Mulligan.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3390)  granting  pension  to  Sally  C 

Murray.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1336)  granting  a  pension  to  Elisa  A 

MurraV.  On  bill  (H.  R.  2592)  granting  pension  to  child  of  W^illiam  G. 
(Part  2) 

Mulligan.     On  bill  (S.  177^5)  increase  of  pension  to  Marian 

Murray.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2592)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  E 

Murray.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3549)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  C 

Mulho'lland.     On  bill  (S.  699)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Saint  Clair  A. .. 

Murphy.     On  bill  (S.  1388)  for  relief  of  J.  J 

Myers.     On  bill  (S.  472)  for  the  relief  of  H.  A 

McNanghton.    On  bill  (S.  198)  for  relief  of  Anna 

McMahon.     On  bill  (S.  251)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice 

McKay.    On  bill  (S.  1072)  for  relief  of  Nathaniel,  and  George  M.  Clapp.. 

McFaclden.     On  bill  (H.  R.  864)  granting  a  pension  to  Amanda 

McCaslin.     On  bill  (H.R.  1619)  granting  a  pension  to  Flora  C 

McConnell.     On  b  11  (8.  1135)  for  increase  of  i»enaiou  to  John  C 

McCormick.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3776)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret 

McKay.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1225)  granting  a  pension  to  Rosetta  L 

McAuley.     On  bill  (S.  23(J)  granting  a'pension  to  Angus 

McCawlev.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1769)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  T 

Meade.     On  bill  (S.  305)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Richard  W 

Meridith.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2877)  for  the  relief  of  Wiilliam  M 

Melville.     On  (S.  Res.  61)  tendering  thanks  of  Congress  to  George  W 

Meier.     On  bill  (S.  84«)  granting  a  rerating  pension  to  Jacob 

Meyer.     On  bill  (S.  Iltf2)  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  A 

Milson.    On  bill  (S.  10.57)  for  extension  of  patents  to  George,  and  others.. 

Mitchell.     On  bill  (S.  1409)  for  relief  of  Jennie  S 

Miller.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1543)  granting  a  pension  to  Albert  O 

Mitchell.     On  bill  (8.  1772)  granting  a  pension  to  I^iniah 

Millar.     On  bill  (S.  1715)  for  increase  of  pension  to  Wilson 

Melson.     On  bill  (S.  1904)  granting  a  pension  to  Sophia  A 

McDougal.  On  bill  (S.  2101),  to  be  placed  on  retired  list  with  pay  as  rear- 
admiral,  of  David 

Mitchell.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1^81)  granting  a  pension  to  Lizzie  M 
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3IathewB.     On  bill  (S.  2026)  apply i  ug  for  pension  to  Mary  E 

Marion.     On  bill  (I}.  R.  1243)  granting  a  pension  to  M ichael 

Mangle.     On  petition  to  be  plnced  on  pension-rolls,  of  Christ 

Maynadier.     On  bill  (S.  254)  for  the  relief  of  William  M 

Mackey.    On  bill  (S.  1477).  em])oweriug  the  Secretary  of  War  to  audit  the 

claim  of  South  Carolina  for  rent  of  Citadel  Aoademv 

ilarahall.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2491)  for  the  relief  of  AnuaM 

Masters.     On  b'U  (S.  808)  granting  a  pension  to  John 

Maher.     On  bill  (S.  422)  for  the  relief  of  ( Jeorge  W 

McCarty.  On  bill  (S.  879)  to  reappoint  on  list  of  Navy  Stephen  A.  (Part  2) . 

McMahon.     On  bill  (S.  1196)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  

McDowell.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1329)  for  arrears  of  pension  to  Isabel 

McCartv.     On  bill  (S.  879)  to  reappoint  in  Navy  Stephen  A 

McNamara.    On  bill  (S.  1749)  for  relief  ot  William 

McAulcy.     On  bill  (S.  2:^)  granting  a  pension  to  Angus 

McClintock.     On  bill  (S.  672)  for  reliet  of  JohwM 


N. 

Naron.     On  bill  (S.  1118)  granting  a  pension  to  Levi  H 

Nance.     On  bill  (8.  5)  for  relief  of  William  L 

Navy.     On  bill  (S.  1551)  for  promoting  the  et!iei€»ncy  of  the  chaplains  of, 

Massachusetts.  On  bill  (H.  K.  7(M))  f<»r  relief  of  State  National  Bank  of 
Ikiston 

Nebraska.     On  bill  (S.  1005  and  1423)  providing  each  land  district  in.. . 

New  Mexico.     On  bill  (S.  485)  failure  of,  to  comply  with  acts  of  Congress. 

Newberry.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4080)  praying  a  pension  for  James.* 

New  Albany.  On  bill  (S.  1825)  for  constructing  from,  road  to  National 
Cemetery 

Nichols.     On  bill  (S.  918)  granting  a  pension  to  William 

Nicholson,  A.  O.  P.  Petition  of  widow  of,  for  compensation  for  her  hus- 
band's services  as  United  States  Senator t 

Nixon.     On  bill  (H.  R.  5703)  to  increase  the  pension  of  Alban  H 

Nk.    On  bill  (S.  1201)  granting  a  pension  to  Jacob 

Navy.  On  bill  (S.  625)  to  amend  section  giving  h>ngevitv  pav  to  officers 
of I../. 

North  Carolina.    On  bill  (S.  1259)  to  refund  to  railroad  company  of 

Niitt.     On  bill  (S.  1472)  for  the  relief  of  Julia  A .' 

New  Orleans,  Vicksburg,  and  Baton  Rouge  Railroad  Company  for  forfeit 

of  land ' 

Newberry.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2634)  granting  pension  to  Norton  L 

O. 

O'Neil.     Pi'tiiion  for  ixMiKioii  of  Hugh   

Ordway.     On  bill  (H.  R,  1017)  granting  a  pension  to  Charles  H 

Oregon.  On  bill  (S.  972)  creating,  Sliort  Line  Railroad  Company  a  cor- 
]>oration 

Oregon.     On  bill  (S.  145)  to  reinibnrs**  for  mone>s  paid  l»v  State  of 

Owl.    On  bill(S.  8(>8)  for  relief  of  Julia  C '. ' 

Orndorff.     On  bill  (S.  1283)  granting  a  pension  to  William 

Osboru.     On  petition  for  a  ])ensi()n  to  Isaac  N 

Owen.     On  bill  (S.  1759)  granting  a  ]»ension  to  Harriet  M   

OfHcers  and  enlisted  men.  On  bill  (S.  335)  for  extension  of  time  to  re- 
cover losses  of 

0>ljome.     On  bill  (H.  R.  296(>)  granting  a  pension  to  Annie  W 


Parij*.     On  bill  (H.  R.  42tW)  granting  a  jiension  to  Charles  F 

Palmer.     On  bill  (S.  1541)  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  E 

Palmer.     On  petition  for  increase  of  ]>eDsion  of  Alpheus  T , 

Paalding.     On  bill  (S.  64)  amending  an  act  for  pension  to  Ann  M 

Payne.     On  bill  (S.  391)  referring  to  Court  of  Claims  the  claim  of  Geo.  E 

Parwins.     On  bills  (8.  704  and  H.  R.  3097)  for  the  relief  of  John 

Penlne.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1468)  granting  a  pension  to  William  R 


1 
No. 

1 

Vol. 

731 

4 

56:3 

3 

637  , 

4 

78 

1 

262 

1 

276 

1 

318 

1 

385 

3 

2 

1 

464 

3 

431 

3 

595 

4 

591 

4 

81 

1 

95 

1 

279 

1 

■   48 

1 

535 

3 

479 

3 

272 

1 

6 

1 

624 

4 

642 

4 

215 

1 

1 

42 

1 

604 

4 

539 

3 

503 

3 

533 

3 

295  . 

I 

711 

4 

776 

1 

4 

I 

3:39 

1 

2o7 

1 

49.-^ 

3 

114 

1 

1()9  1 

1 

25:3 

1 

729 

4 

477 

3 

513 

3 

8tJ2  , 

4 

6rt4 

4 

456 

3 

472 

3 

61 

1 

112  , 

1 

124  ' 

1 

r)83 

4 

XIV  INDEX    TO    REPORTS    OF   C'»MMITTEES. 


Subject. 


Perry.     On  bill  (S.  1803)  granting  a  pension  to  P.  B 

Pelkey.     On  bill(H.  R.  2290)  granting  a  pension  to  Robert 

Peabody.     On  bill  (S,  846)  for  the  relief  of  A.  G 

Peru,  Iowa.     On  bill  (S.  916)  provi<liiig  for  sale  of  lots  in 

Perry.     On  bill  (S.  956)  for  the  relief  of  Columbus  F.,  and  otlieis 

Perry.     On  bill  (S.  228)  granting  a  pension  to  P.  B  ,  sr 

Phares.     On  bill  (S.  915)  granting  a  pension  to  Jesse  F 

Philpott.     Onbill(H.R.  1671)  for  ivlief  of  H .  V ' 

Phillips.     On  bill  (S.  1212)  for  relief  of  Catharine  

Pink.     On  bill  (H.  R,  4914)  granting  a  yiension  to  Emeline 

Pickett.     On  bill  (S,  927)  lor  the  relief  of  John  T 

Pickerill.     On  bill  (S.  424)  granting  a  pension  to  William  N 

Plumley.     On  bill  (S.  1795)  for  the  relief  of  Jeremiah  D 

Porter.     On  bill  (S.  1844)  to  authorize  the  President  to  nominate  Fitz 

John 

Porter.     On  bill  (S.  1844)  for  the  relief  of  Fitz  John 

Porter.     On  bill  (S  490)  for  relief  of  Marv  S.   .   

Powell.     On  bill  (8.  1602)  for  the  relief  of  William  H 

Pollock.     On  bill  fS.  614)  granting  a  pension  to  Samuel 

Porter.     On  bill  (S.  905)  for  relief  of  Richard  H.  and  James *. . . 

Price.     On  bill  (S.  1645)  to  receive  pay  as  physician  to  Indians,  to  C.  E. . 
Protestant.     On  bill  (S.  1939)  to  pay  for  use  by  United  States  of,  Orphan 

•    Asylum  at  Natchez 

Probert.    On  bill  (H.  R.  3398)  granting  a  peiiMoii  tci  Anna  A 

Prine.     On  bill  (S.  1270)  granting  arrears  <d'  pension  to  Laura  J 

Public  lands.     On  bill  (S.  67)  to  ascertain  the  ainiMint  of,  located  with 

military  land  warrants 

Post.     On  petition  to  investigate  the  means  to  prevent  the  spread  of 

epidemic  diseases,  of  Elizabeth  R.,  and.  others 

Post-Offices  and  Post- Roads.     On  bill  (S.  314)  rejiort  of  Committee  on.. . 

Penny.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2005)  granting  a  pension  to  Elijah  W 

Public  Printing.     Report  of  Committee  on,  in  regard  to  delay  in  printing. 

Patton.     On  bill  (S.  601)  to  ])lace  on  pension  roll  Thomas • 

Porter.     On  bill  (H.  R.  6624)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Eliza  F.... 

Plummer.     On  bill  (S.  191)  for  relief  of  Francis  H 

Pratt.     On  bill  (S.2103)  for  appointment  of  William  F 

Public  Buildings.     On  bill  (S.  VZ^M))  for  erecting  building  at  Key  West, 

Fla.,  report  of  Committee  on 184 

Q. 

Quackenbush.     On  bill  (S.  1584)  to  confirm  status  of  .lohn  N 

Quick.     On  bill  (S.  1532)  praying  for  a  pension  to  Ge<>rge  C , 


No. 

Vol. 

543 

'^ 

463 

:j. 
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3 

139 

1 

573 

3 

20 

1 

163 

1 

142 

1 

218 
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738 

4 

590 

4 

27 

1 

521 

:\ 

662 

4 

662 

4 

443 

a 
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4 
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I 
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1 
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3 
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4 
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:i 
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1 
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1 

615 

4 

8 

1 
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4 

346 

3 
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1 

8(k'> 

.  4 

871 

4 

873 

4 

R. 

Radich.     On  bill  (S.  619)  for  the  relief  of  Marcus 

Rathbun.     On  bill  (S.  891)  granting  a  pension  to  Earl  8 

Rawson.  On  bill  (S.  203)  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  and  children  of  Smith 
E.  G 

Rauthe.     On  bill  (S.  952)  to  rest<»re  to  pension  n)ll  Theodore. , 

Reeves.     On  bill  (S.  1091)  granting  a  pension  to  John  F 

Reynolds.     On  bill  (S.  298)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  William 

Reichart.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1239)  granting  a  pension  to  Frances 

Reynolds.     On  bill  (S.  654)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Rebecca 

Reed.  On  bill  (S.  1731)  authorizing  to  receive  ]»ay  as  physician  to  In- 
dians, to  Walter 

Rebello.     On  bill  (S.  979)  for  extradition  of  Vinceuzo 

Revere.     Petition  for  increase  of  pension  to  Julia  E 

Reeve.     On  bill  (S.  912)  granting  a  pension  to  James  H 

Rea.    On  bill  (S.  1128)  for  pav  as  Consul  to  Belfast  lo  James 

Rea.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3206)  for  relief  of  .John  A 

Richardson.     On  bill  (R.  R.  Ui97)  granting  a  pension  to  William  H 

Riler.     On  bill  (S.  1708)  for  the  relief  of  James 

Richter.     On  bill  (H.R.2268)  for  the  relief  of  N.  H 

Richards.    On  bill  (II.  R.  1442)  granting  a  pension  to  WMlliam 

Riley.     On  bill  (S.  599)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  C 
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XV 


Subject. 


No.      Vol. 


R. 

Riley.    On  bill  (S.  453)  for  relief  of  Thomas  F 

Kiplej.     On  bill  (S.  93)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  Denny 

Kigby.     On  bill  (S.  1436)  granting  a  pension  to  Joseph  

Kothrock.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1451)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  W 

Rousseau.     On  bill  (S.  464)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  Maria 

RoHS.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3074)  granting  a  pension  to  Jnli«a  4- 

Rolfe.     On  bill  (S.  491)  for  the  relief  of  Henry  P 

Roby .     On  bill  ( S.  497 )  granting  a  pension  to  James  S 

Ross.    On  bill(S.  1102)  for  relief  of  Rufus 

Robrer.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1237)  granting  a  pension  to  Isador 

Rockafellow.     On  bill  (S.  1020)  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  F 

Roberts.     Petition  for  arrears  of  pension  to  Jonathan 

Rnppert.     On  bill  (S.  cJ3l)  for  relief  of  Christian,  and  W.  F.  Mattingly . . , 

Rnggles.     On  bill  (S.  :^85)  for  the  relief  of  F.  W 

Ryan.     On  (S.  Ues.  44)  for  pay  of  a  portion  of  Virginia  indemnity  fund  ' 

to  the  mother  of  W.  A.  C 

Ryan.     On  bill  (S.  1665)  granting  a  pension  to  William  , 

Rock  Island  &  Sonth western  Railway  Company,  to  build  a  bridge  over 

the  Mississippi  River,  which  other  railroads  have  a  right  to  pass i 

Richards.     On  bill  (S.  41)  for  the  relief  of  Alfred 

Rmlgers.     On  bill  (S.  1925)  granting  a  pension  to  Ann  Elizabeth 

Red  River.     On  bill  (S.  954)  to  ascertain  the  true 

Rose.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2127)  granting  a  pension  lo  James  F 

Ramsey.     On  petition  for  a  pension  of  Eliza  H 

Revise<l  Statutes.     On  bill  (S.  432)  in  regard  to  paymasters'  clerks  in 

United  States  Army | 

Ross.     On  bill  (S.  26)  granting  a  pension  to  Phebo  W , 

Ryan.     On  bill  (H.  R.  703)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  E.. . ; 

Remington  &  Sons.     On  bill  (S.  1722)  for  relief  of  E ' 

Rice.    On  bill  (H.  R.  5018)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  F | 

Report  of  Secretary  of  Interior  to  inquire  into  the  cause  of  delay  in 

printing I 

Report  ot'Coramissioner  of  Agriculture  for  1680  concerning  the  printing 

of  300,000  copies  of  (H.  Res.  373) [ 

S. 

Sawyers.     On  bill  (S.  623)  for  pay  as  guide,  scout,  &c.,  to  Athan  A  

San  Francisco.  On  bill  (S.  1997)  granting  right  of  way  to  Ocean  Shore 
Railroad  Company 

Sands.     On  bill  (S.  1867)  for  the  relief  of  George  W 

Salter.     On  bill  (S.  322)  for  the  relief  of  John  I 

Sanlpaw.     On  bill  (S.  1093)  for  the  relief  of  George  W 

Saxton.     On  bill  (S.  677)  for  the  relief  of  MirandW 

Sawyer's  irapioved  canister.  On  bill  (S.  1370)  for  adoption  of  and  com- 
pensation for 

Schultz.     Petition  for  pension  to  Cornelia  A 

Schonse.    On  bill  (S.  607)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Hiram  C 

Scholefield.     On  bill  (S.  249)  for  relief  of  Helen  M 

Schell.     Ou  bill  (S.  722)  granting  a  pension  to  Emma 

Schwatka.     On  bill  (S.  51)  for  relief  of  F.  G 

Schultz.     On  bill  (H.R.  1430)  granting  a  pension  to  Cornelia  A 

Schwatka.     On  bill  (S.  400)  authorizing  full  pay  to  Lieut.  Frederick... 

Schuchardt.     On  bill  (S.  137)  for  relief  of  William 

Schenckel.     On  bill  (S.  1901)  for  relief  of  Edward 

Seeley.    On  bill  (H.  R.  450)  for  relief  of  Elizabeth  S 

Seguin.     Praying  to  be  placed  on  pension  rolls,  S.  H 

Sensenj.    On  petition  for  rent  to  the  heirs  of  Jacob 

Secor  &  Co.  On  bill  (S.  1103)  for  the  relief  of  Ferine,  Secor  &  Co.,  and 
Zeno  Secor 

Sherlock.     On  bill  (S.  1099)  granting  a  pension  to  Bridget 

Sheridan.    On  bill  (S.  11>21)  granting  a  pension  to  James 

Sharretts.     On  bill  (S.  1265)  for  relief  of  G.  E.  W  

Sbaw.  On  bill  ( H.  R.  2250)  granting  a  ]iension  to  Mary 
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Subject. 


No.      Vol. 


Shelly.   On  bill  (S.  246)  granting  increaj^e  of  pension  to  William , 

Shiply.     On  bill  (S.  569)  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  D 

■Shannon.   On  bill  (S.  74)  for  tlie  relief  of  Joseph  R 

•Shaw.    On  bill  (S.  123)  granting  a  pension  to  William 

Shannon.     On  bill  (S.  83)  for  pav  for  steamer  A.  W.  Qnarrier  to  J.  R  — 

Shannon.   On  bill  (S.  5S5)  for  relief  of  Thomas  B 

Sheridan.    On  bill  (S.  971 )  for  arrears  of  pension  to  James 

Shields.   On  bill  (S.  847)  for  relief  of  Edward 

«Shaiinon .  On  bill  (S.  74)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  R , 

♦Short.    On  bill  (S.  906)  granting  a  pension  to  P.  B 

*Sigsbee.    On  bill  (S.  539)  for  the  relief  of  Charleys  I) 

Silvey.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2148)  granting  a  pension  to  Catharine 

-Simmons.     On  bill  (H.  R.  709)  granting  a  pension  to  O.  E 

>Slaw8on,  jr.     On  bill  (S.  20)  for  relief  of  Hamilton 

Smith.     On  bill  (S.  1638)  for  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Maj.  D.  C 

Stewart.     On  bill  (S.  1705)  for  relief  of  Elizabeth  

Stnrtevant.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1373)  granting  a  pension  to  James  K 

Stnart.     On  bill  (S.  764)  for  the  relief  of  Duncan,  M.  D 

Stephenson.    On  bill  (S.  788)  granting  a  pension  to  Olive 

Stevens.   On  bill  (H.  R.  1014)  for  relief  of  Joseph  L 

Stevens.    On  bill  (S.  115)  to  restore  to  rank  in  Navy  George  A 

Street.     On  bill  (S.  1116)  for  relief  of  Harlow  L 

Stembel.   On  bill  (S.  3:19)  for  reliet  of  Roger  N 

Strawbridge.     On  bill  (S.  240)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  H 

Sturrock.     On  bill  (S.  1369)  for  pension  to  David 

Sullivan.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4786)  granting  increase  of  ])ension  to  D 

Swift  <fe  Co.     On  bill  (S.  417)  for  relief  of,  and  A.  Swift  &  Co.,  &c 

Secretary  of  Interior.    On  bill  ( S.  361 )  to  ascertai  n  amount  due  to  citizens 

of  United  States  for  supplies  furnished  Sioux  or  Dakota  Indians 

Sufferers.    On  bill  (S.  2671 )  for  relief  of,  from  the  destruction  of  salt  works 

near  Manchester,  Kv 

Shipping.   On  bill  (S.' 1402)  for  the  relief  of   

Secretary  of  War  and  Attorney-(teneral  to  settle  accounts  of  United 

States  with  certain  railway  companies.     On  bill  (S.  lo(^) 

Smith.     On  petition  for  relief  of  Ann .• 

On  bill  (S.  122)  granting  a  pension  to  J.  H 

On  bill  (H.  R.  1290)  granting  a  pension  to  Modena 

On  bill  (S.  581 )  granting  a  pension  to  Riley  H 

On  bill  (S.  1765)  granting  a  pension  to  William  R 

On  bill  (S.  1821)  to  inquire  into  home  of 


Smith. 
Smith. 
Smith. 
Snook. 
Soldiers. 


Sould.     On  bill  (S.  551)  for  relief  of  Frank 

Sone.     On  bill  (S.  31)  for  reli*»f  of.  and  Fleming  Manufacturing  Company. 

South  Carolina.     On  bill  (S.  ia-<2)  t<»  he  settled  with  by  United  States  for 

arms 

Spanlding.     On  petition  for  incnfjise  of  pension  to  John 

Spotts.     On  bill  (S.  1769)  for  relief  of  Elizabeth  H 

Spencer.     On  bill  (S.  412)  for  relief  of  Joab,  and  J.  R.  Mead 

Spencer.     On  bill  (S.  887)  granting  a  pension  to  Jonathan  R 

Spear.     On  bill  (S.  357)  granting  a' pension  to  H.  S 

Spence.     On  bill  ( S.  205)  for  relief  of  Sallie  A 

Stouelift".     On  bill  (H.  R.  2442)  granting  a  pension  tn  Morion 

Stone.     On  bill  (S.  380)  granting  a  pension  to  John  li 

Stewart.     On  bill  (S.  624)  for  relief  of  Francis  E 

Styles.     On  bill  (II,  R.  4545)  granting  a  pension  to  William  H 

Stranch.    On  petition  for  pay  of  services  and  loss  ut  h«»rise  by  John  B 

■i^tephenson.     On  bill  (H.  R.  i59l>)  granting  a  pension  to  David  T 

Simmons.     On  bill  (S.  2064)  to  restore  to  former  rank  in  United  States 

Navy  John  W 

Sands.     On  bill  (S.  538)  for  relief  of  James  H 

Smith,     On  bill  (H.  R.  6399)  granting  a  pension  to  Stephen  D 

Shea.     On  bill  (S.  703)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah      

Smith.     On  bill  (S.  1439)  granting  a  pension  to  Lvdia 

Sulevan.     On  bill  (H.R.  1873)  for  relief  of  Patrick 

Stuchell.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2627)  for  relief  of  Ann 

Soldiers'  Home  at  Harrodsburg,  Ky.    On  bill  (S.  506),  commissioner  of,  to 

sell  certain  property  belonging  to 
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Subject. 


i$prinfffield  Street  Railway  Company.  On  bill  (H.  R.  713)  for  right  to  lay 
tracks  ... 

Secretary  of  War.  On  bill  (S.  650)  to  release  right  of  way  at  Plattsbnrg, 
N.Y ...•. 

Stales  and  Territories.    On  bill  (S.  1596)  extending  more  aid  to 

Saratoga  Monument  Association.  On  bill  ( H.  R.  5377)  surrendering  can- 
non to 

Society  of  the  Army  of  the  Cumberland.  On  bill  (S.  387)  to  deliver  can- 
noDto * 

Snffrage,  Woman,  &c.  (S.  Res.  60).    (Part  2) 

Secretary  of  the  Navy.  On  bill  (S.  537)  authorizing  certain  promotions 
to  be  made  of  the  most  efficient  officers  by.    (Part  2) 

Secretary  of  the  Navy.  On  bill  (S.  538)  authorizing  certain  promotions 
to  be  made  of  the  most  efficient  officers  by.    (Part  2) 

T. 

Thomas.     On  bill  (8. 2012)  to  increase  pension  of  (len.  D.  C 

Tilton.     On  bill  (S.  108)  granting  increase  of  pension  toA.  S 

Torrent.     On  bill  (S.  427)  for  the  relief  of  snfferers  on 

Tompkins.    On  bill  (S.  729)  for  relief  of  Lt.  Col.  Charles  H 

Todd.    On  bill  (S.  690)  for  relief  of  Henry  I 

Toner.    On  (8.  Res.  66),  J.  M.,  library  of,  to  be  placed  in  Congressional 

Librarv' 

Town.    On  bill  (S.  610)  for  the  relief  of  Hiram  S 

Topeka.     On  (S.  Res.  27)  to  be  furnished  artillery  to  soldiers' reunion, 

Kansas 

Trickell.     On  bill  (8. 715)  granting  a  pension  to  Caroline 

Trimble.     On  bill  (S.  1210)  for  relief  of  trustees  of  Isaac  R 

Tryon.    On  bill  (H.  R.  389)  granting  a  pension  to  Spencer  W 

Twiggs,     On  bill  (H.R.5998)  for  relief  P.  Decatur 

Taylor.     On  bill  (8. 290)  for  the  relief  of  John 

Taylor,  On  bill  (8. 746)  for  payment  of  corn,  &c. ,  by  United  States  Array . 
Treasury.     On  bill  (S.  615)  authorizing,  to  pass  on  claims  by  accounting 

officers  of 

Taplin.    On  bill  (8. 1170)  granting  a  pension  to  Jane  8 

Troy.    On  bill  (8. 2037)  to  amend  military  record  of  Samuel  8 

Tomer.    On  bill  (H.  R.  6521)  granting  a  pension  to  Adeline  A 

Taylor.    On  bill  (H.  R.  3733)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  £ 

Tobacco.     On  bill  (8. 1871)  to  regulate  purchase  of,  for  use  of  Army 

On  bill  (H.R.  833)  for  the  relief  of  John  R 

On  bill  (^.  1947)  for  extension  of  patent  to  Emily  W 

On  petition  to  be  paid  for  services  to  T.  W 

On  bill  (8.558)  for  the  relief  of  George 

On  bill  (8. 632)  granting  a  pension  to  John 

Targarona.     On  bill  (8.M52)  for  the  relief  of  Peter 

Teter.    On  bill  (8. 957)  granting  a  pension  to  Oeorge  W 

Terry.    On  bill  ^S.  15(^)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  John  D 

Ten  Eyck.     On  bill  (8. 1745)  restoring  to  former  rank  in  Anny  T 

Tebbe,    On  bill  (S.  296)  for  relief  of  Dr.  A.  Sidney 

Tebbe.     On  bill  (8.296)  for  relief  of  Dr.  A.Sidney 

Thompson.     On  bill  (8. 1479)  gpranting  a  pension  to  Mary  C 

Thrraher.     On  bill  (S.  1653)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry 

ThiboQt.    On  petition  for  relief  of  L.  A 

Thompson.    On  petition  for  pension  to  Mary  C 

Thompson.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1519)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  P 

Thompson.     Petition  for  pension  to  Elizabeth  F 

Thompson.     On  bill  (8. 101)  for  relief  of  G.  W 

Thomley.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1776)  for  relief  of  John,  medical  director 

Thomas.     On  bill  (H.  R.  2433)  granting  a  pension  to  W^illiam 

U. 


Vol. 


Taggert. 

Taylor. 

Tansell. 

Tanner. 

Taylor. 


743 

90 
345 

740 

37 
686 

67 

671 


358 
384 
413 
621 

.508 

578 
57 

250 
62 
204 
332 
641 
783 
300 

802 
833 
a39 
860 
866 
874 
538 
674 
645 
585 
162 
198 
705 
461 
745 

38 
280 
462 
483 
766 
515 
582 

76 
105 
166 
326 


1 

4 


1 
4 

1 

4 


3 
3 
3 
4 
3 

3 
1 


Uoderwood.    On  petition  for  pay  claimed  by  John  C,  for  Maria  G 656 

Usher.    On  bill  ( U.  R.  1206)  granting  a  pension  to  Kate  L i  275 

ignited  States  Treasury.    On  bill  (H.  R.  3869)  for  allowance  of  claims  . . . '  347 

8.  Bep. 11 


3 


XVIII 


INDEX   TO    REPORTS   OF   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


No. 


Vol. 


Usher.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1206)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Kate  L 792 

University  of  Alabama.    On  bill  (S.  113b)  to  increase  endowment  of 407 

United  States.    On  bill  (S.  1030)  to  secure  title  to  military  timber  lands.  •  307 
United  States  barracks  at  Baton  Rouge,  La.    On  (S.  Res.  9)  for  use,  by 

institutions  for  blind 127 

V. 


1 
1 


Vance.    On  bill  (S.  1139)  for  relief  of  James  and  William  .. 
Van  Honten.    On  bill  (S.  259)  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  C  . . . 

Venezuela  awards.    On  bills  S.  799  and  893 

Veazie.    On  bill  ( S.  566)  for  relief  of  Mary  Jane 

Vjoorhies.    On  bill  (S.  1581)  granting  a  pension  to  Anna  R  . 
Vogel.    On  bill  (H.  R.  266)  granting  a  pension  to  Frederick 

VoRum.    On  bill  (S.  293)  for  relief  of  E.  P  

Vrain.    On  bill  (S.  56())  for  relief  of  Mary  Jane 

Van  Hoffman.    On  bill  (S.  595)  for  ri4ief  of  L.,  &  Co 


W. 

Wj.lker.    On  bill  (H.  R.  3717)  granting  a  pension  to  Alvin 

Wilson.    On  bill  (S.  2169)  for  relief  of  H.  B.( administrator  of  W\  Tinder) 

Wilson.    On  bill  (H.  R.  6249)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Joseph  F. . 

Wallace.    On  bill(S.  1935)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  W.  M 

Wvld.    On  bill  (S.  561)  for  the  relief  of  Roberts 

Wright.     On  bill  (8.219)  for  relief  of  Rebecca 

Wright.     On  bill  (S.  272)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  S.A 

Wood.     On  bill  (S.  165)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Rose  M 

Woods.    On  memorial  for  pay  for  patent  to  O.  Evans 

Woman.    On  (S.  Res.  60)  right  of  suffrage  of 

Woman.    On  (S.  Res.  60)  right  of  suffrage  to,  of  (Part  2) 

Worthington.    On  bill  ( S.  1663)  for  increased  pension  to  Thomas 

Williamson.    On  bill  (H.  R.  967)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  A 

Wisconsin  Geographical  Society.  Petition  for  ap]K)intment  of  a  commit- 
tee by  Congress  to  celebration  at  New  Orleans 

Wagner.    On  bill  (S.  666)  for  relief  of  John 

Wagoner.    On  bill  (S.90)  for  pay  as  clerk  to  Henry  O 

Ward.  On  bill  (S.  999)  for  relief  of  P.  L.  (administrator  of  William 
Ward) 

Waldo.    On  bill  (S.  787)  for  relief  of  David,  &  Co 

Walker.    On  bill  (S.3i*8)  for  relief  of  Isaiah 

Wicks.    On  bill  (S.266)  for  the  relief  of  George  W.,  <&  Co 

Walker.     On  bill  (S.  642)  for  relief  of  Edward  L 

Willhortz.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2910)  granting  a  pension  to  Kate 

Wilkins,  Fort.    On  bill  (S.  1293)  providing  for  the  sale  of  reservation  . . . 

Williams.    On  bill  (S.710)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  J.  P 

Wilson.    On  bill  (S.  975)  for  the  relief  of  Levi 

Wilder,    On  bill  ^S.  1822)  granting  a  pension  to  George  E 

Willey.    On  petition  for  a  pension  to  Robert  L 

Wilt.    On  bill  (S.  1142)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  E 

White.    On  bill  (S.  802)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  C.  F 

White.    On  bill  (S.  146)  for  the  relief  of  William  L 

Wharton.    On  bill  (H.  R.869)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  J 

White.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1341)  granting  a  pension  to  James  B 

West.     On  bill  (S.  455)  granting  a  pension  io  Mary  J 

Walworth.    On  bill  (S.2049)  for  the  relief  of  John  P 

Wilson.    On  bill  (S.  636)  for  the  relief  of  William  A 

Winship.    On  bill  (S.  971)  for  relief  of  Edward  K 

Wilson.     Petition  for  arrears  of  pension  to  J.  £ 

Williams.     Petition  for  pension  to  Henry 

Wells.    On  bilWS.  416)  for  relief  of  Eugene 

Webster.    On  bill  (S.605)  for  relief  of  George  P 

Westcott.    On  bill  (S.  1080)  for  the  relief  of  B.N 

Weber.    On  bill  (S.  1832)  granting  a  pension  to  Leonard 

Welschbillig.     On  bill  (H.  R.  5382)  granting  a  pension  to  Peter  J 

Wells.     On  bill  (S.  1480)  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  T 


770 
601 
311 
406 
700 
435 
51 
406 
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864 
867 
843 
827 
505 
220 
147 
228 
455 
686 
686 
559 
356 

209 

643 

99 

174 
260 
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2 
395 
630 
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448 
669 
6gl 
694 
688 
217 

94 
565 
629 
137 
788 
302 
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128 

12 
136 

23 
592 
623 
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434 
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Subject. 


No.   !  Vol. 


Webb.     On  bill  (H.R.  2349)  for  iocrease  of  pension  to  G.J 546 

Weed  &^  Co.     On  bill  (S.  1003)  for  tbe  relief  of 667 

Weeden.     On  bill  (S.  1912)  gpranting  a  pension  to  Amos  C 702 

Wandrak.     On  bill  (H.R.  1499)  granting  a  pension  to  M 480 

Watkina.     On  bill  (H.  R.2031)  for  the  relief  of  Eli  D 476 

Wataon.     On  bill  (H.R.  531)  for  tbe  relief  of  John 439 

Wataon.     On  bill  (S.  908)  granting  a  pension  to  Susan  L 606 

Walker.     On  bill  (S.  68)  for  the  relief  of  representatives  of  Gideon 19 

Walker.     On  bill  (S.  297)  for  the  relief  of  Mark 47 

Washington,  D.  C.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2402)  to  quiet  certain  land  titles  in ... .  842 

Weaver  tract  of  land  in  Selma,  Ala.    On  bill  (S.  1689)  sale  of,  confirmed  570 

Wade.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1422)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary 793 

Wester velt.      On  bill  ( H.  R.  1098)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha 819 

Wilson.     On  bill  (H.  R.  6401 )  granting  a  pension  to  Amelia  Ann 801 

Walker.     On  bill  (H.  R.  4372)  to  restore  to  pension-roll  Robert  P 805 

Washington    Territory.    On  (Ex.  Doc.  No.  1)  recommending  appropria- 
tion to  bnild  a  permanent  military  post  in  northern I  106 

Watson.     On  bill  (S.  1911)  granting  a  pension  to  Theresa  Crosby '  868 

Woman  anffrage.    On  (S. Res. 60).    Part2 1  686 


Y. 


On 


\}iU  (S.  1341 )  granting  a  pension  to  Anna  Maria t    581 

Yotler.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  1^)57)  grantinjg  a  pension  to  children  of  Catharine .  I    367 


Yonog. 

Yocler. 

Yates.     On  bill  ('S.271)for  tfierelief^f  ^rankD 16 


3 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 
4 
I 
I 
4 
3 
4 
4 
4 
4 

1 
4 
4 


3 
3 
1 


Z. 


«  I 

Zigler.     On  bill  ( S.  1273)  granting  a  pension  to  Emma  O I    704 


OF  THE 


REPORTS   MADE   BY  THE  COMMIHEES 


FOR  THE 


FIRST  SESSION  OF  THE  FORTY-SEVENTH  CONGRESS. 


Sal^ect. 


COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  RELATIONS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  90)  to  pay  the  creditors  of  H.  O.  Wagoner,  late  consular 
elerk  Lyons,  France 

On  the  bill  (S.  85)  relating  to  the  Japanese  indemnity  fnnd 

On  report  (to  accompany  the  conoarrent  resolution)  touching  the  me- 
morial of  H.  if.  Fiedler,  widow  and  executrix  of  £.  Fiedler,  deceased, 
aaking  the  aid  of  Congrosa  in  collecting  a  claim  said  to  be  due  her  late 
husband  from  the  Oovemment  of  Brazil.... 

On  the  bill  (S.  185)  for  the  relief  of  the  captain,  owners,  officers,  and  crew 
of  the  lato  United  States  private-armed  brig  General  Armstrong,  their 
heirs,  executors,  administrators,  agents,  or  assigns 

On  the  bill  (S.  799)  in  relation  to  the  Venezuela  awards,  and  the  bill  (S. 
t^93)  in  respect  to  the  Venezuela  claims  and  awards 

On  the  bill  (S.  1128)  entitled  **A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  allow  for  the  expenditures  of  James  Rea,  late  consul  at  Belfast, 
Ireland" 

On  the  joint  resolution  (S.  44)  authorizing  the  payment  of  a  portion  of 
the  \irginius  indemnity  fund  to  the  mother  of  General  \V.  A.  C. 
Ryan 

On  the  bill  (S.  137)  for  the  relief  ef  William  Schuchardt,  United  States 
oommercial  agent  at  Piedras  Negros,  Mexico 

On  the  bill  (S.  576)  to  provide  for  the  adjudication  of  damages  to  the 
Norwegian  bark  Atlantic  by  collision  with  the  United  States  steam 
•loop  of  war,  Vandalia,  for  the  payment  of  the  same 

On  the  joint  resolution  (H.  Res.  209)  to  authorize  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  call  an  international  conference  to  fix  on  and  rec- 
ommend for  universal  adoption  a  common  prime  meridian  to  be  used 
in  the  reckoning  of  longitude  and  in  the  regulation  of  time  throughout 
the  world 


99 
120 


246 

270 
311 

354 

4a'> 

486 
496 


Vol. 


1 
I 


1 
1 


3 

3 


840 


COMMITTEE  ON  FINANCE. 

On  the  bill  (S.  266)  for  the  relief  of  George  W.  Wicks  &,  Co.,  of  Louis- 
ville, Kv 

On  the  bill  (S.  565)  for  the  relief  of  Silas  Q.  Howe,  surviving  partner  of 
William  T.  Pate  &  Co   

On  the  bill  (S.  494)  directing  the  issue  of  duplicate  check  to  William  J. 
Antboney,  a  pensioner  of  the  United  States 

On  the  bill  (S.  672)  for  the  relief  of  John  M.  McCIintock 

On  the  bill  (S.  101)  for  the  relief  of  G.  W.  Thompson  and  others 

On  the  bill  (8.554)  to  refund  a  duplicate  tax  to  Boehm  Bros.,  of  New 
York 

On  the  bill  (S.  585)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  B.  Shannon,  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, Cal 

On  the  bill  (S.  241 )  for  the  relief  of  John  T.  Hennaman 

On  the  bill  (S.  551)  releasing  Frank  Soul6,  late  collector  of  .internal 
revenne  for  the  first  district  of  California,  and  his  sureties,  from  lia- 
bility to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 

On  the  bill  ( 8. 679)  for  the  relief  of  William  A.  Ga vett 


2  1 

1 

26 

60 

95 

105 

110 

126 
132 


134 
245 
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Vol. 


313 
370 
397 
398 


418  : 

420  i 

1 

440  1 
450 
505  I 


508  ; 
516  . 


^.!  533  I 
574  , 
580  1 


620 


Ou  the  bills  (8. 1068  and  1111)  for  the  relief  of  certain  citizeus  of  Ten- 
uesaee 

On  the  bill  (S.  1435)  for  the  relief  of  Albert  Elsberg,  administrator  of 
Gnstavo  Elsberg,  deceased 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  14^)  for  the  relief  of  the  North  German  Lloyd  Steamship 
Company , 

On  the  bill  (S.  1513)  for*  the  relief  of  Ofville  Horwitz,  trustee  for  C.  D. 
DeFord&Co i 

Ou  tli  joint  resolution  (S.  Res.  17)  relating  to  the  refunding  of  taxes  ille- 
gally assessed  against  the  Detroit  House  of  Correction 

On  the  bill  (S.  1610)  for  the  relief  of  C.  N.  Felton.. 

On  the  bill  (S.  965)  for  the  relief  of  the  Iron  Mountain  Bank  of  Saint 
Louis,  Mo 

On  the  bill  (8.  454)  for  the  relief  of  James  E.  Montell 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  561)  for  the  relief  of  Robert  Stodart  Wyld 

On  the  bill  (8.  690)  for  the  relief  of  Harry  I.  Todd,  late  keeper  of  the 
Kentucky  lYeniteutiarv 

On  the  bill  (8. 1393)  for  the  relief  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
of  Canada .\, 

Ou  the  bill  (8.  1259)  to  refund  to  the  North  Carolina  Railroad  Company 
certain  moneys  illegally  assessed  against  and  unlawfully  collected  from 
it  bv  the  United  States 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4704)  for  the  relief  of  P.  F.  Lonergan 

On  the  bill  (8.  1377)  for  the  relief  of  W.  8.  Kimball  and  others 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  176)  to  refund  certain  duties  paid  upon  military  uni- 
forms importe<l  by  and  for  the  use  of  Company  G,  Sixth  Regiment  In- 
fantry, Illinois  National  Guards 

On  the  bill  (8.  1867)  for  the  relief  of  the  sui^eties  of  George  W.  Sands, 

On  the  bill '( "rVi663)  for  VhVrelief "of  Weed'&  Co" " *. .' ." '. '. '. !".!!'!!""."'.!!! 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  1837)  for  the  relief  of  Clark  Hayner  and  his  sureties 

On  the  bill  (8.  17:)2)  to  refund  excessive  duties  levied  by  overvaluation 

of  Austrian  paper  florin 

Ou  the  bill  (8. 1023)  for  the  relief  of  the  sureties  of  George  F.  Elliott... 

i 

COMMITTEE  ON  MILITARY  AFFAIRS.  ' 

On  the  bill  (S.  173)  authorizing  the  President  t-o  place  the  name  of  Her- 
man Biggs  on  the  list  of  retired  officers  of  the  Army 1 

On  the  bill  (8.  560)  for  the  relief  of  William  H.  Gill 3 

On  the  bill  (8. 175)  to  restore  D.  T.  Kirby,  late  captain  and  brevet  colonel 

United  States  Army,  in  his  grade  in  the  infantry  arm  of  the  service.  . .         4 
On  the  petition  of  Samson  Goliath,  late  a  private  in  Company  A,  Fifty-tifth 

Massachusetts  Colored  Regiment \        5 

Views  of  the  minority.    (Part  2) '        5 

On  the  bill  (8. 346)  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  the  Fort  Lamed  mill-  i 

tary  reservation '      22 

Onthebill(S.  60&)  for  the  i«lief  of  George  P.  Webster ;      23 

On  the  bill  )S.  668)  to  authorize  Dr.  Daniel  M.  Appel,  of  the  United  States  j 
Army,  to  receive  pay  for  discharging  the  duties  of  physician  to  the  Mes-  i 

calero  Aiiache  Indian  Agency,  New  Mexico " ■      24 

( )n  the  bill  (8. 493)  to  amend  the  one  hundred  and  third  Article  of  War . .       30 

Ou  the  bill  (8.  295)  for  the  relief  of  John  M.  (loodhue '      31 

Ou  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paulina  Jones,  widow  of  Alexander  Jones,  ' 

deceased,  late  of  Company  E,  Second  North  Carolina  Infantry 35 

On  the  bill  (8.  480)  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  G.W.  Candee,  paymaster,  U.  S.  A.       36 
On  the  bill  (8.  387)  directing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  deliver  to  the  Soci- 
ety of  the  Anny  of  the  Cumberland  condemned  cannon  to  aid  In  the 

erection  of  a  statue  or  monument  to  Jumes  Abrani  Garfield ;I7 

On  the  bill  (S.  296)  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  A.  Sidney  Tebbs "      :» 

On  the  bill  (8.  323)  for  the  relief  of  James  M.  Bacon 39 

On  the  joint  resolution  (8.  Res.  15)  "  Correcting  the  military  record  of 
Wicklifte  Cooi)er,  deceased,  late  mjyorof  the  Seventh  Cavalry,  brevet 

colonel,  United  States  Aniiy" 45 

On  the  bill  (8.  13tf)  for  the  relief  of  James  Burke 46 
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665 

4 

667 

4 
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4 

765 

4 

877 
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Subject. 


On  the  bill  (S.  297)  for  the  relief  of  Mark  Walker,  late  first  lieutenant 

Nineteenth  Infantry 

Onthebill(S.  453)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  F.Riley 

On  the  bill  (8.  83)  for  the  relief  of  Lien t.  Frank  P.  Gross 

On  the  bill  (S.  293)  for  the  relief  of  Edwarcf  P.  Vollum 

On  the  bill  (8.  643)  for  the  relief  of  Ellen  Moore,  widow  of  Allen  Moore, 

On  the  bill  "(8.472)  forthV reJieVoril.  A^My^^^  !*""! 

On  the  bill  (8.  506)  authorizing  the  CommisHioners  of  the  Soldiers'  Home 
to  sell  certain  property  at  Harrodsburg,  Ky.,  belonging  to  the  Soldiers' 
Home 


On  the  bill  (8.  254)  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  William  M.  Maynadier,  pay- 
master United  States  Army 

On  the  bill  (8. 650)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  release  the  right 
of  way  across  lauds  of  the  United  States  at  Plattsburg,  N.  Y 

On  the  bill  (S.  188)  in  regard  to  a  monumental  column  to  commemorate 
the  battle  of  Monmouth 

On  the  bill  (S.  857)  to  reimburse  certain  officers  for  losses  sustained  by 
the  sinking  of  the  government  steamer  Don.  Cameron 

On  the  bill  (S.  557)  for  the  relief  of  William  C.Hemphill,  &c 

On  the  bill  (8.  198)  for  the  relief  of  Anna  McNaughton 

On  the  bill  (8.  156)  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  Jacob  E.  Burbank 

On  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War  recommending  an  appropriation 
for  the  lyiilding  of  a  permanent  military  post  in  northern  Wasnington 
Territory 

On  the  bill  (8. 838)  to  ^rant  the  right  of  way  for  railroad  purposes  through 
the  lands  of  the  United  States  powder  depot,  near  Dover,  N.  J 

On  the  bill  (8. 145)  to  reimburse  the  State  of  Oregon  for  moneys  paid  by 
said  Slate  in  the  suppression  of  Indian  hostilities  during  the  Modoc 
war  in  the  years  1872  and  1873 

On  the  joint  resolution  (S.  Res.  9)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
grant  the  temporary  use  of  the  United  States  barracks  at  Baton  Rouge, 
La.,  to  the  State  Institution  for  the  Blind 

On  the  bill  (S.  87)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  ascer- 
tain and  report  to  Congress  the  amount  of  money  expended  and  indebt- 
edness assumed  by  the  State  of  Kansas  in  repelling  invasions  and  sup- 
pressing Indian  hostilities 

On  the  bill  (8.  416)  for  the  relief  of  Eugene  Wells 

On  the  bill  (8.  322)  for  the  relief  of  John  I.  Salter 

On  the  bill  (^8. 406)  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  certain  portious  of  the  Fort 
Leavenworth  military  reservation 

On  the  bill  (8.  404)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  or  legal  representatives  of 
Robert  J.  Baugness,  deceased ••• 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  89)  for  the  relief  of  Cyrus  C.  Clark 

On  the  bill  (8. 1082)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  adjust  and  set- 
tle the  account  for  arms  between  the  State  of  South  Carolina  and  the 
Government  of  the  United  States 

On  the  petition  of  Eliza  Francesco 

On  the  bill  (8.  1210)  for  the  relief  of  the  trustees  of  Isaac  R.  Trimble.. 

On  the  bill  (8.  .1017)  for  the  relief  of  A.  H.  Von  Luettwitz 

On  the  Joint  resolution  (S.  Res.  37)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
supply  artillery  and  camp  equipage  to  the  soldiers'  and  sailors'  reunion 
at  Topeka,  Kans 

On  the  bill  (S.  1116)  for  the  relief  of  Harlow  L.  Street 

On  the  bill  (S.  237)  to  correct  and  complete  the  record  of  Col.  and  Bvt. 
Mai.  Gen.  B.  H.  Grierson,  United  States  Armv,  aid-de-camp  on  the  staff 
of  General  B.  M.  Prentiss,  ITnited  States  Volunteers 

On  the  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  to  in- 
qaireiuto  the  propriety  of  increasing  the  appropriation  for. subsistence 
stores  to  aid  in  the  relief  of  the  laboring  classes  in  the  district  over- 
flowed by  the  Mississippi  River 

On  the  memorial  of  T.  J.  Mackey,  in  behalf  of  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina, praying  that  the  Court  of  Claims  may  be  authorized  to  adjudicate 
the  claim  of  said  State  for  rent  of  the  Citadel  Academy 

On  th#»  bill  (8.  602)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  and  legal  representatives 
of  Hyacinth  Robert  Agnel,  deceased 
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INDEX   TO    REPORTS    OF   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1712)  for  the  relief  of  Chaplain  M.  J.  Kelly  and  others. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1340)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  at  law  of  William  R. 
Downing,  deceased,  late  captain  and  assistant  quartermaster  of  the 
United  States  Volunteers -^- 

On  the  bill  (S.  479)  to  place  Col.  John  H.  King,  Ninth  Infantry ,  brevet 
major-general,  United  States  Army,  upon  the  retired  list  of  the  Army, 
with  the  rank  of  brigadier-general 

On  the  bill  (S.  296)  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  A.  Sidney  Tebby,  with  amend- 
ment  

On  the  bill  (S.  677)  for  the  relief  of  Mirand  W.  Saxton 

On  the  bill  (S.  76)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant  the  use  of 
certain  lands  at  Fortress  Monroe.  Virginia,  for  the  erection  of  a  hotel. 

On  the  bill  (S.  847 )  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Shields  and  others 

On  the  bill  (S.  1502)  for  the  relief  of  the  State  of  California  and  the 
citizens  thereof 

On  the  bill  (S.  1030)  to  authorize  the  Unit«d  States  to  secure  a  title  to 
certain  military  and  timber  reservations 

On  the  bill  (S.  1483)  for  the  relief  of  Guy  V.  Henry 

On  the  bill  (S.881)  for  the  relief  of  Lieut.  Edward  S.  Farrow,  United 
States  Army 

On  the  bill  (S.  520)  for  the  relief  of  Gaddy's  company  of  Arkansas  Home 
Guards,  United  States  Volunteers 

On  the  bill  (S.  336)  for  the  relief  of  James  J.  Faught,late  of  Company 
D,  Eighth  Missouri  Cavalry 

On  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  passed  February  25, 1882,  to  inquire  into 
the  expeditocy  of  gi  ving  more  aid  than  is  now  provided  for  to  the  various 
States  and  Territories  in  order  that  the  organization  of  the  militia 
force  of  the  country  may  be  encouraged  and  promoted  and  its  thor- 
oughness and  efficiency  strengthened 

Outhebill(H.R.  909)  ior  the  relief  of  D.  T.  Kirby 

On  the  biU  (S.  532)  for  the  relief  of  William  S.  Hansell  &,  Sons 

(hi  the  bill  (S.  96)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Conrad,  of  Missouri 

On  the  bill  (S.  427)  for  the  relief  of  sufiferers  by  the  wreck  of  the  gov-  \ 
emment  transport  bark  Torrent • i 

On  the  petition  of  the  widow  of  Ellas  J.  Beymer  for  pension  ou  bill  S.  i 
1521 

On  the  petition  of  Capt.  Charles  M.  Blake 

On  the  bill  (S.  1480)  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  T.  Welhi 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  712)  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  a  portion  of  the  Fort 
Hays  military  reservation,  in  the  State  of  Kansas 

On  tne  bill  (8.  1598)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  donate  to  the 
Ladies'  Soldiers'  Monument  Society  of  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  four  con- 
demned cannon  

On  the  bill  (S.  717)  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Beel)e,  jr I 

On  the  bill  (S.  298)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  William  Reynolds 

Ou  the  bill(H.  R.  54)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  A.  Luke 

Onthebill(S.  1102)  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  Ross 

On  the  bill  (S.  1645)  to  authorize  Dr.  C.  E.  Price,  of  the  United  States 
Army,  to  receive  the  pay  allowed  by  law  for  discharging  the  duties  of 
physician  to  the  Hoopa  Valley  Indian  Reservation 

On  the  bill  (S.  1731)  to  authorize  Dr.  Walter  Reed,  assistant  surgeon  of 
the  United  States  Army,  to  receive  the  pa^  allowed  by  law  for  dis- 
charging the  duties  of  physician  to  the  White  Mountain  Apache  In- 
dians, on  the  San  Carlos  Reservation,  Territory  of  Arizona 

On  the  bill  (S.  1600)  authorizing  recruits  in  the  Army  to  purchase  on 
credit  certain  articles  necessary  for  their  cleanliness  and  comfort 

On  the  bill  (S.  335)  to  extend  the  time  for  filing  claims  for  horses  and 
equipments  lost  In  the  service 

On  the  bill  (S.  773)  for  the  relief  of  Eugene  C.  Johnson,  with  accompany- 
ing petition  and  papers 

On  the  bill  (S.  1717)  for  the  relief  of  Eliza  Francesco 

On  the  bill  (S.  432)  to  amend  section  1190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  paymasters'  clerks  of  the  United  States 
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On  the  bill  (S.  846)  for  the  relief  of  A.  G.  Peabody 

On  the  bill  (8.  1638)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Maj.  D.  C.  Smith 
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XXV 


Subject. 


On  Senate  reaolution  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  Soldiers'  Home  at 
Washinfl^ton,  D.  C 

On  the  bilTcS.  903)  for  the  relief  of  the  First  Minnesota  Mounted  Rangers 
Volunteers 

On  the  bill  (S.  1254)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  W.  J.  Lyster 

On  the  bill  (8.  665)  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Fones 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3196)  to  authorize  and  direct  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
chanse  the  name  of  Charles  Alton  Howard,  a  second  lienteuant  in  the 
Ninth  Regiment  of  Cavalry  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  on  the 
register,  rolls,  and  records  of  the  Army,  to  Alton  Henry  Bndloug 

On  tne  bill  (8. 1114)  and  Senate  joint  resolutions  10  and  13  to  authorize 
an  examination  and  adjustment  of  the  claims  of  the  States  of  Kansas, 
Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Texas,  and  of  the  Territories  of  Idaho  and  Wash- 
ington, for  repelling  invasions  and  suppressing  insurrections  and  In- 
dians hostilities  therein.     (See,  also,  S.  1673) 

On  the  bill  (8.  473)  for  the  relief  of  William  N.  Morgan 

On  the  bill  (S.  1499)  to  restore  the  Fort  Benton  Military  Reservation  to 
the  public  domain,  and  for  other  purposes 

On  the  bill  (8. 556)  for  the  relief  of  Qeorae  Tanner,  of  Mercer  County, 
Pennsylvania,  lat>e  captain  of  Captain  Tanner's  Independent  Company 
of  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  others  of  his  command 

On  the  bill  (8. 1749)  for  the  relief  of  William  McNamara 

On  the  bill  (S.  729)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Tompkins,  of  the  United 
States  Army 

On  the  bill  (S.  1814)  vacating  the  Fort  Rice  and  Fort  Randall  Military 
Reservatiom,  in  the  Territory  of  Dakota 

On  the  petition  of  John  B.  Stranch 

<>n  the  bill  (S.  1825)  making  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  construct- 
ing a  road  from  the  City  of  New  Albany,  in  the  State  of  Indiana,  to 
the  National  Cemetory  near  said  city 

On  the  bill  (S.  666).  to  pay  John  Wagner  for  extra  duty , 

On  the  Ex.  Doc.  No.  97,  Senate,  Forty-seventh  Con^p'ess,  first  session, 
bein^  the  **  Message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting a  communication  of  the  1st  instant  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  covering  information  respecting  lands  granted  to  the  State  of 
Oregon  for  the  Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  Wagon-Road 
Company,  under  date  of  February  8,  1882" , 

On  the  bill  ( 8. 1705)  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Stewart 

On  the  bill  (8. 400)  authorizing  full  pay  to  Lieut.  Frederick  Schwatka, 
United  States  Army,  while  on  leave  to  serve  in  command  of  the 
Franklin  search  expedition  in  the  Arctic 

On  the  bill  (8. 1726)  to  restore  Charles  Harrod  Campbell  to  the  rank  of 
captain  in  the  Army 

On  the  bill  (8. 1844)  for  the  relief  of  Fitz-John  Porter.     (Part  2) 

On  the  bill  (8. 1293)  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  the  Fort  Wilkins 
military  reservation,  at  Copper  Harbor,  in  the  State  of  Michigan 

On  the  bill  (8. 1403)  for  the  relief  of  George  W.  Gralfam 

On  the  bill  (8. 1997)  granting  a  certain  right  of  way  to  the  San  Francisco 
and  Ocean  Shore  Railroaa  Company , 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5377)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  deliver  cer- 
tain cannon  to  the  Saratoga  Monument  Association,  to  the  Grand 
Army  of  the  Republic  post  at  Westminster,  Mass..  and  to  the  Danville 
Light  Battery  A,  Illinois  National  Guard,  Danville,  III 

Onthebill(S.  1800)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  A.  Lee 

On  the  petition  of  John  Kennedy,  a  soldier  of  Company  H,  First  Regi- 
ment of  Wisconsin  Volunteers,  praying  to  be  relieved  from  a  charge 
of  desertion  borne  on  the  rolls  against  him 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.713)  granting  to  the  Springfield  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany the  light  to  lay  tracks  m  Mill  street,  in  Springfield,  Mass 

On  the  bill  (8. 1745)  to  authorize  the  President  to  restore  Tenedore  Ten 
Eyck  to  his  former  rank  in  the  Army,  and  io  place  him  upon  the  re- 
tired list  of  Army  oflScers 

On  the  petition  of  Jessie  Benton  Fremont,  for  relief  in  relation  to  the 
seizure  of  her  property  at  Point  San  Jos6,  in  San  Francisco,  for  mili- 
tary purposes,  in  1863 ', 
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Subject. 


No. 


Oil  the  bill  (S.  1*^75)  for  the  relief  of  First  Lieut.  Eugene  Griffin,  United 

States  Army 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  1606)  for  the  relief  of  George  A.Jaeger 

On  the  petition  of  L.  A.  Thibont 

Ou  Mr.  Voorhees'  resolution  of  March  16,  1882,  as  follows: 

Whereas,  the  following  provision  of  law,  enacted  in  1865,  is  contained 

in  section  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  to  wit : 

'*  Persons  honorably  discharged  from  the  military  and  naval  service  by 

reason  of  disability,  resulting  from  wounds  or  sickness  incurred  in 

the  line  of  duty,  shall  be  preferred  for  appointments  to  civil  offices, 

provided  they  are  found  to  possess  the  business  capacity  necessary 

for  the  proper  discharge  of  the  duties  of  such  offices  " : 

Therefore,  be  it 

liesolvedj  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be,  and  they  are 

hereby,  instructed  to  inquire  into,  and  report  to  this  body — 
First.  Whether  said  section  is  in  full  force  and  effect,  or  whether  it 
has  been  in  any  mauner  repealed,  modified,  or  rendered  nugatory 
and  void ; 
Second.  Whether  said  section  has  been  faithfully  executed  in  appoint- 
ments to  civil  offices  under  the  government,  or  whether  it  has  been 
openly  and  habitually  disregarded  and  violated ; 
Third.  Whether  the  t-erms  and  meaning  of  said  section  apply  to  pro- 
vost and  deputy  provost  marshals,  quartermasters,  and  sutlers  who 
were  not  disabled  in  the  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United 
Stat<es,  or  whether  they  apply  solely  to  persons  who  have  been  hon- 
orably discharged  from  such  service  by  reaaon  of  disability  arising  ^ 
from  wounds  or  sickness  incurred  in  the  line  of  duty;  and. 
Fourth.  Whether  any  additional  legislation  i8  necessary  to  cause  the 
provisions  of  this  law  to  be  carried  out  and  enforced  by  the  various 

departments  of  this  government 

Ou  the  bill  ( S.  1935)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  W.  M.  Wallace 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  20;)7)  to  amend  the  military  record  of  Samuel  S.  Troy... 
On  the  bill  (8. 1267)  to  correct  the  Army  record  of  certain  officers  named 

therein 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  2014)  authorizing  compensation  to  members  of  Company 
B,  Fourteenth  Infantry,  United  States  Army,  for  certain  private  prop- 
erty destroyed  by  fire.' 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  1U74)  fixing  the  pay  of  hospital  stewards  of  the  first  class 

in  the  United  States  Army 

Ou  the  bill  (8. 374)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from  the  military 

record  of  William  Hull 

Ou  the  bill  ( 8. 191 )  for  the  relief  of  Frances  H.  Plummer 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  1871)  to  regulate  the  method  of  purchasing  tobacco  for 

the  use  of  the  Ar iny 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  2119)  for  the  relief  of  Martin  L.  Biindy 

COMMITTEE   ON  NAVAL  AFFAIRS. 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  12)  to  establish  and  equalize  the  grades  and  regulate  ap- 
pointments and  promotions  m  the  Marine  Oorps , 

Ou  the  bill  to  restore  George  A.  Stevens  to  his  relative  rank  in  the 
United  States 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  110)  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  C.  Bampton , 

On  the  bill  (8.  738)  for  the  relief  of  Jabez  Burchard 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1776)  entitled  »'An  act  for  the  relief  of  Medical  Direc- 
tor John  Thomlej',  United  States  Navy" 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  726)  granting  the  right  of  way  to  the  county  of  Anne 
Arundel,  in  the  State  of  Maryland,  through  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment grounds  near  the  city  of  Annapolis,  Md 

On  the  bill  (S.  '^1)  for  the  n^lief  of  the  mates  of  the  United  States  Navy. 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  14)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  G.  Corbin , 

Ou  the  bill  (8. 358)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Bellows 

On  the  memorial  of  the  Albemarle  and  Chesapeake  Canal  Company, 
iiskiug  compensation  fur  the  use  of  said  canal  for  the  passage  of  naval 
veHsels  through  the  same  from  January  10,  lc^>4,  to  July  27,  1866 
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Subject. 


On  bill  (S.  97)  for  the  relief  of  Ed  ward  K.  Wiuship 

On  the  bill  (8.  339)  for  the  relief  of  Rear-Admiral  Roger  N.  Stembel, 
United  States  Navy 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  369)  for  the  relief  of  the  officers  and  crew  of  the  United 
States  steamer  Monitor,  who  participated  in  the  action  with  the  rebel 
iron-clad  Merrimac,  on  the  9th  day  of  March,  1H62 

On  the  bill  (S.  678)  for  the  relief  of  J.  B.  Cornell  and  others 

On  the  bill  (S.  625)  to  amend  section  1556  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  giv- 
ing; longevity  pay  to  certain  officers  of  the  Navy 

On  the  bill  (S.  1551)  for  promoting  the  efficiency  of  the  chaplains  in  the 


Navy 


On  the  bill  (8. 1080)  for  the  relief  of  Bayse  N.  Wescott 

On  the  joint  resolution  (S.  Res.  61)  tendering  the  thanks  of  Congress  to 
and  conferring  additional  rank  on  Chief  Engineer  George  W.  Mel- 
ville, Uuit«d  States  Navy  and  for  other  purposes 

On  the  bill  (S.  879)  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
reappoint  Stephen  A.  McCarty  a  lieutenant-commander  in  the  Navy. 
(Parts.) 

On  the  bill  (S.  1651)  for  the  relief  of  Antoine  J.  Corbesier 

On  the  bill  (8.537)  to  carry,  into  efi'ect  the  recommendations  of  the 
board  of  admirals,  convened  pursuaut  to  the  Joint  resolution  approved 
February  5,  1879,  in  the  case  of  Commander  Henry  Glass,  United 
States  Navy.    (Part  2) 

On  the  bill  (S.  538)  to  carry  into  ellect  the  recommendations  of  the 
board  of  admirals,  convened  pursuant  to  joint  resolution  approved 
February  5. 1879.    (Part  2) 

On  the  bill  (S.539)  to  carry  into  effect  the  recommendations  of  the 
board  of  admirals,  convened  pursuant  to  the  joint  resolution  of  Feb- 
ruary' 5,  1879,  in  the  case  of  Lieut.  Commauder  Charles  D.  Sigsbee. 
(Part  2) 

On  the  memorial  of  Rear-Admiral  David  McDougal,  United  States  Navy 
(retired),  praying  thathe  be  allowed  the  pay  of  rear-admiral  on  the 
retired  list,  having  considered  the  subject-matter  of  the  memorial 

On  the  memorial  of  Alvah  W.  Hicks,  asking  compensation  for  himself 
and  otheni  for  services  on  the  Queen  of  the  West 

On  the  joint  resolution  (S.  Etes.  55)  confrrring  the  rank  of  surgeon  on 
the  retired  list  of  the  Navy  of  the  United  States  on  Passed  Assistant 
Surgeon  Francis  V.  Greene,  for  highly  meritorious  service  during  the 
prevalence  of  the  yellow  fever  on  board  the  United  States  ship  Lancas- 
ter, in  the  year  1875 

On  the  bill  (8. 2064)  to  restore  John  W.  Simmons  to  his  former  rank  in 
the  United  States  Navy,  and  place  him  on  the  retired  list 

On  the  joint  resolution  (S.  Res.  88)  authorizing  the  appointment  and  re- 
tirement of  Samnel  Kramer  a  chaplain  in  the  Navy  of  the  United 
States 

On  the  bill  (8.2103)  authoriziug  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
appoint  William  F.  Pratt,  late  a  second  assistant  engineer  in  the 
United  States  Navy,  upon  the  retired  list  of  the  Navy 
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COMMITTEE  ON   COMMERCE. 

Ou  the  bill  (8.  430)  to  incorporate  the  Interoceanic  Ship  Railway  Com- 
pany, and  for  other  purposes 

On  the  bill  (8. 1402)  for  the  relief  of  shipping 

On  the  bill  (S.  1810)  to  Authorize  the  Kock  Island  and  Southwestern 
Railway  Company  tp  construct  a  bridge  over  the  Mississippi  River  at 
New  Boston^  State  of  Illinois 

COMMITTEE   OX  AGRICULTURE. 

O  I  the  bill  (H.  R.2796)  entitled  ^*  An  act  to  appropriate  five  thousand 
dollars  for  packing,  transporting,  and  arranging  certain  agricultural 
and  mineral  specimens" 
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XXVIII 


INDEX    TO    REPORTS   OF   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


COMMITTEE   OX  THE  JUDICIAIIT. 


Od  the  bill  (S.63)  for  the  relief  of  John  J,  Key  and  W.  G.  Davis 

On  the  resolution  of  inquiry  touching  the  proceedings  for  the  extradi- 
tion of  one  Vincenzo  Rebello,  an  Italiau,  &c 

On  the  resolution  that  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  instructed  to 
inquire  and  report  by  bill  or  otherwise,  whether  or  not  a  retired 
United  States  Ai*my  officer  can  lawfully  hold  a  oiyil  office  under  the 
Government  of  the  United  States 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  700)  for  the  relief  of  the  State  National  Bank  of  Bos- 
ton, Mass 

On  the  bill  (S.  1699)  for  the  relief  of  Anson  Atwood 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  iS7Q)  to  refer  the  claim  of  the  captors  of  the  ram  Albe- 
marle to  the  Court  of  Claims 


No. 

Vol. 

21 

1 

82 

I 

429 

3 

479  \ 
747  1 

3 
4 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  POST-OFFICE  AND  P08T-ROAD8. 

On  the  bill  (S.  143)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Collins 

On  tlje  bill  (S.  314)  to  desippiate,  classify,  and  fix  the  salaries  of  persons 
in  the  railway  mail  service 

On  the  bill  (8.  610)  for  the  relief  of  Hiram  S.  Town,  postmaster  of  the 
city  of  Ripon,  in  the  county  of  Fond  du  Lac,  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

On  the  bills  (S.  704  and  H.  R.  3197)  granting  relief  to  John  Parsons 

On  the  petition  of  J.  H.  Huckleberry,  of  Arkansas,  asking  to  be  relieved 
from  liability  on  mail  contract 

On  the  bill  (S.  265)  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  the  amount  due  the 
Burlington,  Cedar  Rapids  and  Northern  Railway  Company  for  trans- 
portation of  United  States  mails 

On  the  petition  of  Joseph  L.  Stevens 

On  the  petition  for  the  relief  of  M.  C.  Mordecai 

On  the  bill  (S.  1775)  for  the  relief  of  John  G.  Abererombie,  of  Benton 
County,  Arkansas 

On  the  bill  (S.  1727)  for  the  relief  of  the  American  Grocer  Association  of 
the  city  of  New  York 

COMMITTEE  OX  THE  PUBLIC   LANDS.' 

On  the  bill  (S.53)  for  the  relief  of  AlonzoGesner 

On  the  bill  (S.  146)  for  the  relief  of  William  L.  White 

On  the  bill  (S.52)  for  therelief  of  M.  P.Jones 

On  the  bill  (S.  1056)  granting  the  right  of  way  over  the  public  lands  in 
Alabama,  and  to  grant  lands  to  said  State  in  aid  of  the  Gulf  and  Chi- 
cago Air-line  Railway  Company,  and  for  the  benefit  of  public  schools 
in  said  State,  and  for  other  purposes 

On  the  bill  (S.  521)  donating  a  part  of  the  abandoned  military  reserva- 
tion at  Fort  Smith,  Arkansas,  to  the  city  of  Fort  Smith,  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  the  free  public  schools  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes.. 

On  the  bill  (S.916)  to  provide  for  the  appraisement  and  sale  of  lots  in 
the  town  of  Peni,  Dubuque  County,  Iowa 

On  the  bill  {S.  926)  to  create  three  additional  land  districts  in  the  Terri- 
tory of  Dakota * 

On  the  bill  (S.  696)  relating  to  lands  in  Colorado,  lately  occupied  by 
the  Uncompahgre  and  White  River  Ute  Indians 

On  the  bill  (S.  67)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  ascertain 
and  certify  the  amount  of  land  located  with  military  warrants  in  the 
States  described  therein,  and  for  other  purposes 

On  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  2)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  (he  Interior 
to  certify  lands  for  agricultural  college  purposes  to  the  State  of  Kan- 


sas. 


On  the  bill  (S.  192)  to  quiet  the  title  to  certain  land  on  the  Upper  Penin- 
sula of  Michigan 

On  the  bills  (S.  1105  and  1423)  providing  each  for  a  land  district  in  the 
State  of  Nebraska 

On  the  bill  (S.  680)  to  quiet  the  title  of  settlers  on  the  Des  Moines  River 
lands,  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  for  other  purposes. ..^ 
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INDEX  TO  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES. 


XXIX 


Subject. 


On  the  bill  (8. 1433)  abolishing  the  military  reaervation  of  Fort  Aber- 
crombie  in  the  State  of  Minnesota,  and  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  have  the  lands  embraced  therein  made  subject  to 
homestead  and  pre-emption  entry  and  sale,  the  same  as  other  public 
lands 

On  the  bill  (S.  612)  to  enable  the  State  of  California  to  take  lands  in  lieu 
of  the  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sections,  found  to  be  mineral  lands.. 

On  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  adopted  on  the  27th  day  of  October,  1H81, 
authorizing  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  to  investigate  the  con- 
dition of  the  General  Land  Office  with  a  view  to  providing  better  ac- 
commodations for  the  officers  and  employes  thereof,  and  a  proper 
grading  of  the  clerks,  and  for  the  preservation  of  the  books  and 
papers,  be  revived  and  continued  until  the  further  action  of  the 
Senate 

On  the  bill  (S.  1138)  to  increase  the  endowment  of  the  University  of  Ala- 
bama from  the  public  lands  in  said  State 

On  the  bill  (S.  140)  to  regulate  the  disposal  of  coal-lands  in  the  State  of 
Alabama 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  1272)  to  create  an  additional  land-district  in  the  Territory 
of  Dakota 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4133)  providing  for  the  sale  of  a  certain  lot  of  ground 
located  at  Bermuda  Hundred,  Va.,  belonging  to  the  government 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  833)  for  the  relief  of  John  R.  Taggert 

On  the  bill  (S.  1492)  for  the  relief  of  settlers  and  purchasers  of  lands  on 
the  public  domain  in  the  State  of  Nebraska 

On  the  bill  (S.  1689)  f%/T  the  relief  of  John  Silsby  and  others,  purchasers 
of  the  '^Weaver  tract''  lot  of  land  in  the  city  of  Selma,  State  of  Ala- 
bama   

On  the  bills  (S.  1666, 1396,  and  194)  to  confirm  certain  entries  on  the 
public  lands 

On  the  bill  (S.  1066)  to  indemnify  the  State  of  Arkansas  for  swamp  and 
overflowed  lauds  within  said  State,  sold  by  the  United  States  since 
March  3, 1857,  and  for  other  purposes 


262 

330 


COMMITTEE   ON  INDIAN  AFFAIRS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  328)  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  the  lands  of  the  Miami  In-* 
dians  in  Kansas 

Ou  the  bill  to  reimburse  the  Creek  orphan  fuud 

On  the  claim  for  the  relief  of  Joab  Spencer  and  James  R.  Mead  for 
suDplies  furnished  the  Kansas  tribe  of  Indians 

On  tne  bill  (S.  8G4)  entitled  *^A  bill  to  confirm  certain  instructions  given 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  the  Indian  Agent  at  Green  Bay 
Agency,  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  and  to  legalize  the  acts  done  and 
pennitted  by  said  Indian  apent  pursuant  thereto" 

On  the  bill  (S.  666)  authorizing  the  sale  of  certain  logs  cut  by  the  In- 
dians of  the  Menomonee  Reservation ,  in  Wisconsin 

On  the  bill  (S.398)  for  the  relief  of  Isaiah  Walker 

On  the  bill  (S.  4t)9)  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  certain  Kickapoo  Indian 
lands  

On  the  bill  (S.  1434)  entitled  ''A  bill  providing  for  allotment  of  lands  in 
severalty  to  the  Indians  residing  upon  the  Umatilla  Reservation,  in 
the  State  of  Oregon,  and  granting  patents  therefor,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses*'  

On  the  bill  (S.  321)  to  refer  the  claim  of  the  '' Western  Cherokees,''  or 
**01d  Settlers,"  to  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  for  a^ndication 

On  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  commnnicating 
draft  of  a  bill  to  prevent  depredations  on  Indian  reservations,  and  the 
correspondence  relating  thereto 

On  the  bill  (S.  1333)  to  authorize  the  payment  to  the  Delaware  Indians 
of  the  amount  awarded  to  them  under  the  provisions  of  the  treatv  of 
July  4, 1866 

On  the  bill  (S.  1332)  for  the  relief  of  the  Delaware  Indians,  in  acconl- 
suce  with  treaty  stipulations 

Onthebill(S.1861)fortherelief  of  A.C.Larkin 
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XXX 


IXDEX   TO    REPORTS    OF   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


No.      Vol. 


On  tlie  bill  (8. 1009)  to  antliorize  the  sale  of  timber  on  certain  lands  re- 
served for  the  nse  of  the  Menomonee  tribe  of  Indians,  in  the  State  of  \ 
Wisconsin j 

On  the  bill  (S.  1959)  granting  the  right  of  way  to  the  Arizona  Southern  | 
Railroad  Company  through  the  Papago  Indian  Reservation  in  Arizona.! 


744 
746 


4 
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COMMITTKE    ON    PEN810X8. 

On  the  bill  (S.  164)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  A.  Davis 

On  the  bill  (S.278)  grranting  a  pension  to  James  Morgan,  Company  K, 

Third  United  States  Infantry 

On  the  petition  of  Henry  Wllhaina,  asking  for  a  pension 

On  the  petition  of  Ann  Smith,  widow  of  Levi  Smith,  late  private  Com- 

p  ny  A,  Third  Massachusetts  Heavy  Artillery  Volunteers 

On  the  bill  (S.  228)  granting  a  pension  to  P.  B.  Perry,  sr.,  a  soldier  in  the 

Mexican  war 

On  the  bill  granting  a  pension  to  William  N.  Pickerill 

On  the  bill  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  William  Shelley 

On  the  bill  (S.  372)  to  grant  an  additional  pension  to  Sarah  H.  Bradford.. 
On  the  bill  (S.  599)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  C.  Riley,  widow  of  Chas. 

Riley,  lato  captain  of  Company  F,  Thirty -fourth  Regiment  New  York 

State  Volunteers 

On  the  bill  fS.  144)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  E.  Ambrester , 
On  the  bill  (S.  64)  amending  ''An  act  granting  a  pension 


to  Ann  M. 


Paulding,  widow  of  the  late  Rear- Admiral  Paulding. 

iTi 


On  the  bill  (S.  715)  granting  a  pension  to  Caroline  Treckell,  widow  of 
Lient.  Greenburv  Treckell 

On  the  bill  (S.  503)  granting  a  pension  to  Phineas  Gauo 

On  the  bill  (S.  262)  for  the  relief  of  Philomon  Morris 

On  the  bill  (S.  122)  granting  a  pension  to  J.  H.  Smith 

On  the  bill  (S.  273)  granting  a  pension  to  James  D.  Conner 

On  the  bill  (S.  105)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Frank  Donnahugh. 

On  the  bill  for  the  relief  otT^ncy  D.  Hooper p 

On  the  bill  (S.  93)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  Denny  Ripley .'... 

On  the  bill  (S.  5^)  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  D.  Shiply,  and  a  petition  of 
said  Shiply 

On  the  two  bills  (S.  516  and  S.  592)  each  entitled  ''A  bill  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Agnes  Fairly" 

On  the  bill  (S.  722)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Emma  Schell 

On  the  bill  (S.  743)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Wirt  Goldsborough, 
widow  of  the  late  Rear- Admiral  Goldsborough,  at  the  rate  of  fifty  dol- 
lars per  month .• 

On  the  petition  of  Albert  J.  Spencer  and  others,  citizens  of  Maine,  asking 
that  a  pension  be  granted  to  Elizabeth  F.  Thompson,  of  Penobscot 
County,  m  the  State  of  Maine 

On  the  bill  (S.  934)  granting  additional  pension  to  Mary  Lincoln 

On  the  petition  of  Louisa  Gassaway,  only  child  of  the  late  Capt.  John 
Gassaway,of  the  Revolutionary  Army,  praying  that  the  pension  granted 
her  father  and  continue<l  to  her  mother,  Elizabeth  Lane  Gassaway, 
during  her  life  (which  ended  in  the  year  1856),  be  continued  to  her 

On  the  petition  of  Susan  M.  Bonneville,  widow  of  the  late  Brig.  Gen.  B. 
L.  E.  Bonneville,  of  the  U.  S.  Army 

On  the  bill  (8.230)  granting  a  pension  to  Angus  McAiiley 

On  the  bill  (S.  123)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Shaw 

<  >n  the  bill  (S.  202)  granting  a  pension  to  George  Frick 

On  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Louisa  Bainbridge  Hoff 

On  the  bill  (S.  764)  for  the  relief  of  Duncan  M.  V.  Stuart 

On  the  bill  (8. 699)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Saint  Clair  A. 
Mulhollaud 

On  the  bill  (S.  497)  granting  a  pension  to  James  S.  Roby 

On  the  bill  (S.  614)  granting  a  pension  to  Samuel  Pollock 

On  the  bill  (S.  276)  granting  a  pension  to  John  C.  Hargrave 

On  the  bill  (S.  876)  granting  a  pension  to  Lncretia  R.  Garfield,  widow 
of  James  A.  GariieTd,  late  President  of  the  United  States 

On  the  bill  (S.  834)  granting  a  pension  to  Louisa  Boxley 

On  the  bill  (S.  887)  granting  a  pension  to  Jonathan  R.  Spencer 
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INDEX  TO  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES. 


XXXI 


Subject. 


No.      Vol. 


On  the  bill  (S.  563)  granting  a  pension  to  Peter  Hanselman 

On  the  bill  (S.  714)  grantiuff  a  pension  to  Nathanial  Aiken 

On  the  two  bills  (S.  735  ancf  S.  b06)  granting  a  pension  to  Lydia  Dwinel. 

On  the  petition  of  Janotte  E.  Wilson,  of  Washington,  D.  C,  praying  for 
arrears  of  pension 

Oil  the  petition  of  Julia  E.  Revere,  widow  of  William  H.  Revere,  late 
colonel  One  hundred  and  seventh  Regiment,  United  States  Colored 
Troops,  for  an  increase  of  pension 

On  the  bill  (S.  754)  to  increase  the  pension  of  Mrs.  Laura  Hentig 

On  the  bill  (S.  251)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  McMahon 

On  the  bill  (S.  788)  granting  a  pension  to  Olive  Stephenson 

On  the  bill  (8.  455)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  J.  West 

On  the  bill  (S.  736)  restoring  to  the  pension-rolls  the  name  of  Nancy 
Leonard 

On  the  bill  (S.  737)  granting  a  pension  to  Peter  Harbaugh 

On  the  bill  (S.  ^1)  granting  a  pension  to  Earl  S.  Rathbun 

On  the  bill  (S.  607)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Hiram  C.  Schonse. 

On  the  bill  (S.  943)  granting  bounty  to  W.  F.  Bacon 

i)n  the  bill  (H.  R.  qE&2)  granting  a  pension  Mary  £.  Murray.     (Part  2.). 

On  the  bill  (S.  1*^)  granting  a  pension  to  Andrew  J.  Miller 

On  the  bill  (8.  942)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  James  H.  Reeve. 

On  the  bill  (S.  718)  granting  a  pension  to  Ellen  M.  Godfrey 

On  the  bill  (S.  632)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Taylor 

On  the  bill  (S.  915)  granting  a  pension  to  Jesse  F.  Phares 

On  the  bill  (8.  8b8)  granting  a  pension  to  Hoy  Cooper 

On  the  bill  (S.  HIO)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Cooper 

On  the  bill  (8.  43)  granting  a  pension  to  Phcebe  C.  Do'xsie 

On  the  bill  ( S.  601 )  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  Patton 

On  the  bill  (8.  868)  for  the  relief  of  Julia  C.  Ord 

On  the  bill  (S.  848)  granting  a  rerating  of  pension  to  Jacob  Meier,  late 
of  Company  G,  Thirty-third  Regiment  New  Jersey  Volunteers 

On  the  petition  of  Cornelia  A.  Schultz  for  a  pension 

On  the  bill  (8. 657)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Julia  F.  Gordon 

On  the  bill  (8. 248)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  P.  Abeel 

On  the  bill  granting  a  pension  to  8.  Annie  Ester  brook 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4449)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Lucretia  R.  Garfield. . 

On  the  bill  (8. 918)  granting  a  pension  t'O  William  Nichols,  late  of  Com- 
pany D,  Seventh  Regiment  Connecticut  Volunteer  Infantry 

On  the  bill  (8. 581)  granting  a  pension  to  Riley  H.  Smith,  late. a  private 
of  Company  D,  Third  Regiment  West  Virginia  Cavalry 

On  the  bill  (8. 802>  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Cornelia  F.  White 

On  the  bill  (8. 1212)  for  the  relief  of  Catharine  Phillips 

On  the  bill  (8. 771)  granting  a  pension  to  Laura  (Lamina)  C.  P.  Haskins. 

On  the  bill  (8.219)  for  the  relief  of  Rebecca  Wright,  widow  of  James 
Wright,  a  soldier  in  the  war  of  1812 

On  the  bills  (8. 952  and  1040)  restoring  Theodore  Rauthe  to  the  pension- 
roll  

On  the  bill  (8. 240)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Henry  Straw- 
bridge,  late  a  private  in  Company  G,  One  hundred  and  thirteenth 
Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers 

On  the  petition  of  8.  P.  Cheney  and  others,  of  Dorset,  Vt.,  praying  that 
a  pension  be  granted  to  Elizabeth  (yray,  widow  of  PaddocK  Gray,  who 
was  a  soldier  in  the  war  of  1812 

On  the  bill  (8.656)  granting  a  pension  to  Charlotte  T.  Alderman 

On  the  bill  (8. 949)  making  pension  certificate  numbered  190198  payable 
to  Samuel  Bell 

On  the  bill  (8. 48)  to  increase  the  pension  of  Mrs.  Margarette  R.  Jones, 
widow  of  Col.  James  H.  Jones,  late  of  the  United  States  Marine  Corps. 

On  the  bill  (S.  368)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Annie  Farley, 
widow  of  Peter  W.  Farley 

On  the  bill  (8. 165)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Rose  M.  Wood 

On  the  bill  (8. 1 195;  granting  a  pension  to  William  Hazel  it 

On  the  bill  (S.  629)  granting  a  pension  to  Lemuel  Adams 

On  the  bill  (8. 921)  g^nting  a  pension  to  Mary  A.  Mitchell 

On  the  bill  (S.  832)  granting  a  pension  to  Simeon  Crain,  of  Bath  County, 
Kentucky : 
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Subject. 


Ou  the  bill  (S.  606)  granting  a  pension  to  Arthur  W.  Irving 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1^1)  granting  a  pension  to  Susan  R.  Johnson 

On  the  bill  (S.  1070)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Jane  Dulaney, 

widow  of  Col.  William  Dulaney,  late  of  United  States  Marine  Corps. . 

On  the  bill  (S.  1283)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Omdorft* 

On  the  bill  (S.  1066)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Almira  Farnsworth 

On  the  bill  (S.  443)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret  Lee 

On  the  bill  (S.  ^l)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  James  Sheridan 

On  the  petition  of  Amos  Cross  for  an  increase  of  pension 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1206)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  KateL.  Usher 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2491)  for  the  relief  of  Anna  M.  Marehall 

On  the  bill  (U.  R.  243)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Henry  Binna- 

mon 

On  the  bill  (S.  1302)  granting  a  pension  to  John  W.  Hayes 

On  the  bill  (S.  1118)  granting  a  pension  to  Levi  H.  Naron , 

On  the  bill  (S.  1313)  granting  a  pension  to  Samuel  Horner 

On  the  bill  (S.  1301)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  GoregeGaus,  late 

a  sergeant  in  Company  I),  Thirty-sixth  Wisconsin  Volunteers 

On  the  petition  of  John  Johnson,  praying  for  arrears  of  pension 

On  the  bill  (S.  1218)  to  restore  to  the  pension-roll  the  name  of  Frederick 

A.  Garlick , 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1017)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Charles  H. 

Ordway,  late  private  Company  H,  Seventh  Regiment,  New  Hampshire 

Volunteers,  from  $24  to  $36  per  month 

On  the  bill  (8.357)  granting  a  pension  to  Horace  S.  Spear 

On  the  petition  of  Jonathan  Roberts,  praying  for  arrears  of  pension 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2100)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Simon  J. 

Fought 

On  the  bill  (H.R.244)  entiUed  '<An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Almira 

Farnsworth" 

On  the  bill  (S.  785)  for  the  relief  of  Zelora  Crumpacker 

On  the  bill  (S.  950)  granting  a  pension  to  Freeland  Hasten 

On  the  bill  (S.  808)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Masters 

On  the  bill  (S.  1319)  granting  a  pension  to  the  widow  and  children  of 

Constant  Leup 

On  the  bill  (S.  163)  granting  a  pension  to  Hiram  Johnson 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3807)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  S.  M.Finley, 

widow  of  Clement  A.  Finley,  late  Surgeon-Geueral  United  States 

Army 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4202)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  John  F.  Chase 
On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1290)  granting  a  pension  to  Modena  Smith,  widow  of 

Robert  Smith,  who  is  alleged  to  have  been  a  private  in  Company  B, 

Fifth  Regiment  of  United  States  Colored  Troops 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.2433)  granting  a  pension  ifi  William  Thomas 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  864)  granting  a  pension. to  Amanda  J.  McFadden 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4182)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  A.  Hooper , 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.2559)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Burton  Arm- 
strong  , , 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1979)  entitled  ''An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Samuel 

Burwell" 

On  the  bill  (H.R.  389)  entitled  ''An 'act  granting  a  pension  to  Spencer 

W.  Tryon" 

On  the  bill  (S.  1270)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  Laura  J.  Prine 

On  the  bill  (H.R.47(^)  for  the  reUef  of  Benjamin  F.  Dobson 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1337)  granting  a  pension  to  Sylvador  Jackson 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1619)  entitled  "An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Flora  C. 

McCaslin'' 

On  the  petition  of  Hugh  O^eil,  praying  for  a  pension  as  the  dependent 

father  of  John  O'Neil 

On  the  bill  (S.  1452)  granting  a  pension  to  Cathaiine  Louisa  Benton. 

On  the  bill  (S.  984)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Emma  H.  Collins. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1436)  granting  a  pension  to  Joseph  Rigby 

Ou  the  bill  (H.  R.  642)  granting  a  pension  to  George  Andrews 

On  the  petition  of  John  C.  McConnell,  colonel  Thira  Regiment  Maryland 

Volunteers,  praying  for  an  increase  of  pension,  also  (S.  1135)  increasing 

the  pension  of  petitioner , 
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Subject. 


On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1225)  granting  a  pension  to  Rosetta  L.  McKay 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  967)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  A.  Williamson , 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3776)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret  McCormick 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2012)  to  increase  the  pension  of  General  D.  C.  Thomas 

On  the  bill  (S.  603)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  C.  Gk>lderman , 

On  the  bill  (S.  1360)  for  the  relief  of  Abel  Green 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.225B)  granting  a  pension  to  Richard  M.  Baker 

On  the  petition  of  Levi  Anderson  praying  for  an  increase  of  pension 

On  the  bill  (S.  1216)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Hogan 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1357)  granting  a  pension  to  the  minor  children  of 

Catharine  Yoder,  deceased ^. 

On  the  bill  (S.  886)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Lockhart .'. 

On  the  bill  (S.  906)  granting  a  pension  to  Powhatan  B.  Short 

On  the  bill  ( S.  230)  granting  a  pension  to  Angus  McAuley 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4786)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Dennis  Sulli- 

Tan  from  $50  to  $72  per  month , 

On  the  bill  (S.  1369)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  pay  to 

David  Stnrrock,  husband  of  Jane  Sturrock.  the  pension  granted  her 

as  dependent  mother  of  William  D.  Sturrock,  deceased , 

On  the  Dill  (H.  R.  1769)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  T.  McCawley 

On  the  bill  (S.  108)  granting  increase  of  peosiun  to  Abagail  S.Tilton, 

widow  of  a  soldier  of  the  revolutionary  war , 

On  the  bill  (S.  1486)  grantinp^  a  pension  to  Mary  A.  Dougherty 

On  the  bill  (  H.  R.  130)  granting  a  pension  to  Ann  Atkinson 

On  the  bill  (  H.  R.  638)  granting  a  pension  to  David  G.  Hutchinson 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  4344^  granting  a  pension  to  Sally  Hall 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1579)  to  grant  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Fulks 

On  the  bill  (H.R.  5381)  granting  a  pension  to  Cecil  Clay 

On  the  bill  r H.  R.  3074)  granting  a  pension  to  Julia  A.  Ross 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  709)  granting  a  pension  to  Ophelia  E.  Simmons 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2445)  entitled  **An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Emma 

Johnson" , 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2268)  entitled  **An  act  for  the  relief  of  N.  H.  Richter^V 

On  the  bill  (  H.  R.  3404)  granting  a  pension  to  Minnie  Harmon 

On  the  bill  (S.  1644)  ^^nting  an  increase  of  pension  to  John  H.  Germain 
On  the  petition  of  Richard  K.  Baird,  asking  for  an  increase  of  pension 

on  account  of  severe  deafness,  and  praying  that  the  rat-es  of  pension 

for  deafness  be  generally  increased 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1516)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Annie  A. 

Hays.-.* * 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1329)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  Isabel  McDowell.. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1165)  granting  a  pension  to  Joseph  P.  Andrew 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  266)  granting  a  pension  to  Frederick  Vogel , 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.794)  granting  a  pension  to  Stephen  Gaidner 

On  the  petition  of  Mary  Hopperton,  for  a  pension , 

On  the  bill  (  H.  R.  2250)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Mary  Shaw 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  531)  for  the  relief  of  John  Watson , 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5158)  entitled  *<An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  F.  Cul- 

len."    (Parts  2  and  3) 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  137)  granting  a  pension  to  the  heirs  of  Capt.  Christo- 
pher T.  Dunham,  deceased .' 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4661)  granting  a  pension  to  Edmund  Eastman 

On  the  bill  (S.  1024)  increasing  the  pension  of  Julia  A.  Chambers 

On  the  bill  (S.  1505)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  t<o  John  D.  Terry. .. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1479)granting  a  pension  to  Mary  C.  Thompson 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  i&90)  granting  a  pension  to  Robert  Pelkey 

On  the  bill  (S.  1196)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  McMahou .* 

On  the  bill  (S.  1469)  for  the  selief  of  Albert  Arrowsmith 

On  the  bill  (S.  380)  granting  a  pension  to  John  B.  Stone 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1813)  to  restore  to  the  pension-roll  the  name  of  Martha 

A.  Beerbower , 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1397)  entitled  ^*An  act  granting  a  pension  to  William 

H.  Richardson'' 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1330)  granting  a  pension  to  Catherine  Grevbig 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  383:})  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Maria  B.  Craig .' 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1390)  for  the  relief  of  William  H.  Hill 

S.  Rep. ^in 
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Ou  the  petition  of  Alpbeus  T.  Palmer,  askiiiff  *' for  sach  increase  of  pen- 
sion as  on  hearing  and  investigation  shall  be  deemed  suitable  and 
proper" .' 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  620)  granting  a  pension  to  Sasan  Jeffords 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2148)  entitled '^An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Catherine 
Silvey'* 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2031)  for  the  relief  of  Eli  D.  Watkins 

On  the  petition  of  Harriet  M.  Owen,  prating  for  a  pension 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1499)  granting  a  pension  to  Matthias  Wandrak 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5385)  granting  a  pension  to  the  minor  children  of 
James  Eagle fl^. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3399)  iirranting  a  pension  to  E.  L.  Hnsted 

On  the  bill  (S.  1653)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  Thresher 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1241)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Augustus 
Lempp 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1239)  granting  a  pension  to  Francis  Reicbert 

On  the  bill  (S.  1665)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Ryan 

On  the  bill  (S.  1409)  for  the  leiief  of  Jennie  S.  Mitchell 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3390)  granting  a  pension  to  Sally  C.  Mulligan 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1340)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  AndrosGuille. 

On  the  bill  (S.  604)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret  Beymer 

On  the  bill  (S.  464)  granting  arrears  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Maria  A.  Rous- 
seau  

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1430)  granting  a  pension  to  Cornelia  A.  Schultz 

On  the  bill  (8. 1091)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Reeves 

On  the  bill  (8.  1470)  for  therelief  of  Caroline  E.  Cole. 

On  the  petition  of  Mary  C.  Thompson,  widow  of  the  late  Dr.  Fillmore 
Thompson,  of  Hot  Springis,  in  the  State  of  Arkansas 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2141)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  A.  Lewis 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  1642)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  William  H. 
McMahon 

On  the  bill  (8.  1795)  for  the  relief  of  Jeremiah  D,  Plumley 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1288)  granting  a  pension  to  Marv  Blowers 

Ou  the  bill  (H.  R.  662)  authorizing  a  duplicate  check  in  payment  of  pen- 
sion to  William  A.  Gardner,  of  Frederick  County,  Mainland,  in  lieu  of 
one  lost - .... 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3071)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Frank 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2260)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  J.  Cofer 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  1201)  granting  a  pension  to  Jacob  Nix 

Oo  the  bill  (S.  655)  granting  a  pension  to  Hiram  Baum 

On  the  bill  (S.  340)  restoring  Erastus  Crippen  to  the  pension-roll 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3277)  for  the  relief  of  Josephus  Hawley 

On  the  bill(S.  1803)  granting  a  pension  to  P.  B.  Perry 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3:^8)  granting  a  pension  to  Anna  A.  Probert 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  377)  granting  a  pension  to  Frank  Kitzmiller 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2349)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  George  J. 
Webb 


On  the  bill  (H. 
«  u  the  bill  (H. 
On  the  bill  (S. 
On  the  bill  (H. 
On  the  bill  (H. 
On  the  bill  (H. 
On  the  bill  (H. 
On  the  bill  (H. 
On  the  bill  (S. 
On  the  bill  (H. 
Ou  the  bill  (S. 
On  the  bill  (H. 
On  the  bill  (H. 
On  the  bill  (H. 
On  the  bill  (S. 
On  the  bill  (8. 
On  the  bill  (8. 
On  the  bill  (H. 
On  the  bill  (H. 


•   «««*! 


R.  2089)  granting  a  pension  to  William  J.  Lee 

R.  2442)  granting  a  pension  to  Merton  Stuncliff 

306)  granting  a  pension  to  Edward  R.  Fullington 

R.  5^3)  for  the  relief  of  Maria  B.  Craig 

R.  1373)  granting  a  pension  to  James  K.  Stnrtevant 

R.  2021)  grantingiucrease  of  pension  to  Lucien  Kilboume. 

R.  3000)  granting  a  pension  to  Nathaniel  J.  Coffin 

R.  4546)  granting  a  fusion  to  William  H.  Styles 

1351 )  granting  a  pension  to  Lewis  J.  Blair , 

R.  2592)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  £.  Murray 

1663)  to  increase  the  pension  of  Thomas  Worthington . 

R.  3549)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  C.  Murray , 

R.  4785)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  S.  Hopkins 

R.  1243)  granting  a  pension  to  Michael  Marion 

728)  granting  a  pension  to  Josephine  Hecker 

1229)  for  the  relief  of  Arlington  M.  Harrington 

1341)  granting  a  i>ension  to  Anna  Maria  Young 

R.  1519)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  P.  Thompson  .... 
R.  2089)  granting  a  pension  to  William  J.  Lee 
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On  the  bill  (S.  654)  grantiDg  an  increase  of  pension  to  Rebecca  Reynolds. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5809)  for  the  relief  of  Jacob  Humble 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1462)  granting  a  pension  to  Lewis  Blnndin 

On  the  bill  (S.  259)  for  the  relief  of  Samnel  C.  Van  Hon  ton 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2877)  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Meridith 

On  the  bill  (S.  904)  granting  a  pension  to  John  M.  Broome 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5703)  to  increase  the  pension  of  Alban  H.  Nizon  .... 
On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1554)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Eliza  Hudson. 

On  the  bill  (S.  908)  granting  a  pension  to  Snsan  L.  Watson 

On  the  bill  ?H.  R.  627)  granting  a  pension  to  JamesJB.  Gott . 
(S. 


On  the  bill  (S.  1767^  granting  a  pension  to  William  Foose 

On  the  bill  (S.  1715)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Wilson  Millar  . . 

On  the  bill  (S.  1765)grantin^  a  pension  to  William  R.  Snook 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3!S)  granting  a  pension  to  Sylvia  Jenks 

On  the  bill  (S.  444)  granting  a  pension  to  Adplph  Goldt 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  801)  granting  a  pension  to  Merritt  Lewis 

On  the  petition  of  John  W.  Jopnson,  praying  for  arrears  of  pension  — 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1020)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Alfred  G. 

Fifield >- 


On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1442)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Rickards 

On  the  bill  (S.  1852)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Florida  G.  Casey 

On  the  bill  (S.  1659)  granting  increase  of  pension  t^  Mrs.  Ellen  M.  Boggs, 
widow  of  the  late  ray-Director  Boggs,  of  the  Navy 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3761)  granting  a  pension  to  Lewis  Lewis 

On  the  bill  (S.  1832)  granting  a  pension  to  Leonard  Weber 

On  the  petition  of  James  Newberry,  praying  for  a  pension 

On  the  Dill  (S.  1804)  granting  a  pension  to  John  M.  Hudson 

On  the  bill  (S.  372)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  H.  Bradford 

On  the  bill  (S.  570)  granting  an  additional  pension  to  Watson  S.  Bentley . 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1341)  granting  a  pension  to  James  B.  White 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2910)  granting  a  pension  to  Kate  Willhortz  (improp- 
erly written  Wilhorlitz  in  bill) 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2093)  granting  a  pension  to  Godfrey  Droyer.. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1772)  granting  a  pension  to  Isaiah  Mitchell 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1180)  increasing  the  pension  of  George  H.  Blackman. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1154)  granting  a  pension  to  Edward  Farr 

On  the  petition  of  Geoi^  W.  Burohneld,  praying  for  a  pension 

On  the  petition  of  Christ  Mangle,  to  be  placed  upon  the  pension-rolls  of 
the  United  States 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  800)  granting  a  pension  to  Justus  Beebee 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2088)  granting  a  pension  to  Caroline  Chase 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3248)  granting  a  pension  to  William  H.  H.  Anderson. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5998)  for  the  relief  of  Priscilla  Decatur  Twiggs 

On  the  bill  (8.  1778)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Marian  A. 
Mulligan 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2104)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Electa  L.  Baldwin 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4082)  granting  a  pension  to  Ellen  Gillespie 

On  the  petition  of  Salome  H.  Seguin,  praying  to  be  placed  on  the  pension- 
rolls  


On  the  bill  (H.  R.2635)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Henry  Gunn. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1822)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  George  E.  Wilder. 

On  the  petition  of  John  Spaulding,  praying  an  increase  of  pension 

On  the  Dill  (H.  R.  1468)  granting  a  pension  to  William  R.  Ferdue 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4268;  granting  a  pension  to  Charles  F.  Paris 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3404)  granting  a  pension  to  Minnie  Harmon 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2335)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Nicholas  W. 
Harnett  

On  the  bill  (8.  1142)  granting  a  pension  Mary  V.  Wilt 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1543)  granting  a  pension  to  Albert  O.  Miller 

On  the  bill  (8.  1796)  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  H.  Spotts 

On  the  bUl  (S.  1437)  granting  a  pension  to  Amos  Chapman 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1336)  granting  a  pension  to  Elisa  A.  Murray ^  depend- 
ent mother  of  DwightF).  Murray 

On  the  bill  (S.  1264)  to  increase  the  pension  of  Joseph  N.  Abbey 

On  the  petition  of  Robert  L.  Willey,  praying  for  a  pension 

On  the  Dill  (H.  R.  1997)  granting  a  pension  to  Joel  R.  Carter 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


On  the  bill  (S.  1239)  granting  a  pension  to  Joseph  N.  Abbey 

On  the  bill  (S.  1807)  granting  an  incrnaseof  pension  to  Joel  C.  Lathrop.. 

On  the  bill  (S.  791)  for  the  relief  of  Owen  M.  Long 

On  the  bill  (S.  1581)  granting  a  pension  to  Anna  R.  Voorhiee 

On  the  bill  (8.  1912)  granting  a  pension  to  Amos  C.  Weeden 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  56^4)  granting  a  pension  to  Newton  Boatwell 

On  the  bill  (S.  1273)  granting  a  pension  to  Emma  O.  Zeigler 

On  the  bill  (S.  957)  granting  a  pension  to  George  W.  Teter,  late  a  private 

in  Company  D,  Tenth  Regiment  West  Virginia  Volunteers. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R,  2872)  to  increase  the  pension  of  James  Hawthorne.... 
On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1451)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  W.  Rothrock.... 
On  the  bills  (H.  R.  348t>  and  H.R.4444)  granting  a  pension  to  Wilson  W. 

Brown  anrt  others,  invalids 

On  the  biU  (H.  R.  4444)  granting  pensions  to  Wilson  W.  Brown  and  others. 

(Part2) 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2278)  granting  a  pension  to  John  H.  Jackson 

On  the  bill  (S.  1921)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Sheridan 

On  the  bill  (S.  1099)  granting  a  pension  to  Bridget  Sherlock 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4345)  for  an  increase  of  pension  to  Laorinda  6.  Cam- 

mings 

On  the  bill  (S.  1919) granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Thomas  H.  Allen.. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1901)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Schenckel 

On  the  bill  TS.  1519)  granting  a  pension  to  Darius  A.  Dow 

On  the  bill  (S.  1115)  granting  a  pension  to  Peter  Brewer 

On  the  petition  of  Isaac  N.  Osbom,  praying  for  a  pension 

On  the  bill  (S.  2026)  granting  a  pension  to  the  widow  of  E.  S.  Mathews,  r 

On  the  bill  (S.  1680)  granting  a  pension  to  Ann  Leddy 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4914)  granting  a  pension  to  Emeline  Pink 

On  the  bill  (S.  1277)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  William  Heine. 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1^)  granting  a  pension  to  Isador  Rohrer 

On  the  bill  (S.  1520)  granting  a  pension  to  Ann  Lally 

On  the  bill  (S.  1819)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  C. 

Cnsteri  widow  of  General  George  A.  Custer 

On  the  bill  (S.  1904)  granting  a  pension  to  Sophia  A.  Melson 

On  the  bill  (S.  547)  granting  a  pension  to  E.  G.  Hoffman 

On  the  bill  (S.  1733)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  C.  Crawford 

On  the  bill  (8.  1494)  for  the  relief  of  Catharine  Johnson 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3581  >  granting  a  pension  a  Lizzie  M.  Mitchell 

On  the  petition  of  Caroline  Frencb|  praying  for  a  pension 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  5382)  granting  a  pension  to  Peter  J.  Welschbillig  ... 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2554)  granting  a  pension  to  Louis  Groverman 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  450)  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  S.  Seeley 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  803)  granting  a  pension  to  Laban  Conner . . .  ^ 

On  the  bill  (S.  1903)  granting  a  pension  to  Alfred  M.  Jarboe 

On  the  hill  (H.  R.  2005)  granting  a  pension  to  Elijah  W.  Penny 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2634)  granting  a  pension  to  Norton  L.  Newberry 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1147)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Vemor  Henry . 
On  the  bill  (S.  70)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  Hayne^  widow  of  Michael 

Hayne 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  4719)  granting  a  x>ension  to  Mrs.  Settle  Taylor  Dand- 

ridge 


On  the  bill  (S.  1750)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Ann  W.  Mul- 
vey 


On  the  bill  (H.R.2e27)  for  the  reUef  of  Ann  Stuchell 

On  the  bill  (S.  1694)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Grace  F.  Edes 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  14tS)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Wade,  mother  of  Jen- 
nie Wade,  who  was  killed  at  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  while  in  the  act  of  baking 
bread  for  the  Union  soldiers 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3258)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  A.  Hend- 
rickson.    (Part  2) 

On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  4966)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  McManus 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  526)  granting  a  pension  to  Joshua  S.  Dye 

On  the  bill  (8. 1808)  granting  apension  to  Harriet  E.  Edwards.   (Part  2)  . 

On  the  bill  (S.  1742)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mohammed  Kahn, 
otherwise  John  Ammahoe 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  331 6 j  granting  a  pension  to  David  Darling 
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Subject. 


On  the  bill  (H.  R.  369)  granting  a  pension  to  Jacob  R.  McFarren 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  6401)  granting  a  pension  to  Amelia  Ann  Wilson  and 
her  minor  children 

On  the  bill  (8. 1274)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Sarah  B.  Franklin 

On  the  bill  (S.  1566)  granting  relief  to  the  heirs  of  Jacob  Cramer 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  &72)  granting  restoration  to  the  pension-rolls  of 
Robert  P.  Walker 

On  the  bill  (S.  724)  granting  a  x>ension  to  George  M.  Chester 

On  the  petition  of  Eliza  H.  Ramsay,  widow  of  General  George  D.  Ram- 
say, of  United  States  Army,  praying  that  a  pension  be  granted  to  her.. 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Ann  Cornelia  Lanman,  widow  of  the  late  Rear- 
Admiral  Joseph  Lanman,  praying  for  an  increase  of  pension.  (Part  2). 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2481)  granting  a  pension  to  Dicey  Babbitt 

On  the  bill  (S.  703)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  Shea,  widow  of  William 
Shea,  late  a  private  in  Company  A,  Second  Regiment  United  States 
Maryland  Volunteers 

On  the  bill  (S.  1884)  granting  a  pension  to  William  I.  Daly 

On  the  bill  (S.  1439)  granting  a  pension  to  Lydia  Smith 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1873)  for  the  relief  of  Patrick  Suli van 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1102)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  T.  Dubois 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2127)  granting  a  pension  to  Janies  F.  Rose 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1098)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  Westervelt 

On  the  bill  (  H.  R.  5239)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Spedie  B.  Eggleston  . 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3582)  to  reinstate  Cornelius  Fitzgerald  on  the  pension- 
roll 
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(H.  R.  6006)  restoring  Eliza  M.  Bass  to  the  pension-roll 

(S.  1170)  granting  a  pension  to  Jane  S.  Taplin 

(S.  1925)  granting  a  pension  to  Ann  Elizabeth  Rodgers 

(S.  1577)  granting  a  pension  to  Hardie  Hogan  Helper , 

(H.  R.  1.3^)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Bauer , 

(H.  R.  3599)  granting  a  pension  to  David  T.  Stephenson 

(H.  R.  1411)  granting  a  pension  to  Jacob  Luskey : 

(H.  R.6249)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Joseph  F. 


(S.  757)  granting  a  pension  to  Joseph  McGnokian 

(S.  2080)  granting  a  pension  to  Georee  Foster 

(H.  R.  25S4)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  Bennit 

(H.  R.  219)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Leebrick 

(H.  R.  1011)  granting  increase  of  pension  to  Daniel  G.  George. 


(H.  R.  6399)  granting  a  pension  to  Stephen  D.  Smith 

(S.  2112)  granting  a  pension  to  Lewis  L.  Canuaday 

(H.  R.  4888)  increasing  the  pension  of  John  F.  Ellis 

(S.  261)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Phebe  W.  Ross 

(H.  R.  7(3)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  E.  Ryan. 

(H.  R.  1103)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret  Reams 

( H.  R  6317)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Bennett 

(H.  R.  6521)  granting  a  pension  to  Adeline  A.  Tnmer 

(H.  R.  5985)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  J.  Douglas 

(H.  R.  2966)  granting  a  pensi<m  to  Annie  W.  Osborue 

(H.  R.  ^1414)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  J.  Cameron 

(H.  K.  3717)  granting  a  pension  tx)  Alvin  Walker 

(H.  R.  6624)g^nting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Eliza  F.  Porter. 

(H.  R.  3733)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  E.  Taylor 

(S.  1911)  granting  a  pension  to  Theresa  Crosby  Watson 

(H.  R.  5018)  granting  a  ])ension  to  Elizabeth  F.  Rice 

(S.  1304)  granting  a  pension  to  John  V.Bovell 

COMMITTBB  ON  CLAIMS. 


On  the  bill  (S.  36)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  ascertain 
the  amounts  due  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  for  supplies  furnished 
to  the  Sioux  or  Dakota  Indians  of  Minnesota  subsequent  to  Angnst, 
1860,  and  prior  to  the  iuassacre  of  August,  1862,  and  providing  for  the 
payment  thereof 

On  the  bill  (S.  271)  for  the  relief  of  Frank  D.  Yates  and  others 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


On  the  bill  (S.  Ill)  for  the  relief  of  A.  H.  Emery..... 

On  the  bill  (S.  51)  for  the  relief  of  F.  G.  Schwatka,  sr , 

On  the  bill  (S.  68)  for  the  relief  of  the  representatives  of  Gideon  Wal- 
ker, deceased,  a  soldier  in  the  United  States  Army  from  1792  to  1795 .... 

On  the  petition  of  Joseph  Hertford,  praying  compensation  for  senvices 
as  clerk  to  the  Indian  office  at  the  Sao  and  Fox  Agency,  in  Indian  Ter- 
ritory, in  the  year  1879 

On  the  bill  (8. 128)  for  the  relief  of  Warren  MitcheU 

On  the  bill  (S.  201)  for  the  relief  of  John  8.  Logan 

On  the  petition  of  Caroline  A.  Nicholson,  of  Tennessee,  praying  that  the 
balance  of  salary  dne  her  late  husband,  A.  O.  P.  Nicholson,  as  United 
States  Senator  &om  the  State  of  Tennessee,  be  paid  to  her 

On  the  bill  (S.  354)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Caroline  Mott,  administratrix 
of  the  estate  of  Danford  Mott 

On  the  bill  (S.  184)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  P.  Chouteau 

On  the  bill  (S.  5)  for  the  relief  of  William  L.  Nance 

On  the  petition  of  Warren  Hall,  of  Saint  Louis,  Mo 

On  the  bill  (S.  619)  for  the  relief  of  Marcus  Radich 

On  the  bill  (8.  491)  for  the  relief  of  Henry  P.  Rolfe 

On  the  bill  (S.  74)  tor  the  relief  of  Joseph  R.  Shannon 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  699)  entitled  '*An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theophilus  C. 
Chandler'^ 

On  the  bill  (S.  356)  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of  George  W.  Flood 

On  the  memorial  of  Rev.  H.  V.  Brown,  pastor  and  trustee  of  the  St. 
Peter's  and  St.  Paul's  Catholic  church  at  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  praying 
compensation  for  the  destruction  of  their  church  building  in  1863  by 
the  Army  of  the  United  States 

On  the  bill  (8.  249)  for  the  relief  of  Helen  M.  Scholefield 

On  the  bill  (S.  391)  referring  the  claim  of  George  E.  Payne  to  the  Court 
of  Claims 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1024)  for  the  relief  of  Sidney  P.  Luther 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1670)  for  the  relief  of  E.  J.  Gurlev 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1671)  for  the  relief  of  H.  V.  Philpott 

On  the  bill  (S.  214)  entitled  ^'A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  M.  Dorsey  and 
William  F.  Shepard  " 

On  the  bill  (8.  270)  to  repay  to  the  State  of  Georgia  $27,175.50,  money 
advanced  by  said  State  for  the  defense  of  hei*  frontier  against  the  In- 
dians, from  1795  to  1818,  and  not  heretofore  repaid 

On  the  petition  of  the  heirs  of  Jacob  Senseuey,  deceased,  praying  com- 
pensation for  the  occupancy  of  certain  buildings  in  the  town  of  Win- 
chester, Va - 

On  the  bill  (S.  905)  for  the  relief  of  Richard  H.  and  James  Porter 

On  the  bill  (8. 999)  for  the  relief  of  P.  L.  Ward,  widow  and  executrix  of 
^XTiiiioni  ^^Ard   dt/Ceased  •       •        > 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.222;l)  for  the  relief  orPeterGailagher 

On  the  bill  (H.R.  230)  for  the  relief  of  L.  8.  Ensel 

On  the  bill  (S.  31)  for  the  relief  of  the  '*  Sone  and  Fleming  Manufacturing . 
Company,  Limited,"  of  the  city  of  New  York 

On  the  bill  (8. 1020)  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  F.  Rockafellow 

On  the  bill  (S.  162)  for  the  relief  of  Salmon  B.  Colby 

On  the  bill  (8.486)  for  the  relief  of  Albert  Grant 

On  the  bill  (8.964)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  C.  Irwin 

On  the  bill  (8.692)  for  the  reUef  of  William  L.Adams 

On  the  bill  (8.  778)  entitled  **A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Fink,  United 
States  marshal  for  the  eastern  district  of  Wisconsin'' 

On  the  bill  (8.675)  entitled  "A  bill  for  thereliefof  Thomas  J.  League '\. 

On  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Targarona 

On  the  bill  (8. 20)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  and  legal  representatives  of 
Hamilton  Slawson,  jr 

On  the  bill  (8.620)  for  the  relief  of  John  B.  Dajris 

Oi]^the  bill  (8.474)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Fenlon 

On  the  bill  (8. 488)  for  the  relief  of  Hiram  Johnson  and  others 

On  the  bill  (S.  1103)  for  the  relief  of  Secor  &  Co.,  Ferine,  Secor  &  Co., 
andZeno  Secor 

On  the  bill  (8. 1096)  for  the  relief  of  Harlan  and  Hollingsworth  &  Co.... 
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INDEX  TO  BEP0RT8  OF  COMMITTEES. 


XXXIX 


Subject. 


On  the  petition  of  L.  Madison  Day,  of  Lonisiana,  praying  to  recover  from 
the  United  States  the  purchase  money  of  property  sold  to  him  by  the 
marshal  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  of  Louisiana,  by  virtue  of 
certain  proceedings  and  decree  under  the  act«  known  as  the  confisca- 
tion acts .• 

On  the  bill  (S.  1093)  entitled  <<A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  W.  Saulpaw''. 

On  the  bill  (8.  787)  for  the  relief  of  David  Waldo  &  Co 

On  the  bill  (S.  8:17)  for  the  relief  of  the  Mechanics  and  Traders'  Bank  of 
New  Orleans,  La 

On  the  bill  (S.  150)  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  accounts  with  cer- 
tain railway  companies 

On  the  bill  (S.  648)  for  the  relief  of  William  6.  Ford,  administrator  of 
John  G.  Robinson,  deceased 

On  the  bill  (8.  124)  for  the  relief  of  Hadley  Hobson 

On  the  bill  (8.  1472)  for  the  relief  of  Julia  A.  Nntt 

On  the  bill  (8.26:?)  for  the  relief  of  George  H.  Plant 

On  thebill(S.98)forthereliefof  James  M.Wilbur 

On  the  bill  (8.  10i83)  referring  the  claim  of  the  owners  of  the  schooner 
Addie  B.  Bacon  to  the  Court  of  Claims 


On  thebill(8.746)fortherelief  of  B.  B.Taylor 

On  the  bill  (8. 417)  for  the  relief  of  Alexander  Swift  &.  Co.,  and  Alexander 
8wiit&  Co.,  and  the  Niles  Works 

On  the  bill  (8. 63G)  for  the  relief  of  William  A.  Wilson,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia 

On  the  bill  (8. 1072)  for  the  relief  of  Nathaniel  McKay,  George  M.  Clapp, 
and  executors  of  Donald  McKay 

On  the  bill  (8.  1388)  for  the  relief  of  J.  J.  Murphy 

On  the  bill  (8.647)  for  the  relief  of  John  H.  Brinkley  

On  the  bill  (8. 595)  for  the  relief  of  Louis  A.  Van  Hoffman  and  William 
A.  Mertens,  under  the  firm  name  of  L.  Van^offman  &  Co.,  and  William 
H.Newman 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3869)  entitled  ''An  act  for  the  allowance  of  certain 
claims  reported  by  tne  accounting  officers  of  the  United  States  Treas- 
urv  Department" 

On  the  bill  (8. 1310)  for  the  relief  of  C.  Bohn 

On  the  petition  of  C.  Bohn  for  repayment  of  a  portion  of  the  money 
paid  out  by  him  in  18&'i  and  1864  for  certain  newspaper  privileges  at 
Fortress  Monroe'  &c 

On  the  bill  (8.696)  for  the  relief  of  William  H.  Crook 

On  the  bill  (  H.  R.  7148)  for  the  relief  of  Timothy  E.  Ellsworth 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  3542)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  F.  Benjamin  and  Henry 
H.  Smith 

On  the  bill  (8. 74)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  R.  Shannon 

On  the  bill  (8.422)  for  the  relief  of  George  W.  Maher 

On  the  bill  (8. 1182)  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  A.  Meyer 

On  the  bill  (H.R.3206)  for  the  relief  of  John  A.  Rea 

On  the  bill  (8. 205)  entitled  "  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  SaUie  A.  Spence  "  . . 

On  the  bill  (8.800)  for  the  relief  of  Lewis  D.Allen 

On  the  bill  (S.  730)  for  the  relief  of  Louisa  H.  Hasell,  with  accompanying 
papers 

On  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  State  National  Bank  of  Louisiana 

Ou  the  memorial  of  Ben  HoUa&ay,  praying  compensation  for  spoliations 
by  Indians  on  his  property  while  carrying  the  mails  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  damages  and  expenses  incurred  in  consequence  of  the 
changing  of  his  mail  route  in  compliance  with  military  orders,  and  for 
property  taken  and  used  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  . . 

On  the  bill  (8. 566)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Mary  Jane  Veazie 

On  the  biU  (8.490)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Mary  S.Porter 

On  the  petition  and  accompanying  documents  of  William  G.  Ford 

On  the  bill  (8.624)  for  thM  relief  of  Frances  £.  Stewart,  administratrix 
of  Michael  8.  Stewart,  deceased 

On  the  biU  (8.583)  for  the  relief  of  William  Beddo  and  others 

On  the  bill  (8. 385)  for  the  relief  of  Frederick  W.  Ruggles,  of  Westport, 
Nova  Scotia 

On  the  bill  (8. 710)  for  the  relief  of  Mi-s.  J.  P.  Williams 

On  the  petition  of  S.R.  Kramer 
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INDEX  TO   BEPORTS   OF   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


On  the  bill  (8.386)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Eliza  E.Hebert 

On  the  bill  C8.783)  for  the  relief  of  Francis  Gilbeaa 

On  the  bill  (S.  708)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Ellen  Call  Long  and  Mrs.  Mary 
K.  Brevard 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.2156)  for  the  relief  of  certain  owners  of  the  steamboat 
Jackson ....* 

On  the  bill  (S.  1465)  to  provide  for  the  ascertaininentof  claims  of  Amer- 
ican citizens  for  spoliations  by  the  French  pric^  to  the  31st  day  of  July. 
1801 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  869)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  J.  Wharton 

On  the  bills  (S.  1297,  1586,  and  1449),  all  on  the  subject  of  providing 
for  the  judicial  ascertainment  of  claims  against  the  Unitea  States.. 

On  the  bill  (8. 707)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Aaastasia  E.  Fish 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Mary  Dove  (colored)  praying  for  compensation 
for  the  use  and  occupation  by  the  military  authorities  of  the  United 
States  of  certain  premises  owned  by  her , 

Oil  the  bill  (8. 956)  for  the  relief  of  Columbus  F.  Perry  and  Elizabeth  H. 
Gilmer,  of  La  Fayette,  Chambers  County,  Alabama 

On  the  joint  resolution  (H.  Res.  190)  to  refer  certain  claims  to  the  Court 
of  Claims 

On  the  bill  (8. 927)  for  the  relief  of  John  T.Pickett 

On  the  petition  of  T.W.Tansell  for  relief 

Ou  the  bill  (8. 1448)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Thomns  Jones,  deceased 

On  the  bill  (8. 15:^)  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  costs  and  ex- 
penses in  certain  judicial  proceedings,  and  for  the  relief  of  George  C. 
Ellition 

On  the  bill  (8. 305)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Richard  W.  Meade. 
(Part  2) 

On  the  bill  (8. 1939)  by  which  $1,750  is  proposed  to  be  paid  to  the  Prot- 
estant Orphan  Asylum  at  Natchez,  for  |^e  use  and  occupation  of  their 
property  durinfl:  the  late  war 

On  the  bill  (8. 170W)  for  the  relief  of  James  Riley 

On  the  bill  (8.719)  for  the  relief  of  the  representatives  of  Sterling  T. 
Austin   deceased 

On  the  bill  (8. 1462)  forthe  relief  VfE!  J.  Baidw^^^^  !'!""H"I. "."/.. . 

On  the  bill  (8. 355)  for  the  relief  of  Ella  Carroll,  formerly  Ella  Long, 
adopt  the  report  made  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  in  the  Forty-sixth 
Congress,  report  No.  476 

On  the  bill  (S.  975)  for  the  relief  of  Levi  Wilson 

On  the  bill  (8. 1752)  for  the  relief  of  John  Leathers 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  327)  for  the  relief  of  John  W.  Humphrey 

On  the  bill  (8. 1280)  for  the  relief  of  Captain  Nicolas  J.  Bigley 

On  the  bill  (8. 267)  for  the  relief  of  those  suffering  from  the  destruction 
the  salt  works  near  Manchester,  Ky.,  pursuant  to  the  orders  of  Major- 
General  Carlos  BueU .* 

On  the  bill  (8.752)  authorizing  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury'  to  grant 
relief  to  Florence  W.  Kirwan 

Ou  the  memorial  of  Ethan  A.  Sawyers,  of  Jefferson  County,  Tennessee., 

On  the  bill  (8. 1368)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  M.  Cumming,  Hamilton  J. 
Miller,  and  William  McRoberts 

On  the  bUl  (8. 1265)  for  the  relief  of  G.E.  W.Sharretts.^. 

On  the  petition  of  the  executors  of  John  W.  Forney.  .*. 

On  the  petition  and  an  accompanying 'bill  for  the  relief  of  William  H. 
Powell,  surviving  member  or  the  late  copartnership  of  W.  H.  Powell  & 
Co.,  of  which  F.  A.  McDowell,  deceased,  was  formerly  a  member 

On  the  bill  (8.  1139)  for  the  relief  of  the  estates  of  James  Vance  and 
William  Vance 

On  the  bill  (H.R.2013)  referring  to  the  Court  of  Claims  the  claim  of 
Gallus  Kirchner 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2317)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  BuUard 

On  the  bill  (8.  1907)  for  the  relief  of  John  Jett 

On  the  bill  (8,  290)  for  the  relief  of  John  Taylor 

On  the  bill  (8.  1931)  for  the  relief  of  Agnes  W.  and  Sarah  J.  Hills 

On  the  bill  (8.  2049)  for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Walworth 

On  the  bill  (8. 392)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Maurice  Grivot 

On  the  bill  (8.282)  for  the  relief  of  James  Bridger 


Vol. 


451 
530 

532 

536 


537 
565 

566 
567 


668 

573 

588 
590 
(V45 
646 


651 
654 


657 
658 

659 
661 


66:} 
669 
676 
708 
709 


710 

726 

728 

730 
732 
767 


769 

770 

771 
774 
781 
783 

786 
788 
789 
790 


3 
3 

3 

3 


3 
3 

3 
3 


3 
3 
3 


INDEX  TO  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES. 


XLl 


Subject. 


On  the  bill  (S.  615)  to  antborize  the  accoanting  officers  of  the  Treasury 

to  consider  and  pass  upon  certain  claims  now  pending  before  them 

On  the  bill  (S.  389)  for  the  relief  of  Austin  Jayne  and  John  K.  Mathews 
On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1698)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Peter  Gallagher.... 

On  the  bill  (8. 1874)  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Gaskins 

On  the  bill  (S.  1722)  for  the  relief  of  £.  Remington  &  Sons 

On  the  claim  of  H.  a.  Wilson,  administrator  of  W.  Tinder 

COMMITTEE  ON  PATENTS. 

On  the  pnetition  of  Martha  J.  Coston,  praying  for  the  passage  of  a  bill 
permitting  her  to  make  application  i  o  the  Commissioner  of  Patents  for 
a  farther  extension  of  a  patent  for  the  Costou  Night  Signals 

On  the  bill  (S.  375)  for  the  relief  of  William  G.  Budlong 

On  the  bill  (S.  272)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  S.  A.  Wright,  widow  of  George 
Wright,  deceased,  and  Mrs.  C.  Fahnestock,  widow  of  S.  S.  Fahnestock, 
deceased,  which  asks  for  remuneration  for  the  use  of  the  patented 
linch-pin  of  said  deceased  George  Wright  and  S.  S.  Faluiestock, 
iidopted  by  the  United  States  Government  for  field-artillery  carriages, 

Oil  the  bill  (S.  203)  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  and  children  of  Smith  £. 
6.  Rawson 

On  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  the  action  taken  by 
that  department  in  adopting  Sawyer's  improved  canister,  and  as  to 
the  Justice  of  compensation  for  same 

Ou  the  bUl  (S.596)  for  the  relief  of  Edgar  Huson 

On  the  petition  of  Gtoorge  Milsom,  Henry  Spendelow,  and  George  V. 
Watson,  asking  for  an  extensiou  of  their  patents  for  an  improvement 
in  the  mode  ofunloading  vessels .* 

On  tlie  bill  (S.  591)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Margaret  Cassidy,  widow  of 
Peter  A.  Cassidy,  deceased 

On  the  bill  (S.642)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  L.  Walker 

Ou  the  memorial  of  Oliver  Evans  Woods,  praying  for  compensation  for 
the  use  by  the  government  of  his  patented  knapsack 

On  the  bill  (S.  1541)  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  E.  Palmer 

Ou  the  bill  (S.673)  appropriating  $100,000  to  William  Wheeler  HubbeU 
for  use  of  patent  percussion  shell-exploders  under  his  patent  of  Jan- 
nary  24, 1860 

On  the  bill  (S.854)  for  the  relief  of  William  C.  Dodge 

Oq  the  petition  of  Emily  W.  Taylor,  asking  for  an  extension  of  certain 
letters  patent  reissued  April  18,  1876,  and  numbered  7061  and  7067 

On  the  petition  of  George  W.Morse 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  1812)  for  the  relief  of  Michael  H.  Collins 

COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS. 

On  the  subject  of  the  erection  of  a  public  buildiug  in  the  city  of  Key 
We8t,Fla 

Ou  the  bill  (S.  862)  for  the  relief  of  John  Fraser 

On  the  bill  (S.  1875)  for  the  erection  of  public  buildings  at  Lynchburg, 
Harrisonburg,  and  Abingdon,  Va 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  TERRITORIES. 

On  the  communication  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  inclosing  an  of- 
ficial letter  from  the  acting  governor  of  the  Territory  of  New  Mexico, 
in  relation  to  the  failure  of  toe  legislature  of  that  Territory  to  comply 
with  the  act  of  Congress  approved  June  19,  1878 

On  the  bill  (S.1504)  ana  the  various  bills  to  enable  the  people  of  Dakota 
to  form  a  constitution  and  State  government,  and  for  the  admission 
of  the  State  into  the  Union  on  an  equality  with  the  original  States. 
(Part  2) 

On  the  bill  (S.954)  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in 
conjunction  witn  the  State  of  Texas,  to  run  and  mark  the  boundary 
line  between  a  part  of  the  territory  of  the  United  States  and  the 
State  of  Texas,  and  to  complete  the  survey  of  said  lines  authorized 
to  be  surveyed,  run,  and  marked,  under  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
June  5,  1858 '. 
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INDEX  TO   REPORTS   OP   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


COMMITTEK  ON  RAILROADS. 

Ou  the  joint  resolntiun  (S.  Res.  16)  for  the  relief  of  the  Kansas  City^Fort 
Soott  and  Gulf  Railroad  Company * 

On  the  Joint  resolation  (S.  Res.  ^)  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of 
acconnts  with  the  Mobile  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company 

On  the  bill  (S.  972)  creating  the  Oregon  Short-Line  Railway  Company, 
a  corporation  in  the  Territories  of  Utah,  Idaho,  and  Wyoming,  and 
for  otner  purposes 

On  the  bill  (S.  1147)  to  release  the  Memphis  and  Little  Rock  Railroad 
Company  from  such  of  the  conditions  of  the  several  acts  of  Congress 
approved  February  9,  1853,  and  July  28,  1866,  as  unjustly  affect  said 
corporation 

On  the  bill  (S.  1573)  providing  for  the  incorporation  of  the  Cherokee 
Central  Railroad  and  Telegraph  Company,  and  for  other  purposes. . . . 

On  a  petition  of  the  citizens  of  Louisiana,  asking  for  the  forfeiture  of 
the  land-grant  made  to  the  New  Orleans,  Vicksburg  and  Baton  Rouge 
Railroad  Company,  &c 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  LIBRARY. 

On  the  bill  (S.  842)  authorizing  the  construction  of  a  building  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  Congressional  Library 

On  the  resolution  Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Library  be 
authorized  to  receive  and  to  deposit  in  the  Library,  to  be  carefully 
preserved,  the  papers  of  the  Count  de  Roohambeau,  general  in  the 
French  army  in  America,  a  catalogue  of  which  is  now  with  the  Libra- 
rian, to  await  the  action  of  Congress  on  the  proposal  of  the  Marquis 
de  Rochambeau  to  sell  and  convey  such  papers  to  the  United  States.. 

On  the  petitions  of  the  Wisconsin  Geographical  Society  and  of  the 
Chicago  Historical  Society,  asking  the  appointment  of  a  committee 
to  attend  the  celebration,  on  the  9th  day  of  April,  1882,  at  New  Or- 
leans, of  the  discovery  by  Robert  Cavalier  de  La  Salle  of  the  mouth 
of  the  Mississippi 

On  the  matter  of  the  purchase  of  the  records  and  briefs  of  cases  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  belonging  to  the  estate  of  the 
late  Mathew  H.  Carpenter 

On  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  transmitting  the  report  of 
Theodore  F.  D wight  on  the  papers  of  Benjamin Fraii^lin,  offered  for 
sale  by  Mr.  Henry  Stevens,  and  recommending  their  purchase  by  Con- 
gress  

On  the  Joint  resolution  (S.  Res.  66)  to  authorize  the  Librarian  of  Con- 

fress  to  accept  the  library  offered  to  be  donated  to  the  United  States 
y  Dr.  Joseph  Meridith  Toner,  of  Washington,  D.  C 

On  the  memorial  of  John  A.  Graham,  praying  for  compensation  for  two 
years'  service  rendered  as  disbursing  agent  of  the  Library  of  Congress 
in  1875  and  1876 

COMMITTEE  ON  PRINTING. 

On  the  cause  of  delay  in  printing  the  communication  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  ordered  to  be  printed  January  24^  1882 

On  the  bill  (S.  1601)  authorizing  the  Public  Printer  to  pay  A.  Hoen  &, 
Co.,  of  Baltimore,  Md.,  for  the  lithocaustic  illustrations  made  by  them.. 

On  the  bill  (S.  2151)  to  provide  for  the  publication  of  the  Tenth  Census.. 

coMMrrrEE  on  revision  of  the  laws. 

On  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  March  27, 1882,  instructing  them  to 
"inquire  what  further  legislation  is  necessary,  if  any,  to  define  the 
meaning  of  the  words  'Indian  country,'  as  used  in  the  Revised 
Statutes,  and  other  laws  of  the  United  States" 
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INBEX  TO  REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES. 


XLIII 


Subject. 


COMSnTTEE  ox  THE  TENTH  CENSUS. 

Oa  the  reeolntion :  Resolved^  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Census 
be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  number  and  character  of  subjects  be- 
ing prepared  for  publication  under  the  direction  of  the  Census  Bu- 
reaa,  and  to  report  to  the  Senate  as  to  the  cost  of  preparing  and  print- 
ing them,  and  the  probable  time  required  before  they  will  be  ready 
for  distribution,  together  with  such  information  as  the  committee  may 
think  necessary  to  lay  before  the  Senate 


COMMITTEE  ON  CIVIL  SERVICE  AND  RETRENCHMENT. 

On  the  bill  (S.  133)  to  regulate  and  improve  the  civil  service  of  the 
United  States 


COMMITTEE  ON  WOMAN  SUFFRAGE. 


On  the  joint  resolution  (S.  60)  proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tntion  of  the  United  States  to  secure  the  right  of  suffrage  to  all  citi- 
zens without  regard  to  sex.    (Part  2) 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTIGATE  AND  REPORT  THE  BEST  MEANS 
OF  PREVENTING  THE  INTRODUCTION  AND  SPREAD  OF  EPIDEMIC 
DISEASES. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1049),  being  a  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  ''An  act  to 
prevent  the  intnnlnction  of  contagions  diseases  into  the  United 
States" 

On  the  petitions  of  Elizabeth  R.  Post,  aud  other  citizens  of  Westbury 
N.  Y. ;  Francis  G.  Shaw,  and  fifty  other  citizens  of  Richmond  County, 
New  York ;  Kate  Gamett  Wells,  and  other  members  of  the  Moral  Edu- 
cational Association  of  Massachusetts,  and  of  the  New  York  Committee 
for  the  Prevention  of  State  Regulation  of  Vice,  praying  that  the  power 
to  promote  or  inaugurate  any  scheme  of  regulated  prostitution,  with 
the  registration  and  compulsory  medical  examination  of  women,  be 
not  given  to  the  National  Board  of  Health 

COMMITTEE  ON  PRIVILEGES  AND  ELECTIONS. 

On  the  petition  of  Maria  G.  Underwood,  administratrix  of  John  C.  Under- 
wood, deceased,  asking  payment  for  salary  and  mileage  of  the  said 
John  C.  Underwood  fh>m  the  4th  of  March,  1865,  to  the  4th  of  March, 
1671 


COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATION  AND  LABOR. 

On  the  bill  (S.  151)  to  aid  in  the  establishment  and  temporary  support  of 
csommon  schools 


SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

On  the  question  as  to  whether  any  money  has  been  raised  to  promote 
or  defeat  tbe  bill  (H.  R.  5656)  to  amend  certain  laws  on  the  subject  of 
distilled  spirits  in  bonded  warehouses 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

On  the  bill  (S.  41)  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  Richards 

On  the  bill  (S.  884)  for  the  relief  of  certain  members  and  ex-members  of 
the  Metropolitan  police  force  of  the  District  of  Columbia 

On  the  bills  (S.  109  and  446)  and  an  amendment  to  the  latter,  the  first 
being  ''A  bill  to  provide  for  the  completion  of  the  dam  at  the  Great 
Falls  of  the  Potomac,''  and  the  latter  "A  bill  to  increase  the  water- 
supply  of  the  city  of  Washington  " « 

On  the  biU  (S.  1490)  for  the  relief  of  the  Howard  University , 
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XLIV 


INDEX  TO   BEP0RT8   OF   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


On  the  bill  (S.  831)  for  the  relief  of  Christian  Rappert,  William  F.  Mat- 
tingly,  and  Christian  Heurich,  trustees 

On  the  Dili  (S.  1859)  making  appropriationto  erect  a  new  building  for  the 
use  of  the  National  Association  for  the  Relief  of  Destitute  Colored 
Women  and  Children  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

On  the  bill  (S.  1657)  for  payment  to  Daniel  Donovan  for  additional  labor 
and  services  rendered  the  District  of  Columbia , 

On  the  bill  (8. 419)  to  provide  a  free  bridge  across  the  Potomac  River  at 
Georgetown,  District  of  Columbia 

On  the  bill  (S.  947)  to  declare  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  all  outstaudiue 
claims  against  the  District  of  Columbia/'  &c.,  approved  June  16, 1880 

On  the  petition  of  Georae  R,  Herrick,  one  of  the  members  of  the  Metro* 
politan  police  force  of  the  District  of  Columbia  in  1667,  claiming  the 
amount  due  him  under  the  joint  resolution  approved  February  28. 
1867,  giving  additional  compensation  to  certain  employ^  in  the  civil 
service  of  the  government  at  Washington 

Ou  the  bills  (H  R,  1768  and  S.  1913)  for  the  relief  of  William  Bowen... 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2402)  to  quiet  title  to  certain  lands  in  Washington, 
D.C 


COHMITTEB  ON  APPROPRIATIONS. 


Contingent  expenditures  of  executive  departments.    On  resolution  of 
October  26, 1881,  to  investigate 
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47!fH  Congress,  >  SENATE.  i  Report 

Ut  Session.       j  ^   \  No.  589. 


m  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  17,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol 

lowing 

REPOKT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1332.] 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  Mil  (8, 1332) 
for  the  relief  of  the  Delaware  Indians^  in  accordance  with  treaty  stipula- 
tiomj  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  report : 

The  facts  are  fully  set  forth  in  House  report  No.  557  made  at  this 
Hession  of  Congress  upon  a  similar  bill,  and  the  same  is  adopted  as  the 
report  of  your  committee. 

The  House  report  is  as  follows : 

By  the  treaty  of  September  24,  1829,  between  the  United  States  and  the  Delaware 
Indians,  it  wa«  agreed  by  the  parties  that  the  country  in  the  fork  of  the  Kansas  and 
Hiasonri  Rivers,  extending  up  the  Kansas  River  to  the  Kansas  line,  and  up  the  Mis- 
soari  River  to  Camp  Leavenworth,  and  thence  by  a  line  drawn  westwardly,  leaving  a 
space  often  miles  wide  north  of  the  Kansas  boundary  line  for  an  outlet,  shall  be  con- 
veyed and  forever  secured  by  the  United  States  to  the  said  Delaware  Nation  as  their 
pennanent  residence. 

By  the  tirst  article  of  the  treat}'  of  May  6,  1854,  between  the  same  parties,  a  perma- 
nent reservation  was  set  aside  for  the  Delawares  out  of  the  lands  guaranteed  to  them 
by  the  treaty  of  1829,  and  the  remainder  of  the  lands  were  sold  for  their  benefit. 

By  the  treaty  of  May  30,  1860,  eighty  acres  to  each  member  of  the  tribe  was  to  be 
allotted  in  severalty  out  of  the  above  reservation,  and  the  remainder  sold  for  their 
benefit  to  the  Leavenworth,  Pawnee  and  Western  Railroad  Company.  The  sixth 
article  of  this  treaty,  among  other  things,  provides :  '*  It  is  further  understood  that  at 
the  treaty  between  the  Delawares  and  the  United  States  made  September  24,  1829, 
the  boundary  of  the  reservation  then  set  apart  for  them  included  the  half-breed  Kan- 
Ms  lands,  but  it  afterwards  proved  that  the  United  States  had  previously  set  apart 
those  lands  for  the  half  breed  Kaws,  and  by  that  means  they  have  been  kept  out  of 
the  use  and  benefit  of  said  lands.  It  is  therefore  hereby  agreed  that  a  fair  valuation 
should  be  made  by  the  United  States  upon  such  lands,  under  the  direction  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior,  and  that  the  amount  of  said  valuation  shall  be  paid  the  Dela- 


wares." 


By  the  treaty  of  July  4,  1866,  the  Delawares  ceded  the  remainder  of  their  lands  in 
Kansas  to  the  United  States,  t-o  be  sold  to  the  Leavenworth,  Pawnee  and  Western 
Railroad  Company,  the  United  States  guaranteeing  the  payment  to  them  of  the  fnll 
value  of  the  same,  and  agreeing  to  selfthem  a  tract  of  land,  in  compact  form,  in  the 
Indian  Territory,  equal  to  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  for  each  member  of  the  tribe,  at 
the  price  per  acre  paid  for  the  same  by  the  United  States,  said  land  to  be  paid  for  by 
the  Delawares  out  of  moneys  arising  from  the  sale  of  their  said  lands  in  Kansas. 

It  was  farther  provided  by  the  fourteenth  article  of  said  treaty  **  that  in  accordance 
with  the  sixth  article  of  the  Delaware  treaty  of  May  30,  I860,  which  had  not  yet  been 
fulfilled,''  in  the  payment  to  be  made  by  the  Delawares  for  their  lands  m  the  Indian 
Territory  they  should  '*  receive,  without  cost,  from  the  United  States,  land  included 
within  their  new  reservation  to  the  amount  of  twenty-three  sections,  in  place  of  the 
twenty-three  sections  of  half-breed  Kaw  lands  referred  to  in  said  sixth  section  of  the 
treaty  of  I860." 


Z  DELAWARE    INDIANS. 

By  the  I5th  article  of  the  treaty  of  July  19,  1866,  with  the  Cherokees,  it  was  agreed 
''that  the  United  States  may  settle  any  civilized  Indians  friendly  with  the  Cherokee^ 
and  adjacent  tribes  within  tne  Cherokees'  country,  on  unoccupied  lands  east  of  96^^,  on 
such  terras  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  any  such  tribe  and  the  Cherokees,  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  President  of  the  United  States." 

Accordingly,  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1867,  it  was  agreed  between  the  Cherokees  and 
the  Delawares  that  the  former  would  sell  the  latter,  within  the  territorv  named,  a 
quantity  of  land,  in  the  aggregate  equal  to  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  for  each  in- 
dividual of  the  Delaware  tribe  who  had  been,  or  might  be,  within  one  mouth,  enrolled 
for  removal  to  the  Indian  Territory,  for  which  the  Datawares  agreed  to  pay  one  dollar 
per  acre,  authority  being  given  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  transfer  to  the  Chero- 
Kees,  at  their  market  value  at  the  date  of  transfer,  sufficient  of  the  United  Stat«s  bonds 
belonging  to  the  Delawares  to  pay  for  the  amount  of  lands  necessary  for  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Delawares  when  the  number  removing  had  been  ascertained.  This  ag^ree- 
ment  was  approved  by  the  President  April  11,  1867.  It  was  subsequently  ascertained 
that  985  Delawares  had  removed  to  the  Cherokee  country,  requiring,  at  one  hundrecl 
and  sixty  acres  each,  157,600  acres,  amounting,  at  one  dollar  per  acre,  to  $157,600. 
From  the  report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  for  the  year  1869,  page  484,  it 
appears  that  payment  was  made  for  these  lands  by  a  transfer  of  the  Delaware  general 
trust  fund,  to  the  amount  of  $157,600,  to  the  credit  of  the  Cherokee  funds,  upon  the 
trust-fund  book  of  the  Interior  Department,  on  the  13th  day  of  May,  1869. 

In  this  transaction  no  account  was  taken  of  the  said  twenty-three  sections  of  land 
and  its  value ;  $14,7*^  is  still  due  the  Delawares. 

The  United  States  insists  upon  a  strict  compliance  of  their  treaty  obligations  on  the 
part  of  the  Indians,  and  yet  in  the  case  of  this  friendly  and  civilized  tnbe  it  has  dis- 
regarded its  solemn  contract  for  thirteen  years.  This  money  is  due  the  Delawares  and 
ought  to  have  been  paid  years  ago. 

Good  faith  demands  its  payment,  and  the  passage  of  the  bill  is  recommended. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  Report 

Ut  Session.       i  \  No.  690. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  17,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ca^ieron,  of  Wisconsin,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompaDy  bin  S.  927.] 

■ 

The  Cammitteeon  ClaimSjto  whomicas  re/erred  the  bill  (8.  027) /br  the  re- 
lief  of  John  T,  Pickett j  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  sub- 
mit the  following  report : 

It  appears  that  John  T.  Pickett  was  for  several  years  the  consul  of 
the  United  States  at  Vera  Crus;,  Mexico,  and  at  a  period  from  1853  to 
1861,  when  many  destitute  Americans  required  relief  from  our  represent- 
ative at  that  port.  Among  these  were  certain  American  colonists, 
known  at  the  time  as  the  ^^  La  Paz  prisoners,''  who  were  assisted  by 
Consul  Pickett,  and,  under  instructions  from  the  then  American  minister 
to  Mexico,  these  distressed  Americans  were  sent  home  by  Consul  Pickett 
at  his  personal  expense  to  the  amount  of  $1,375,  for  which  he  has  never 
been  reimbursed. 

A  similar  bill  was  reported  favorably  by  the  Forty-sixth  Congress. 
This  case  has  been  examined  by  the  House  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
of  the  present  Congress,  through  Mr.  Dunnell,  of  that  committee,  who 
made  a  favorable  report  thereon,  and  recommended  the  passage  of  a  bill 
(H.  K.  4658)  as  a  substitute  for  the  original  bill.  The  following  is  the 
report  of  the  House  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  649)  for  the 
relief  of  J.  T.  Pickett,  have  had  the  same  ander  ronsideratioD,  and,  adopting  the  lan- 
snage  of  a  report  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce  made  on  a  similar  bill  in  the 
Forty-sixth  Congress,  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill,  and  make  the  following  re- 
port. 

The  petitioner  in  this  case  was  for  a  number  of  years  the  United  States  consul  at 
Vera  Cmz,  in  the  Repoblic  of  Mexico,  his  term  of  service  extending  (with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  portion  of  one  year)  nnintermptedly  from  the  autumn  of  1853  until  Febrnary, 
1861.  That  during  this  long  period  he  was  almost  constantly  called  upon  to  relieve 
the  necessities  of  institute  American  citizens — ^retuming  Califomians  and  others.  The 
petitioner  was  well  aware  that  there  was  no  law  authorizing  such  disbursements,  and 
he  therefore  made  no  claim  on  account  of  the  same  for  a  number  of  years ;  but,  in  the 
summer  of  1856,  there  came  some  seventy-odd  destitute  Americans,  consigned  to  the 
consulate  by  the  Hon.  James  Qadsden,  at  that  time  United  States  minister  to  Mexico, 
with  instrnctions  to  provide  for  them  and  send  them  to  the  United  States.  ,  These  per- 
sons constituted  a  portion  of  the  unfortunate  colonists  who  were  known  at  the  time 
as  the  '*La  Paz  prisoners,"  and  they  had  been  sheltered  and  protected  by  the  legation 
at  the  city  of  Mexico.  The  instructions  of  the  minister  were  obeyed^  and  the  men 
were  aMiistt'd  and  sent  to  the  United  States  at  an  expense  to  this  petitioner  of  $1,375. 
There  beine  no  mail  at  that  time  between  Vera  Cruz  and  the  capital,  by  reason  of 
civil  war,  tlie  vouchers  for  the  disbursements  were  sent  to  the  minister  by  special 
courier  with  consular  passport,  but  the  courier- was  captured,  and  all  his  i)aperB  de- 
stroyed.    Unfortunately,  duplicate  vouchers  had  not  been  obtained  from  the  persons 


2  JOHN   T.    PICKETT. 
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relieved,  and  they  were  all  gone  to  their  homes  in  the  several  quarters  of  the  United 
States.  The  United  States  minister  subsequently  assured  the  petitioner  that  ho  would 
isee  the  matter  properly  adjusted  and  paid,  but  in  coming  down  to  the  sea-coast  some- 
time afterward,  all  of  his  baggage  ana  papers,  including  the  **  La  Paz  prisoners'''  cor- 
respondence, was  stolen  and  destroyed  by  highwaymen,  and  some  time  after  the  excel- 
lent minister  departed  this  life,  leaving  the  matter  unadjusted,  this  petitioner  not 
having  oared  to  press  it. 

In  February',  1861,  petitioner  presented  a  memorial  for  reimbursement  to  Congress, 
but  withdrew  it  on  account  of  the  imminence  of  civil  war.  Having  incurred  the  expense 
in  obedience  to  command  of  his  superior  oQcer,  the  petitioner  nas  never  abandoned 
his  just  expectation  that  the  money  would  be  refunded  him  whenever  he  should  make 
due  petition  to  Congress. 

The  petitioner  did  not  trouble  either  the  State  or  Treasury  Department  with  any 
special  reports  of  the  transaction  or  demandb  for  repayment,  as  he  well  knew  that  no 
euch  account  could  be  paid,  the  law  contemplating  only  relief  of  sick  and  destitute 
seamen ;  but  the  petitioner  had  much  unofficial  correspondence  on  the  subject  with  the 
then  chief  of  the  Consular  Bureau,  Department  of  State  (R.  S.  Chew,  esq.,  now  de- 
ceased), who  thought  at  one  time  the  amount  might  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund,  but  who  finally  advised  recourse  to  Congress. 

It  is  worthy  of  note  that  the  *'  La  Paz  prisoners"  were  not  filiibtutera,  but  laboring 
under  the  mistaken  notion  that  colonization  was  free  in  Mexico,  they  entered  her  ter- 
ritory in  good  faith.  Being  captured,  they  were  protected  and  released  by  the  United 
States,  and  a  number  of  them  have  recovered  damages  against  Mexico  in  the  late 
United  States  and  Mexican  Claims  Commission.  But  the  petitioner  is  still  without 
compensation  for  expenditures  incurred  in  their  relief  by  order  of  so  exalted  an  officer 
as  the  minister  plenipotentiary.  In  view  of  the  foregoing  facts  the  committee  recom- 
mend the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  petitioner. 

Your  committee  append  to  this  report  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
dated  February  11,  1861 : 

"Department  of  State, 

'<  JFashingionf  February  11,  1861. 

''Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  communication  of  the 
€th  instant,  transmitting  the  memorial  of  John  T.  Pickett,  consul  of  the  United  States 
at  Vera  Cruz,  Mexico,  praying  to  be  reimbursed  for  expenditures  alleged  to  have  been 
incurred  by  him  during  his  consular  service,  for  food,  clothing,  and  passage  to  the 
United  States  supplied  to  American  citizens  (not  seamen),  who,  from  being  in  desti- 
tute circumstances,  sick,  and  unable  to  obtain  employment,  called  upon  him  for  assist- 
ance. 

**  In  answer  to  your  request  to  be  fuiiiished  with  any  information  which  may  be  had 
in  this  department  bearing  upon  the  subject,  and  with  my  views  as  to  the  propriety 
or  expediency  of  granting  the  relief  asked  for,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  no  official 
communication  has  been  received  from.  Mr.  Pickett  relating  t«  the  matter. 

''  His  failure  to  bring  it  before  the  department  was  doubtless  caused  by  his  knowl- 
edge that  no  general  appropriation,  subject  to  the  disposition  of  the  Department  of 
State,  has  been  made  by  Congress  for  the  relief  of  Ai  erican  citizens  in  foreign  coun- 
tries, other  than  seamen,  and  that  the  department,  consequently,  had  no  means  at  its 
disposal  to  refund  to  our  consuls  abroad  the  disbursements  which  many  of  them  aie 
compelled  to  make  for  the  relief  of  indigent  American  citizens,  who  often  apply  to 
them  for  aid,  and  who  would  perish  in  the  streets  if  it  were  not  oifei-ed. 

'*  So  heavy  are  the  expenses  to  which  our  diplomatic  and  consular  officers  have  been 
subjected  in  relieving  and  protecting  American  citizens,  not  seamen,  that  recommen- 
dations were  made  by  Mr.  Everett  and  Mr.  Marcy  to  the  appropriate  committees  of 
Congreas  for  an  appropriation  t<o  be  placed  at  the  disposition  of  the  Department  of 
State  to  enable  it  to  reimburse  these  officers  for  expenses  thus  from  time  to  time  in- 
curred. 

**  Mr.  Pickett  has  discharged  the  duties  of  consul  at  Vera  Cruz  for  many  years  to  the 
entire  satisfaction  of  the  department.  He  is  a  highly  honorable  and  meritorious  offi- 
cer, and  his  statements  are  entitled  to  the  confidence  of  your  commir  tee.  The  depart- 
ment docs  not  hesitate  to  recommend  that  the  relief  asked  for  by  him  be  granted. 

'^Specinl  appropriations  have  been  made  by  Congress  for  similar  expenses,  in  the 
cases  of  the  United  States  commercial  agents  at  St.  Domingo  and  Mauritius,  and  the 
United  Stales  consuls  at  Hong-Kong  and  Panama  (see  Statutes  at  Large,  vol.  x,  pages 
94,  659,  and  667,  respectively,  and  vol.  xi.,  pages  487  and  488,  private  acts). 

"Mr.  Pickett's  memorial  is  herewith  returned. 

"  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

**J.  S.  BLACK. 

*'Hon.  Wm.  Bigler, 

*'  Chairman  Committer  on  Commeroef  Senate,^^ 
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Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  above  report  fully  states  the 
facts  in  the  case,  and  that  Mr.  J.  T.  Pickett  is  entitled  to  be  reimbursed 
for  his  oatlay  in  these  premises  and  to  the  relief  claimed.  Therefore, 
your  conunittce  report  the  accompanying  bill  as  a  substitute,  bein^ 
identical  with  that  reported  from  the  House  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs,  and  recommend  its  passage : 

A  BILL  for  the  relief  bf  J.  T.  Pickett. 

Be  it  enacted  hy  the  Senate  and  Rouse  of  Bepresentatires  of  the  United  Stales  of  America 
in  Cam^e89  assembledj  That  the  Secretary  ot  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  J.  T.  Pickett,  formerly  consul  at  Vera 
Cruz,  Mexico,  out  of  any  unappropriated  money  in  the  United  States  Treasury,  the 
sum  of  ooe  thousand  three  hundred  and  seventy-nve  dollars,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may 
he  necessary,  bein^  the  amount  advanced  and  disbursed  by  him,  while  acting  as  sucli 
consuL  for  the  relief  of  destitute  American  citizens  not  seamen :  Provided,  That  such 
proof  be  made  of  the  said  expenditures  as  shall  be  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of 
State. 


47th  Oongebss,  \  SENATE.  i  RbpoeI? 

Ut  Session.       j  \  No.  691. 
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May  It,  18ett.— Orddted  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Hampton,  from  the  Gomtnittee  mi  Military  Affium,  sabmitted  the 

followiDg 

REPORT: 

[To  ttcoompAny  bin  8. 1749.] 

The  O&mmittee  an  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  toa^  referred  the  biU  (iS.1749) 
for  the  relief  of  William  McNamara,  have  had  the  same  under  considera- 
tion and  recommend  its  passage. 

It  appears  that  first  sergeaut  William  McNamara,  of  Troop  A,  Fourth 
Cavalry,  is  a  soldier  of  over  twenty-five  years'  service.  The  following  is 
his  record :  Discharged  as  private,  October  3, 1861 ;  character,  '^  excel- 
lent"; re-enlisted  same  day,  discharged  March  25, 1864;  character,  ^^very 
good'';  re-enlisted  same  day,  discharged  as  sergeant  March  25. 1867: 
character,  ^^ excellent";  re-enlisted  as  sergeant  same  day,  discnargea 
as  first  sergeant  March  25,  1872;  character,  ^^  excellent.  As  a  soldier, 
faithful  and  reliable ;  as  a  non-commissioned  officer,  one  of  the  best  in 
tbe  service";  re-enlisted  same  day,  and  discharged  as  sergeant  March 
25,  1877;  character,  "excellent";  re-enlisted  March  26, 1877,  and  dis- 
charged as  sergeant  January  24,1879;  character,  "excellent";  enlisted 
at  Fort  Clarke,  Texas,  September  12,  1879 ;  and  now  serving  as  first 
sergeaut.  Troop  A,  Fourth  Cavalry.  During  his  service  as  a  private, 
he  took  part  in  several  Indian  engagements,  and  was  for  a  long  time  one 
of  General  Albert  Sydney  Johnson's  orderlies  during  the  Utah  expedi- 
tion. During  the  war  he  took  part  in  the  following  battles,  viz:  Chick- 
amauga,  West  Point,  Okalona,  Dallas,  Lovejoy's  Station,  Selma,  Colum- 
bus, Nashville,  and  Pulaski.  He  was  twice  selected  as  a  bearer  of  a 
flag  of  truce ;  once  at  Waterloo,  Ala.,  and  again  after  the  battle  of  Sel- 
ma, when  he  was  the  bearer  of  a  flag  of  truce  to  General  Forrest.  Since 
the  war,  he  has  taken  part  in  the  following  Indian  fights,  viz :  North 
Fork  of  Hubbard  Creek,  Texas :  Phantom  Hill,  Texa« ;  North  Fork  of 
Red  River, Indian  Territory;  North  Fork  of  Powder  River,  Wyoming 
Territory ;  and  Famished  Woman's  Fork,  Kansas.  In  1872,  he  was 
awarded  a  medal  of  honor  for  gallantry  in  an  affair  with  hostile  Indians. 
In  1879,  he  asked  for  his  discharge  under  the  following  circumstances: 
His  wife's  health  became  very  much  impaired,  and  he  was  anxious  that 
she  should  return  to  Ireland.  He  had  a  considerable  sum  of  money  de- 
posited with  the  paymaster,  which,  under  the  law,  he  could  not  draw 
until  discharged.  He  accordingly  asked  that  he  be  discharged  and 
allowed  to  re-enlist  immediately,  and  then  be  granted  a  furlough.  In 
this  way  he  would  be  enabled  to  get  his  deposit^  money,  and  settle  his 
family  in  Ireland,  and  then  return.   This  application,  whicn  was  strongly 


2  WILLIAM   m'NAMARA. 

• 

indorsed  by  his  cominandiiig  officer,  was  not  granted,  and  be  tben  applied 
for  his  unconditional  discharge,  which  was  granted.  After  settling  his 
family  he  returned  and  enlisted.  On  re-enlisting  he  had  been  out  of 
service  over  thirty  days,  and  consequently  lost  the  benefit  of  his  continu- 
ous service,  and  wat^  simply  entitled  to  pay  under  the  act  of  August, 
1854,  or  $16  a  month  as  a  private,  or  $25  a  month  as  a  first  sergeant. 
If  he  had  been  continuously  in  the  service  his  pay  would  have  been  $22 
a  month  as  a  private,  or  $31  as  first  sergeant ;  at  the  time  of  his  dis- 
charge he  was  drawing  pay  for  over  twenty  years'  service.  He  has 
been  in  the  Fourth  Cavalry  since  its  organization,  and  has  always  borne 
an  excellent  reputation.  The  circumstances  under  which  he  was  dis- 
charged were  unusually  trying;  and  it  seems  hard  that  a  soldier  of  his 
service  and  character  should  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  his  long  and 
excellent  service. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompany- 
ing bill,  as  amended  (S.  1749),  for  his  relief,  which  simply  is  intended  to- 
give  him  the  pay  and  allowances  he  would  be  entitled  to  if  his  service 
had  been  continuous  and  uninterrupted  by  his  discharge. 


^TH  CONQB£SS,  )  SEff  ATE.  (  BBPOET 

Ut  Session.      J  )  No.  592. 


Df  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  17,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Gamebon,  of  Pennaylvania,  firom  the  Committee  on  Naval  AffoirSi 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  910.] 

The  Committee  on  Xaval  Affairs j  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 1080) 
for  the  relief  of  Bayse  y.  Westcottj  have  had  the  same  under  considera- 
tionj  and  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

The  bill  proposes  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
restore  Bayse  N.  Westcott,  now  a  commander  on  the  retired  list,  to  his 
original  position  on  the  Navy  Begister. 

Yoor  committee  find  fix)m  the  pax>er8  fhmished  it  by  the  Navy  De- 
partment that  Bayse  N.  Westcott  is  now  a  commander  on  the  retired 
list  of  the  United  States  Navy,  will  be  sixty-two  years  of  age  in  Novem- 
ber next,  and  is  a  native  of  New  Jersey.  He  entered  the  service  of  the 
United  States  on  tiie  5th  day  of  December,  1837,  performed  fifteen 
years  effective  sea-service  and  eight  years  of  shore  duty  making  a  total 
service  of  active  duty  of  twenty-three  years^  and  was  placed  on  the  re- 
tired list  on  the  14th  of  May,  1863,  by  a  retiring  board  organized  pnr- 
snant  to  the  twenty-third  section  of  the  act  of  August,  3, 1861,  entitled 
^^An  act  for  the  better  organization  of  the  military  establishment,''  for  the 
reason,  as  alleged  by  said  board,  that  the  said  Bayse  N.  Westcott  ^'  waa 
incapacitated  for  active  service." 

Commander  Westcott  remonstrated  against  the  finding  of  this  board, 
on  the  ground  that  its  action  was  in  conflict  with  the  law  and  the  &cts, 
according  to  the  evidence  for  the  consideration  of  the  retiring  board. 
Since  the  date  of  his  retirement  he  has  asserted  his  claim  to  restoration 
to  the  active  list,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  mentally,  morally,  and 
bodOy  capacited  for  the  faiSiful  and  effective  discharge  of  any  profes- 
sional dnty  that  may  be  assigned  him,  which  claim  has  been  fiiUy  rec- 
ognized by  the  Navy  Department  by  assigning  him,  since  his  retire- 
ment, to  various  positions  of  importance  and  ^ust  on  the  active  list, 
Hntil  the  passage  of  the  act  of  March  3, 1873,  which  provided  that  <<  no 
officer  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Navy  shall  be  employed  on  active  duty, 
except  in  time  of  war,"  which,  of  course,  precluded  him  from  further 
service. 

The  following  is  an  abstract  of  the  record  of  service  of  Commander 
Bayse  N.  Westcott: 

Appointed  midBhipman  December  5,  1837. 

January  16, 1838,  ordered  to  the  £ne. 

July  7,  183B,  detached  from  the  Erie  and  waiting  orders. 

September  3,  1838,  ordered  to  the  Levant. 
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January  2,  1639,  warranted  as  niidHhipman. 

February  15,  1840,  detached  from  Levant  and  granted  three  months'  leave. 

May  16,  1840,  onlered  to  the  Hteamer  Poinsett. 

December  30,  1840,  detached  and  ordered  to  receiving  ship  at  Norfolk. 

December  31, 1840,  ordered  to  Mediterranean  squadron. 

June  3,  1841,  detached  from  Brandywine  and  granted  three  months'  leave. 

September  7,  1841,  ordered  to  Flirt. 

August  3,  184*2,  detached  and  ordered  to  naval  school. 

May  10.  1843,  ordered  to  examination. 

Jane  20,  1843,  to  the  Indei>eddeDce. 

July  12,  1843,  warranted  passed  midshipman  from  June  29,  1813. 

December  12,  1843,  to  the  Potomac. 

July  14,  1844,  transferred  to  Somers. 

October  25,  1844,  appointed  acting  master. 

November  12,  1845,  detached  from  Somers  and  granted  three  months'  leave. 

April  8,  1846,  ordered  to  receiving  ship  at  Philadelphia. 

November  21,  1846,  detached  and  to  steamer  Hunter. 

August  31,  1847,  returned  from  home  squadron  sick. 

October  19, 1847,  ordered  to  Supply  as  acting  master.  , 

December  9, 1848,  detached  antl  granted  three  months'  leave. 

March  3,  1849,  to  Philadelphia  rendezvous. 

May  20, 1850,  detached  and  to  Coast  Survey. 

October  24, 1850,  warranted  as  master  from' October  18, 1850. 

November  26,  1850,  detached  and  waiting  orders. 

January  13,  1851,  to  the  St.  Lawrence. 

August  14, 1851,  detached  and  three  months'  leave.       ^ 

September  26,  1851,  commissioned  lieutenant  from  June  11,  1851. 

November  5,  1851,  leave  extendf'd. 

April  3,  1852,  to  Coast  Survey. 

May  11,  1852,  to  the  Corwiu.'  ^ 

July  21,  1853,  detached  and  to  Coast  Survey*  Office. 

November  17, 1853,  detached  and  ordered  to  Corwin. 

October  25,  1854,  detached  and  --rdered.to  Walker. 

November  29,  1854,  detached  and  waiting  orders. 

May  24,  1855,  to  the  Congrefw. 

February  26,  1857,  detached  from  the  Congress. 
•    November  27,  1857,  appointed  light-house  inspector. 

September  15,  1859,  detached  and  ordered  to  bold. in  readiness  for  sea-servioe. 

November  1,  1859,  to  Water  Witch. 

November  8,  1859,  detached  by  request  and  waiting  orders. 

December  1,  1859,  to  Saginaw. 

December  14,  1860,  detached  by  Commodore  Stribling. 

May  29,  1861,  ordered  to  San  tee. 

May  14,  1863,  placed  on  retired  list  on  furlough  pay. 

July  12,  1864,  court-martial  duty. 

July  1,  1865,  detached  from  that  duty. 

April  4, 1867,  commissioned  as  commander  on  the  retired  list,  having  been  promoted 
under  act  of  March  2,  1867,  in  common  with  all  other  officers  on  retir^  list. 

July  2,  1867,  ordere<l  as  warrant  officer,  &c.,  to  navy-yard,  Pensacola. 

December  13, 1867,  detached  from  naval  duties  and  onlered  to  navy-yard,  Pensacola. 

May  29,  1869,  Detached  from  navy-yard,  Pensacola,  and  waiting  orders. 

October  15,  1869,  ordered  a«  light-house  inspector,  sixth  district. 

September  13,  1870,  detache<l  October  1,  and  waiting  onlers. 

No  farther  orders. 

This  record  is  a  very  creditable  one,  shows  the  efficient  services  per- 
formed by  him,  and  proves  very  conchisively,  in  the  estimation  of  your 
committee,  that  he  was  not,  at  the  date  of  his  last  service,  in  November, 
1801,  ill  the  slightest  degree  incapacitated  from  active  service  as  alleged 
by  the  retiring  board  in  its  finding.  After  a  very  careful  examination 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  retiring  boar^  relative  to  this  case,  and  it» 
finding  upon  the  points  presented  for  its  consideration  by  the  depart- 
ment, relating  to  the  general  fitness  of  this  officer  for  active  duty,  your 
committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  evidence  adduced  was  conclusively  in 
his  favor  as  to  his  physical,  mental,  moral,  and  professional  standing,  and 
they  cannot  understand,  in  view  of  the  verj-  strong  and  satisfactory  testi- 
mony in  his  favor,  upon  what  principle  the  board  arrived  at  its  conclusion 
that  this  officer  was  incapacitated  for  active  service. 
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In  8up[K)rt  of  this  finding  it  will  be  seen  that  the  'Savy  Department 
diHreirarded  the  opinion  of  this  board  that  Commander  Westcott  was  in- 
capacitated for  the  discharge  of  active  duty  by  assigning  him  to  very 
important  active  duty  thereafter.  His  first  active  duty  after  being  placed 
on  the  retired  list  was  that  of  a  member  of  a  court-martial  held  at  the- 
Brooklyn  navy-yard,  New  York,  the  duties  of  which  he  discharged  from 
July,  1864,  to  March,  1865. 

In  July,  1867,  he  was  ordered  to  the  Pensacola  navy-yard  as  equip- 
ment and  navigation  officer,  and  on  the  11th  of  September,  1867,  he  was- 
onlered  to  take  command  of  the  navy-yard  at  Pensacola,  Fla.,  and  con- 
tinued in  command  until  the  27th  of  November,  1867,  when  the  comman- 
dant, whom  he  had  relieved,  returned  to  his  post,  whereupon  Com- 
mander Westcott  was  detached  as  equipment  and  navigation  officer,  and 
assigned  to  duty  as  the  executive  officer  of  the  navy -yard,  the  duties  of 
which  he  discharged  until  the  20th  of  May,  1869. 

On  the  15th  of  October,  1869,  he  was  ordered  as  United  States  in- 
spector of  the  sixth  light-house  district,  with  headquarters  at  Charles- 
ton, S.  C,  extending  from  Wilmington,  N.  C,  to  Cape  Canaveral,  Fla.,. 
which  district  he  thoroughly  reconstructed,  and  performed  the  duties 
api)ertaining  to  his  trust  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  Light-House 
Board,  and  remained  in  the  discharge  of  such  duty  until  he  was  placed 
on  waiting  orders,  agreeably  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  3, 
1873. 

From  the  above  facts  it  is  clearly  shown  that  manifest  injustice  was 
(lone  Commander  Westcott  by  depriving  him  of  his  position  on  the 
active  list. 

Aecompanjing  the  bill  in  support  of  his  restoration  to  the  active  list^ 
are  stroii  g  testimonials  from  his  family  physician,  the  Army  surgeon  of 
the  post,  and  the  rector  of  his  church,  as  to  his  present  physical  and 
mental  condition,  as  well  as  to  his  moral  standing  in  the  community  iA 
which  be  resides.  They  certify  that  he  is  now,  and  has  been,  a  person 
of  sound,  .vigorous  health,  in  body  and  mind,  and  fully  competent  to 
discharge  the  active  duties  of  his  profession ;  which  statements  are  fully 
(corroborated  by  prominent  officers  of  the  United  States,  military  and 
civil,  as  also  by  citizeds  of  standing  in  the  community  in  which  he  re- 
sides. 

In  considering  the  facts  in  relation  to  the  application  of  this  officer 
the  committee  cannot  but  conclude  that  great  injustice  has  been  done 
Commander  Westcott,  and  that  the  action  of  the  department,  placing 
him  on  the  retired  list,  was  in  conflict  not  only  with  the  spirit  but  the 
intent  of  the  act  of  August  3,  1861 . 

Your  committee  are,  therefore,  satisfied  that  this  officer,  at  the  date 
of  his  retirement,  was  not  incapacitated  for  active  duty;  and  has  not 
been  since  the  date  thereof.  There  being  no  legal  impediment  in  the 
way  of  his  restoration  to  the  active  list  of  the  Navy — ^not  having  served 
forty-five  years,  nor  attained  the  age  of  sixty-two  years — they  respect- 
fully report  the  bill  back  to  the  Senate  and  recommend  its  passage. 


47th  Congress,  •  SENATE.  /  Eeport 

l8t  Session.       f  (No.  593. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  17,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Hoar,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  an  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  James  B. 
Crank  and  Oeorge  Hoffman  for  compensation  for  use  and  occupation  of 
their  property  by  the  Army  during  the  war^  have  considered  the  same,  and 
respectfully  report : 

It  appears  from  affidavits  filed  in  this  case  that  in  May,  1864,  the 
claimants  took  from  one  David  Christie  an  assignment  of  his  lease  of  a 
church  building  on  Twenty-second  street,  near  G,  in  the  northwest  sec- 
tion of  this  city,  which  was  then  and  afterwards  used  as  a  bakery  and 
drinking  saloon.  The  lease  had  then  about  two  years  and  six  months 
to  run.  It  does  not  clearly  appear  whether  Christie  or  his  wife  contin- 
ued to  carry  on  the  business,  or  whether  the  claimants  undertook  it 
themselves.  There  i&  no  document  or  statement  showing  what  the  rent 
paid  for  the  property  at  that  time  was,  but  a  lease  of  the  premises  to 
one  of  the  claimants  in  1871  is  among  the  evidence,  in  whicli  the  yearly 
rental  is  fixed  at  $125. 

In  August,  1864,  the  building  caught  fire,  but  was  not  destroyed. 
The  military  officer  in  charge  of  that  quarter  advised  his  superiors  that 
the  occupation  of  the  building  as  a  bakery  was  a  standing  menace  to 
large  quantities  of  government  supplies  stored  in  a  warehouse  near  by. 
'Die  proper  authorities  thereupon  ordered  the  closing  of  the  shop,  and 
it  remained  idle  for  about  two  years. 

The  claimants  now  ask  to  be  allowed  $10,000  a  year  for  the  rent  of 
the  establishment  during  those  two  years.  They  applied  to  the  Quarter- 
master-General in  1867,  asking  for  something  over  $14,000  in  all,  instead 
of  $20,000,  which  they  now  claim.  Their  claim  was  rejected.  In  1876 
they  applied  to  the  Treasury  Department,  and  were  refused  on  the  ground 
that  the  ci^im  was  for  unliquidated  damages,  over  which  the  accounting 
officers  had  no  jurisdiction.  They  now  apply  to  Congress  for  the  first 
time,  more  than  five  years  after  their  claim  was  rejected  by  the  Third 
Auditor. 

There  is  no  evidence  whatever  to  show  why  the  property  which  was 
rented  for  $125  in  1871  should  have  been  worth  $10,000  a  year  in  1864, 
just  after  a  fire  had  injured  it  to  some  extent.  There  are  affidavits 
which  assert  that  they  were  doing  a  very  good  business  at  the  saloon, 
an<l  that  $10,(KN)  was  a  fair  yearly  valuation.  This  is  remarkable,  also, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  that  section  of  the  city  wa«  then  comparatively 
un.settled. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that,  a«  the  closing  of  the  building 
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was  deemed  a  military  necessity,  the  claimants  are  not  entitled  to  compen- 
sation ;  that  they  have  proved  no  loss  eqnal  to  the  amount  they  claim  ^ 
and  that  they  have  been  guilty  of  laches  in  the  prosecution  of  their 
claim. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  that  the  pi'ayer  of  the  petition- 
ers be  not  granted,  but  that  its  consideration  be  indefinitely  postponed* 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ut  Session.       ]  \  No.  594. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  17,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Hr.  Caicbbon,  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  AfGeurs 

submitted  the  following 

KEPORT: 

[To  accompany  S.  R.  61.  ] 

The  Committee  an  \Naval  Affair s^  to  whom  was  referred  the  joint  resolu- 
tion {8.  B.  61)  tendering  the  thanks  of  Congress  to  and  conferring  addi- 
tional rank  on  Chief  Engineer  George  TT.  Melville^  United  States  Navyj 
and  for  other  purposes  y  having  had  the  same  under  oonsideratUm^  "beg 
leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

Tour  committee  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration 
of  this  resolution,  and  recommend  its  indefinite  postponement,  for  rea- 
sons set  forth  in  the  following  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy: 

Navy  Department, 

Washingionj  May  13,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  communication  of  the  12th 
instant,  inclosing  a  copy  of  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  61)  tendering  the  thanks  of  Cougress 
to  and  conferring  additional  rank  on  Chief  Engineer  George  W.  Melville,  United  States 
Navy,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  requesting  the  opinion  of  the  department  regard- 
ing the  propriety  of  enacting  this  resolution  into  a  law. 

The  reflolution  proposes  to  confer  upon  Chief  Engineer  Melville  a  special  vote  of 
thanks  of  Congress,  to  advance  him  in  rank  forty  numbers  on  the  list,  into  the  next 
hifi^r  grade,  and  to  confer  upon  him  a  sum  of  money,  amount  not  named. 

While  it  is  believed  by  the  department  that  Chief  Engineer  Melville  has  done 
all  in  his  power  for  the  rescue  of  his  shipmates,  the  information  from  all  sources  with 
regard  to  the  search  for  Lieutenant-Commander  De  Long  and  his  companions  is  so  lim- 
liA  that  I  cannot  recommend  the  passage  of  the  resolution  at  this  time,  but  respect- 
inlly  suggest  that  no  action  be  taken  until  the  next  session  of  Congress,  by  which 
time  fouinformation  will  have  been  received  and  intelligent  action  can  be  had. 
I  am,  very  respectfully, 

WM.  E.  CHAia)LER. 

Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
Hon.  J.  D.  Cameron, 

Ckaimum  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  United  States  Senate, 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


May  17,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  GAMEBOXy  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  879.] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  Mil  (S.  879) 
authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  reappoint  Stephen  A. 
MeCariy  a  lieutenant'Coinmander  in  the  Navy^  having  had  the  same 

.  under  consideration^  beg  leave  to  sicbmit  the  following  report : 

A  joint  resolution  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
reappoint  Lieutenant-Commander  McCarty  in  the  Navy,  was  favorably 
reported  by  your  committee  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  and  it  passed 
the  Senate.'  It  failed  to  pass  the  House  simply  for  want  of  time,  the 
joint  resolution  having  been  sent  over  to  that  body  towards  the- closing 
hours  of  the  session. 

The  petition  of  Lieutenant-Commander  McCarty  was  before  this  com- 
mittee in  the  Forty-fifth  Congress,  and  they  reported  upon  it  adversely. 
This  action  your  committee  now  think  was  not  fully  warranted  by  the 
facts  of  the  case  as  they  appear  of  record.  On  account  of  the  great 
amount  of  business  at  the  closing  hours  of  the  session  the  action  of  the 
i'ommittee  was  necessarily  hasty,  as  is  apx>arrent  from  the  fact  that  no 
printed  statement  accompanied  the  report  at  that  time,  and  therefore  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  adverse  report  was  based  do  not  appear.  The 
case,  in  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  is  one  which  commends  itself  to 
the  justice  and  leniency  of  Congress. 

Stephen  A.  McCarty  is  a  citizen  and  resident  of  Pulaski,  Oswego 
County,  N.  Y.,  and  is  about  thirty-nine  years  of  age.  He  entered  the 
United  States  Navy  as  a  midshipman  in  1856.  In  1862  he  was  promoted 
to  a  lieutenancy,  and  in  1866  was  appointed  a  lieutenant-C/Ommander.  He 
held  this  commission  until  1874,  at  which  time  he  had  been  in  the  service 
eighteen  years,  and,  until  within  a  brief  period  before,  had  discharged 
and  fulfilled,  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  department  and  the  offtcers 
in  immediate  command,  every  offtcial  duty  and  requirement  of  his  posi- 
tion. Unfortunately,  while  he  was  attached  to  the  United  States  steamer 
Powhatan,  he  was  said  to  have  been  under  the  influence  of  liquor  on 
several  occasions,  for  which  of^nse  he  was  tried  by  a  court-martial  and 
found  guilty;  but  the  members  of  the  court,  however,  recommended  him 
to  the  clemency  of  the  Secretary,  with  but  one  exception,  and  in  defer- 
ence to  that  recommendation  the  sentence  was  remitted  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy. 

Some  months  later  he  again  took  to  drinking,  and  charges  were  again 
l)referred  agaipst  him,  pending  the  trial  of  which  he  resigned  his  com- 
mission. He  gave  his  reasons  for  this  action  in  a  letter  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  dated  January  13,  1879,  as  follows : 

I  resigned  while  a  charge  of  intoxication  was  pending  against  me,  and,  althongh  I 
was  confident  then,  as  I  am  now,  that  the  specific  charge  aUeged  could  not  be  bu»- 
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tained,  still'  I  was  by  that  oircnmstance  brought  to  face  my  actual  couditioH.  Fully 
realizing  that  the  intemperate  habits  which  I  frankly  and  with  deep  regret  confess 
I  had  contracted  rendered  me  liable  to  similar  difficulties  sooner  or  later,  I  believed 
it  to  be  of  paramount  importance  to  my  future  welfare  to  reform  absolutely,  and  that 
I  could  more  effectually  and  thoroughly  accomplish  this  by  leaving  the  Navy.  My 
sole  motive  in  resigning  was  to  make  myself  more  fit  to  hold  my  position,  with  a  view 
of  asking  for  restoration  to  the  service  when  the  temporary  physical  and  mental  dis- 
ability had  been  removed. 

Although  the  caase  which  led  to  his  resignation  is  very  much  depre- 
cated  by  your  committee,  still  it  does  not  api>ear  from  the  records  that 
he  grossly  neglected  his  duty,  or  that  any  palpable  iiyary  resulted  U> 
the  service  therefrom.  When  his  eighteen  years  of  faithful  and  efficient 
service  in  the  Navy  are  taken  into  consideration — shaving  served  through 
all  the  dangers  of  the  late  war,  taking  part  in  the  principal  engagements 
of  Admiral  Farragut's  fleet,  and  being  wounded  at  the  battle  of  Mobile 
— and  the  fact  that  up  to  two  years  of  his  resigning  no  report  or  com- 
plaint was  ever  made  against  him  or  to  his  discredit,  your  committee 
cannot  but  feel  inclined  to  overlook  the  unfortunate  circumstance  of  his 
drinking  (which  after  all  seems  to  have  been  with  him  more  of  a  mis- 
fortune than  an  inveterate  habit  or  fault),  particularly  as  he  has  since 
his  resignation  entirely  and  completely  reformed.  This  fact  is  borne 
out  by  the  following  testimonial  from  citiz^s  of  the  town  in  which  Mr» 
McGarty  resides : 

To  ike  Senate  and  ffou»e  of  Bepresentativee  of  the  United  Slatee : 

The  petition  of  the  undersigned  citizens,  inhabitants  of  the  county  of  Oswego,  New 
York,  resj^tf^lly  represents : 

That  they  are  personally  acquainted  with  Stephen  A.  McCarty.  late  a  lieutenant- 
commander  in  the  United  States  Navy,  who  for  the  last  few  years  has  been  a  resident 
of  Pulaski,  in  the  said  county ;  that  dnring  the  time  of  his  residence  here,  for  the  last 
two  years  or  more,  his  character  and  conduct  in  every  respect  have  been  correct  and 
exemplary,  and  particularlv  in  respect  to  his  sobriety  and  firmness  in  habits  of  tem- 
perance. In  view  of  his  education  and  training  in  the  Navy  and  his  services  as  an 
ofQcer,  and  his  entire  freedom  and  emancipation  from  the  unfortunate  circumstancei^ 
^hich  induced  his  withdrawal,  we  earnestly  recommend  his  restoration  to  the  posi- 
tion for  which  he  is  so  well  fitted  by  education,  training,  and  exi»erience.  We  ask, 
therefore,  that  such  act  or  resolution  may  be  passed  as  will  authorize  his  restoration 
t-o  the  service,  for  which  he  is  so  well  qualified  and  competent  in  every  respect. 
Pulaski,  Oswego  County,  New  York,  January,  1879. 

W.  B.  DIXON, 
Supervitor  of  the  Toum  of  Biohland, 
FRANK  S.  LORD,  M.  D., 
Late  Sherifof  (hwego  County. 

E.  A.  KING, 
Atiomejf  and  Cotmsstor  at  Law^ 
JAJ&S  M.  FENTON, 

Jvstioeof  the  Peace^ 
JNO.  B.  WATSON, 

Jmetiee  of  the  Peace. 
NATHAN  B,  SMITH, 
Attorney  and  Couneelor  at  Law. 
SEBASTIAN  DUFK', 
Prineipal  of  Pulaeki  Aoademif. 
L.  R.  MUZZY, 
Editor  and  Proprietor  PulaiH  Democrat. 
M.  B.  COMFORT, 
Pastor  Baptist  Churchy  Pnlnski^ 
ROBERT  PAUL, 
Hector  of  Saint  James  Churchf  Pnlaski. 

I  personally  know  each  and  every  the  gentlemen  whose  names  are  signed  hereto  (on 
this  half  sheet),  and  have  for  many  years,  and  vouch  for  the  high  standing  and  re- 
spectability of  each  and  every  one  of  such  sig^neis.  I  unite  witht^em  in  recommend- 
ing that  Mr.  McCarty  be  reinstated  in  the  Navy. 

W.  H.  BAKER. 
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Tlie  following  two  letters,  from  his  superior  officers,  show  his  conduct 
while  nnder  their  immediate  command : 

Commandant's  Office, 
United  States  Navy-Yard,  League  Island,  Pa., 

December  17, 1678. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  received  your  note  of  10th  instant,  and  am  glad  to  hear  from  you  and 
that  yon  have  entirely  retormed,  and  that  for  nearly. three  years  yon  haye  been  striotlv 
temperate ;  and  bo  long  as  yon  adhere  to  strictly  temperate  habits,  you  will  trinmph 
oTerthe  only  barrier  that  iknow  of  to  yOnr  success  in  life. 

Aside  from  this  objection,  dnring  the  time  you  were  under  my  command,  on  board 
the  United  States  steamer  Powhatan,  I  found  you  to  be  a  very  capable  and  useful 
officer.  I  am  always  glad  to  give  a  helping  hand  to  deserving  people ;  to  encourage: 
those  who  are  determined  to  do  right ;  and  yon  have  my  earnest  wishes  for  your  sue- 
eefls  and  prosperity. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

#  PEIRCE  CROSBY, 

S.  A.  McCarty, 

WaMngtony  D,  C. 

United  States  Navy- Yard,  Washington, 

Commandant's  Office, 

December  6,  1878. 

Sir  :  In.  reply  to  your  verbal  request,  I  have  the  pleasure  of  stating  that  while  under 
my  commana  as  navigating  officer  of  the  United  States  steamer  Shenandoah  your  con- 
duct in  every  respect  as  omoer  and  gentleman  was  such  as  to  merit  my  approbation. 
Yery  rei«»ectfally,  your  obedient  servant, 

JNO.  C.  FEBIGER, 
CmntMdore  United  Statee  Navy, 
Mr.  S.  A.  McCarty. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  answer  to  a  letter  written  to  him  by 

the  former  chairman  of  this  committee,  made  the  following  reply,  which 

^ve«  a  full  history  of  the  case : 

Navy  Department, 
Washington,  January  13,  1879. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  rec#ipt  of  your  letter  of  the  8th  instant^ 
inclosing  the  memorial  of  Stephen  A.  McCarty  for  the  passage  of  an  act  or  joint  reso* 
Intion  authorizing  the  President  to  restore  him  to  his  position  of  lieutenant-commander 
ID  the  Navy,  and  asking  that  the  Naval  Committee,  to  which  the  memorial  has  been 
referred,  may  be  famished  with  such  information  and  the  cause  of  his  leaving  the 
naval  service  as  the  records  of  the  department  contain ;  also,  with  any  recommenda- 
tion I  may  thank  proper  to  make. 

Stephen  A.  McCarty  entered  the  Navy  as  a  midshipman  September  25, 1656 ;  was 
promoted  to  a  lientenant  August  1,  1862,  and  to  a  lieutenant-commander  August  9^ 
1)566,  and  resisned  November  7,  1874. 

He  was  in  tne  Nayv  upwards  of  eighteen  years;  was  at  sea  over  ten  years  of  that 
time ;  was  on  shore  duty  about  three  years,  and  on  leave  or  waiting  orders  about  five 
years. 

So  far  as  the  records  show,  his  service  was  well  performed  and  his  general  conduct 
and  deportment  good,  until  about  September,  1872,  when,  while  attached,  to  the  United 
States  ship  Powhatan,  he  was  reported  to  have  been  under  the  iofluence  of  liquor  on 
three  or  four  separate  occasions  within  a  short  period.  Charees  were  preferred,  and 
lie  was  tried  by  court-martial  September  30,  1672.  The  court  found  him  guilty,  but 
all  the  members,  with  a  single  exception,  recommended  him  to  clemency. 

The  Seerstary  of  the  Navy,  on  the  24th  of  February,  1873,  remitted  the  sentence, 
writing  to  him  as  follows : 

^*  T&  members  of  the  court  by  which  yon  were  tried,  with  one  exception,  unite  in 
earnestly  recommending  yon  to  clemency,  on  the  ground  that  the  misconduct  which 
baa  placedyon  in  your  present  position  was  a  *  temporary  abberration  from  the  very  high 
profewiona)  reputation  yon  have  heretofore  borne.'  You  were  guilty  of  grave  infrac- 
tions of  discipline,  bnt  the  recommendation  of  the  members  of  the  court,  themselves 
officers  of  experience  and  high  professional  reputation,  is  entitled  to  great  weight,  and 
the  department  would  with  the  utmost  reluctance,  for  a  first  offense,  and  that  involv- 
ing no  grave  moral  turpitude,  deprive  an  officer  of  a  high  professional  reputation  of 
the  fruus  of  years  of  i^niformly  good  and  exemplary  conduct.  1  have  concluded,  there- 
fore, to  yield  to  the  recommendation  in  your  behalf  and  remit  the  sentence  of  the 
conrt." 

In  November,  1874,  the  commander-in-chief  of  the  North  Atlantic  Station  preferred 
charges  against  Lieutenant-Commander  McCarty,  then  executive  officer  of  theCauan- 
daigiia,  of  drunkenness  and  neglect  of  duty,  and  brought  him  before  a  court-martial 
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for  trial.  The  department  finds  from  the  record  of  these  charges  that,  while  this  ship 
was  at  anchor  at  New  Orleans,  he  became  so  much  nnder  the  influence  of  liqnor  as  to 
be  nuflt  for  the  performance  of  his  duty,  and  not  in  a  fit  condition  to  receive  the  com- 
manding officer  of  the  vessel  on  his  return  to  the  ship.  After  the  court  was  organized 
.and  were  about  to  proceed  to  the  trial^  Lieutenant-Commander  MCarty  tendered  his 
Tesignation ;  and  the  commander-in-chief  stating  that  he  saw  no  objection  to  its  ac- 
•coptance,  it  was  accepted,  and  his  connection  with  the  service  ceased. 

There  ai^pears  to  have  been  nothing  else  that  would  have  interfered  with  the  further 
usefulness  and  future  successful  career  of  Lieutenant-Commander  McCarty  than  his 
•occasional  overindulgence  in  intoxicating  liquors,  and  these  instances  were  only  dur- 
ing the  last  two  years  of  his  service  in  the  Navv.  His  reputation  prior  to  that  time 
was  good  for  sobriety  and  for  efficient  and  faithful  discharge  of  duty.  He  possesses 
many  traits  of  character  which  commend  him  to  those  in  and  out  of  the  service. 

He  now  presents  and  places  on  file  statements  from  citizens  of  high  character  and 
standing — associates  and  neighbors  who  have  observed  his  conduct — as  to  his  complete 
reformation,  and  that  he  has  abstained  from  the  use  of  any  intoxicating  liquors  fur 
two  or  three  years  past. 

He  feels  deeply  the  loss  of  a  position  which  he  had  reached  after  so  many  years  of 
faithful  service,  and  is  anxious  to  have  the  opportunity  of  proving  himself  as  worthy 
of  further  trust  and  confidence. 

Under  all  the  circumstances,  the  department  thinks  that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner 
•for  relief  might  be  granted.  But  in  view  of  the  claims  of  others  in  the  service,  and 
upon  the  principle  tnat  an  officer  who  has  sacrificed  his  position  and  rank  by  his  own 
misconduct  should  not  have  them  fully  restored  by  legislation,  I  would  suggests  that 
the  President  be  authorized  to  nominate  and,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of 
the  Senate,  appoint  him  a  lieutenant-commander  in  the  Navy,  but  to  take  present 
position  at  the  foot  of  the  list  of  officers  of  that  grade.  He  was  No.  19  on  the  list  of 
lieutenant-commanders  when  he  resigned,  and  would  have  been  about  seventeen  num- 
bers from  the  foot  of  the  list  of  commanders  had  he  continued  in  service. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy, 

Hon.  A.  A.  Sargent, 

Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs, 

United  Stat€9  Stmatef  WashingtoHf  D.  C, 

Your  committee,  therefore,  taking  all  the  attendant  circumstances 
into  consideration,  his  previous  good  reputation,  his  long  and  honorable 
career  in  the  United  States  Navy,  and  his  subsequent  total  reformation 
and  good  behavior,  attested  by  his  neighbors  and  fellow-citizens,  con- 
cur in  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  beg  leave 
to  report  the  bill  back  to  the  Senate  favorably,  without  amendment,  and 
recommend  its  passage. 


[Appendix.] 
To  all  tchom  it  may  concern : 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  not  tasted,  drank,  or  used  any  spirituous  or  malt  liquors, 
wine,  or  cider,  or  any  intoxicant  since  A.  D.  1876,  a  period  of  nearly  six  years,  and  that 
tiince  that  time  I  have  been  strictly  and  wholly  abstinent. 

STEPHEN  A.  Mccarty. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  14th  day  of  February,  1882. 
[SEAL.]  FEED.  W.  PRATT, 

Notary  Public. 

I  cheerfully  certify  to  the  truth  of  Mr.  McCarty 's  statement,  from  my  own  personal 
and  almost  daily  observation  of  him  during  the  irreater  part  of  the  time  specified. 

WM.  J.  MURTAOH. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  14th  day  of  February,  1882. 

I  SEAL.]  FRED.  W.  PRATT, 

Notary  Public, 

I  most  cheerfully  and  truthfully  can  say,  having  known  Mr.  McCarty  the  past  three 
vears,  that  he  is  one  of  our  few  teetotal  men  of  this  District. 

HENRY  D.  BARR, 
1111  Pennsylvania  Avenue. 

Subscribed  and  swoni  to  before  me  this  14th  day  of  February,  1882. 
J:8Eal.]  FRED.  \V.  PRATT, 

Notary  Public 

c 


47th  Congress,  )        .         SENATE.  i  Repobt  595, 

Ist  Session.       |  )       Part  2. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr,  BOLLiNS,  from  tlie  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORI TY  : 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  879.] 

The  bill  authorizes  the  President  to  reapx>oint  Stephen  A.  McCarty  a 
lieutenant-commander  on  the  active  list  of  the  Navy,  to  take  position 
at  the  foot  of  the  list  of  officers  of  that  grade. 

Stephen  A.  McCarty  was  appointed  a  midshipman  September  25, 
1856 ;  was  promoted  to  lieutenant  August  J,  18G2 ;  and  received  a  com- 
mission as  lieutenant-commander  August  9, 18G6. 

While  attached  to  the  Uuited  States  steamer  Powhahin,  September 
30, 1872,  he  was  tried  by  a  naval  general  court-martial  on  a  charge  of 
drunkenness,  found  guilty  of  the  charge,  and  sentenced  to  be  dismissed 
from  the  Navy. 

The  members  of  the  court,  with  one  exception,  having  recommended 
LieutenanlCommander  McCarty  to  clemency,  on  the  ground  that  his 
misconduct  was  a  ''temporary  abberation  from  the  very  high  profes- 
sional reputation  he  had  before  borne,"  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  re- 
mitted the  sentence  of  the  court. 

Prior  to  the  above  trial  by  court  martial,  Lieutenant-Commander 
McCarty  had  violated  a  written  pledge  given  to  his  commanding  officer, 
to  the  effect  that  he  would  abstain  from  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors 
while  under  his  command. 

In  November,  1874,  the  commander-in-chief  of  the  North  Atlantic 
squadron  preferi*ed  charges  of  drunkenness  and  neglect  of  duty  against 
Lieutenant-Commander  McCarty,  who  was  serving  as  executive  officer 
of  the  United  States  steamer  Canandaigua. 

After  the  court  had  been  organized  and  was  about  to  proceed  to  the 
trial  of  Lieutenant  Commander  McCarty  he  tendered  his  resignation, 
nrhich  was  accepted,  and  his  connection  with  the  Navy  ceased. 

During  the  past  three  years  Mr.  McCarty  has  been  endeavoring  to  obtain 
restoration  to  the  Navy  by  means  of  an  act  of  Congress,  and  should  the 
bill  (S.  879)  become  a  law  great  injustice  will  be  inflicted  upon  280 
lieutenants,  100  masters,  and  300  ensigns  and  midshipmen,  who  are  in 
good  standing  in  the  Navy,  and  have  not  been  guilty  of  misconduct,  but 
whose  promotion  will  be  temporarily  stopped  by  the  reinstatement  of 
Mr.  M(K3arty,  who  was  once  sentenced  to  dismissal  by  court-martial  for 
drunkenness,  after  having  violated  a  written  pledge  given  to  escape 
trial ;  and  who,  in  spite  of  the  clemency  shown  him,  again  conducted 
himself  in  such  a  manner  that  a  resignation  was  the  only  escape  from 
dismissal  by  sentence  of  a  court-martial. 

Section  1441  of  the  Bevised  Statutes  of  1878  provides  that  no  officer 
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who  has  been  dismissed  by  the  sentence  of  a  conrt-martial,  or  suffered 
to  resign  in  order  to  escape  such  dismissal,  shall  ever  again  become  an 
officer  of  the  Navy. 
-  It  is  assumed,  from  the  fact  that  Mr.  McCarty  resigned  after  the  court- 
martial  had  been  convened,  that  he  did  it  to  escape  the  dismissal  which 
would  have  followed  the  trial  and  have  disqualified  him  for  restoration, 
under  the  act  of  16th  July,  1862.  (Section  1441  Ee vised  Statutes, 
1878.) 

The  relief  granted  in  the  bill  (S.  879)  will  be  but  a  temporary  one ; 
and,  judging  from  precedent,  at  the  next  session  Congress  will  be  asked 
to  restore  Lieutenant-Commander  McCarty  to  his  original  position  oa 
the  Xavy  list,  which  will  be  equivalent  to  promoting  him  one  grade 
and  advancing  him  over  the  heads  of  150  officers  more  deserving  thau 
he. 

We  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  puss,  and  that  the  same 
be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Repobt 

l8t  Session.       )  ( No.  596. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  19,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mahone,  from  the  Committee  on  Post-Offices  and  Post-Roads,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  1905.] 

The  Committee  on  Post- Offices  and  Post-Roads,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
petition  for  the  relief  of  M.  C.  Mordecai,  having  had  the  same  under 
care/ul  consideration,  beg  leave  to  report  as  follows : 

That  in  the  year  184S  M.  C.  Mordecai  and  others  were  the  owners  of 
the  steamer  Isabel,  a  steamship  built  with  reference  to  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  the  United  States  mails  from  Charleston,  S.  0.,  via 
Savannah,  Ga.,  and  Key  West,  Fla.,  to  Havana,  in  the  Island  of  Cuba ; 
that  from  1848  to  1859  the  said  M.  C.  Mordecai,  under  a  contract  w^ith 
the  Postmaster  General  and  by  authority  of  Congress,  carried  said  mails 
to  and  from  the  above-named  points  for  the  contract-price  of  $50,000 
per  annum,  except  for  the  last  five  years  of  said  term,  for  which  they 
were  paid  $60,000  per  annum ;  that  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said  con- 
tract, to  wit,  March,  1859,  provision  was  made,  as  in  former  years,  in 
the  Post-Office  appropriation  bill,  for  a  renewal  of  contract,  but  the  en- 
tire bill  failed  to  pass  both  houses,  and  Congress  adjourned  without 
making  any  provisions  whatever  for  the  support  of  the  mail  service  of 
the  country. 

At  the  expiration  of  his  contract,  June  30, 1859,  M.  C.  Mordecai  ceased 
carrying  said  mails,  because  of  the  failure  of  the  passage  of  the  usual 
appropriation  for  its  support.  ^ 

After  the  lapse  of  three  months,  namely,  on  October  1, 1859,  at  the 
earnest  solicitation  of  the  public,  through  petitions  and  appeals  from 
the  boards  of  trade,  chambers  of  commerce,  and  merchants  of  all  the 
principal  Atlantic  seaiK)rtA,  said  M.  C.  Mordecai  was  induced,  with  the 
knowledge  and  consent  of  the  Post-Office  Department,  to  resume  the 
carrying  of  said  mails,  intending,  as  stated  in  the  memorial  before  your 
committee,  to  look  to  the  subsequent  action  of  Congress  for  compensa- 
tion, the  Postmaster-General  not  being  authorized  to  contract  for  any 
comx)ensation  farther  than  the  ocean  and  inland  postages,  which  were 
entirely  inadequate  to  compensate  for  the  service  rendered. 

The  evidence  is  abundant  that  the  mails  were  carried  regularly  on 
said  steamej  twice  a  month,  from  October  1,  1859,  to  July  20, 1800,  for 
which  no  compensation  of  any  kind  was  received  from  any  source. 

In  the  Post-Office  deficiency  bill  of  1860  provision  was  made  by  the 
House  for  a  renewal  of  the  former  contract,  and  also  for  compensation 
for  the  service  performed  as  aforesaid  without  contract.  This  latter  pro- 
vision passed  the  House  on  a  test  vote  by  115  to  60.    In  the  Senate  the 
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entire  paragraph  was  stricken  out^  and  the  Postmaster-General  aathor- 
ized  to  advertise  in  the  usual  manner  and  let  the  contract  to  the  lowest 
bidder.  This  was  done,  and  the  petitioner  was  again  awarded  the  con- 
tract, at  $40,000  per  annum,  for  the  service  from  Charleston  to  Key  West, 
and  the  ocean  and  inland  i>ostage8  for  that  part  from  Key  West  to  Ha- 
vana. By  the  alterations  thus  made  in  the  Senate,  provision  for  the 
service  from  October  1, 1859,  to  July  20, 1860,  was  omitted,  but  at  the 
next  ensuing  session  of  Congress  a  bill  was  reported  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post-Offices  and  Post-Boads  allowing  the  petitioner  compensation 
for  said  service  at  the  rate  of  the  last  contract.  On  account  of  the  dis- 
turbed condition  of  the  country  at  that  time,  thij  bill  never  received  coa- 
«ideration  at  the  hands  of  Congress,  and  the  petitioner,  notwithstanding 
repeated  efforts,  has  to  this  day  received  no  sort  of  compensation  for  said 
service. 

In  view  of  all  the  evidence  presented,  it  appears  that  the  service  upon 
this  route  had  become  at  that  time  a  most  important  branch  of  the  mail 
service  of  the  country,  and  the  petitioner  exhibited  great  liberality  and 
contributed  largely  to  the  public  convenience  by  yielding  to  the  solici- 
tations of  the  public  and  continuing  the  service  in  all  its  efficiency  as 
^ad  been  done  when  under  contract,  and  your  committee  are  of  the  opin- 
ion that  he  is  equitably  and  properly  entitled  to  receive  compensation 
therefor  at  the  rate  at  which  the  contract  was  renewed  when  let  to  the 
lowest  bidder  after  public  advertisement,  viz,  at  the  rate  of  $40,000  per 
annum  for  the  service  from  Charleston  to  Key  West,  and  the  ocean  and 
inland  postages  from  Key  West  to  Havana. 

For  nine  months  and  twenty  days,  the  period  covered  by  said  service, 
^t  the  rate  of  $40,000per  annum,  would  amount  to  $32,222.22,  and  the 
postages  from  Key  West  to  Havana,  computed  upon  the  basis  of  the 
succeeding  contract,  $5,769.73;  total,  $37,991.95. 

Your  committee  therefore  report  the  accompanying  bill  providing 
for  the  payment  of  the  above  named  amount,  with  the  recommendation 
that  it  do  pass. 


■  47th  CONOEESS,  )  SENATE.  (  BEPOBT 

r  l8t  Seasion.      f  .  I  No.  597^ 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Mat  19, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Gboome,  ftom  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  ftocompany  biU  H.  B.  3539.] 

The  Committee  on  PeneionSj  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  (JET.  R.  3539) 
to  inereaae  the  pension  of  Mrs.  Laura  Hentigj  have  considered  the  same^ 
and  report : 

The  House  biU  is  identical  with  Senate  bill  754,  upon  which  your  com- 
mittee some  time  since  made  an  unfavorable  repor^  which  was  adopted 
by  the  Senate.  The  vote  adopting  the  report  was  subsequently  recon- 
sidered by  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate  bill  was  referred  to  your  commit- 
tee for  further  consideration. 

The  report  of  the  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  which  sets 
out  the  facts  of  the  case,  in  the  main  with  accuracy,  is  as  follows : 

The  facte  in  this  case  are  that  Capt.  Edmund  C.  Hentig  was  an  officer  of  the 
United  States  Army,  on  duty  with  his  regiment,  the  Sixth  Imited  States  Cavalry,  at 
Fort  Apache,  Arizona  Territory.  That  on  the  29th  day  of  August,  1881,  he  formed, 
with  his  company,  a  part  of  the  command  under  Col.  £.  A.  Carr,  commandinjjp  Sixth 
Cavalry,  United  States  Army,  which  marched  to  Cibicu  Creek,  near  the  said  Fort 
Apache,  and  on  the  30th  the  command  was  surprised  and  attacked  by  hosule  Apache 
Indians,  who  inflicted  serious  injury  and  loss  of  life  upon  said  command  ;  that  at  the 
beginning  of  the  hostilities  the  said  Captain  Hentig  was  shot  and  instantly  killed  by 
said  hostile  Indians. 

Mrs.  Laura  Hentig,  the  widow  of  the  said  Captain  Hentig,  has  been  an  invalid  for 
several  years,  and,  m>m  the  effects  of  malaria  and  the  shock  of  her  husband's  sud- 
den and  cruel  death,  is  suffering  from  complete  nervous  prostration :  and  it  is  in 
proof,  OS  the  opinion  of  W.  M.  Goodell,  M.  D.,  of  the  University  of  Pennsylvania, 
that  in  all  probability  she  will  never  be  able  to  earn  a  livelihood  for  herself  or  inva- 
lid daughter. 

Mrs.  Hentig  is  poor,  and  her  present  pension  of  |20  per  month  is  scarcely  sufficient 
to  pay  for  necessary  medical  attendance.  In  view  of  all  the  surrounding  circumstan- 
<;es  your  committee  regard  this  case  as  one  involving  unusual  hardships.  They  would, 
therefore,  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Laura  Hentig 
at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month. 

This  case  is  one  of  a  very  large  class.  A  faithful  officer,  who  had  ac- 
cumulated no  property,  lost  his  life  from  one  of  the  dangers  incident  to 
the  service.  He  left  surviving  him  an  invalid  widow  and  daughter,  who 
Hud  that  the  pension  of  $20  a  month,  which  the  widow  receives  under 
the  general  law,  affords  them  a  very  meager  support. 

In  the  opinion  of  your  committee  there  is  no  propriety  in  increasing 
this  lady V  pension  to  $50  a  month,  unless  Oongress  is  prepared  to  grant 
a  like  increase  of  pension  to  all  widows  of  captains  and  officers  of  higher 
grades  who  are  poor  and  in  broken  health,  and  whose  husbands  lost 
their  lives  in  battle.    Such  increase,  if  granted  at  all,  should  be  by  a 
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general  act,  and  not  by  a  vast  number  of  8i)ecial  acts,  and  would  Tery 
greatly  enlarge  the  amount  to  be  annually  paid  out  for  pensions. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  cannot  permit  any  sentiment  of  sympa- 
thy for  a  deserving  lady  to  induce  them  to  recommend  the  passage  of  a 
bill  which  would  create  a  very  bad  precedent.  They  therefore  recom- 
mend that  bill  H.  It.  3539  be  indefinitely  XK)8tponed. 


47th  GoNaBESS,  >  SENATE,  ( REPOBr 

l8t  Session.       ]  \  Ko.  598. 


IS  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22, 1882.— Oidered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  firom  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  sabmitted(the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bUl  S.  654.] 

The  Oommittee  on  Pensions^  to  tohom  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  654)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Rebecca Reynolds^having  considered  the  same^ 
report  as  follows : 

William  Beynolds,  Bear- Admiral,  U.  S.  N.,  husband  of  claimant,  died 
November  5,  1879,  after  an  active  service  of  forty-eight  years.  His 
widow  was  pensioned  from  the  date  of  his  death  at  the  rate  of  $30,  the 
rate  allowed  by  law. 

In  consideration  of  the  long  and  faithful  service  of  Bear-Admiral 
Beynolds,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  in  several  instances  the  pensions  of 
the  widows  of  rear-admirals  have  been  increased  to  $50  by  special  acts^ 
the  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with  an  amendment. 


47th  Congeess,  )  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

l8t  Session.      )  ( No.  699. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  5809.] 

The  Committee  on  PeTmons,  to  whqm  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  B.  5809)  for 
the  relief  ofJcusoh  Humble^  having  considered  thesame^  report  as  follows : 

Tlie  facts  are  correctly  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  House  Committee 
on  lavalid  Pensions  (No.  1048),  as  follows : 

Jacob  Hamble  was  a  private  in  Company  F,  Sixth  Indiana,  and  served  a  three  years' 
enlistment  as  such.  Near  Atlanta,  6a.,  he  was  taken  prisoner  in  July,  1864,  and  was 
confined  at  Andersonville  and  in  other  prisons  until  March,  1865,  when  he  was  paroled 
and  ordered  to  the  prison  camp  at  Camp  Chase,  Ohio.  While  there  he  met  with  a 
severe  accident  by  the  falling  of  his  bunk,  situated  in  the  barracks  at  said  camp,  by 
which  his  spine  was  injured,  and  from  which  he  has  never  recovered.  For  six  years 
past  he  faaa  been  unable  to  stand  and  has  not  left  his  bed.  On  or  about  the  1st  day  of 
August,  1879,  he  made  out  an  application  for  an  invalid  pension  on  account  of  said 
injury,  and  delivered  the  same  to  his  neighbor.  Dr.  William  Williams,  to  be  by  him 
delivered  to  his  attorneys,  McKnight  &  Johnson,  at  Spencer,  Ind.,  with  instructions 
to  file  the  same  at  once  in  the  Pension  Office.  These  papers  did  not  reach  the  Pension 
Ofiice,  and  the  said  Humble  was  not  informed  of  that  fact  until  in  the  year  1881,  about 
two  years  aft-er  lie  had,  as  he  supposed,  complied  with  the  requirements  of  the  law  by 
which  he  would  be  entitled  to  tne  arrears. 

Hamble  files  his  affidavit,  stating  that  he  made  out  his  application  on  or  about  the 
Ut  day  of  August,  1879,  and  delivered  the  same  as  aforesaid  to  Dr.  William  Williams 
to  be  delivered  by  him  to  his  aforesaid  attorneys  at  Spencer.  Franklin  R.  Drake 
tiwears  that  he  saw  said  Humble  at  said  time  so  deliver  said  application  to  said  Wil- 
liams. Dr.  Williams  swears  that  he  did  on  said  day  so  deliver  the  said  application 
with  said  instructions;  that  he  saw  one  of  said  attorneys,  Alex.  McKnight,  at  once 
place  said  declaration  in  an  envelope,  seal  it,  and  start  in  the  direction  of  the  post- 
office,  and  in  a  few  minutes  thereafter  the  said  McKnight  informed  him  that  he  had 
mailed  the  same.  McKnight  testifies  that  he  did  at  that  time  duly  stamp  and  regu- 
larly mail  said  declaration  as  he  was  instructed  to  do :  that  it  was  plainly  directed  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  Washington,  D.  C,  and  that  neither  he  nor  his  partner 
were  informed  that  the  same  had  not  reached  the  Commissioner  aforesaid  until  in  the 
year  1881.  • 

It  appears  to  be  as  certain  as  human  testimony  can  make  any  fact  that  this  declara- 
tion was  lost  in  the  mails  in  some  way ;  that  the  soldier  was  not  in  any  fault ;  that  he 
complied  with  every  requirement  of  the  law ;  that  it  was  then  notorious  that  the  ad- 
judication of  pension  cases  was  greatly  delayed,  and  for  that  reason  he  might  rightly 
have  remained  silent  for  so  long  a  time,  expecting  that  his  claim  would  be  settled  in 
due  course  of  business  in  said  office  when  it  could  be  reached ;  that  this  soldier  was 
then  in  such  a  condition  of  physical  health  that  he  could  not  leave  his  bed,  and  in  fact 
BO  remains.  For  all  these  reasons  your  committee  believe  that  he  is  entitled  to  the  re- 
lief be  asks,  and  therefore  report  the  accompanying  substitute  bill,  and  recommend 
that  it  do  pass. 

The  committee  report  back  the  bill  without  recommendation. 


47th  Congress,  i  SENATE.  (  Report 

1st  Session.      )  ( Ko.  600. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  ONITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1462.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  Mil  {H.  B.  1462) 
granting  a  pension  to  Lewis  Blundin,  having  examined  the  same,  make 
the  following  report : 

Year  committee  find  the  facts  of  this  case  correctly  set  forth  in  Ee- 
X)ort  No.  946  of  the  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  made  at  the 
present  session  of  Congress,  as  follows : 

The  petition  of  Lewis  Blundin  sets  forth  that  he  enlisted  in  Company  C,  Twenty- 
eiehth  Pennsylvania  Volnnteers,  on  July  20,  1861,  and  was  mustered  out  by  reason 
or  expiration  of  terra  of  service  on  July  20,  1864 ;  that  he  again  enlisted  on  March  20, 
1^^65,  in  Company  C,  First  Army  Corps,  Third  United  States  Veteran  Volnnteers,  for 
one  year,  and  was  discharged  March  ^^9, 1866,  on  expiration  of  term  of  service, 
pk  He  now  claims  pension  by  reason  of  disability  incurred  in  the  service  and  in  line  of 
duty ;  that  his  disability  is  paralysis  and  chr6nic  rheumatism,  the  result  of  exposure, 
and  an  attack  of  typhoid  fever ;  that  he  was  treated  for  said  fever  and  rheumatism  in 
1864  in  a  field  hospital  near  Resaca,  6a. 

The  records  of  tne  War  Department  show  service  as  above  claimed,  bnt  furnish  no 
evidence  of  his  disability. 

John  E.  Littleton  makes  affidavit  that  he  was  a  lieutenant  in  Company  C,  Twenty- 
eighth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers;  swears  claimant  was  disabled  about  May  15,  1864; 
that  from  want  of  shelter,  and  from  exposure,  Blundinc  ontracted  typhoid  fever:  was 
a  patient  in  field  hospital;  was  returned  to  duty,  and  by  reason  of  his  weakenea  con- 
dition and  exposure  was  attacked  with  rheumatism,  and  aji^ain  became  a  patient  in 
the  field  hospital.  The  affidavits  of  five  witnesses  show  their  acquaintance  to  have 
extended  over  a  period  of  fifteen  years  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  claim ;  were  his  neigh- 
bors ;  knew  him  to  be  a  perfectly  sound  and  healthy  man  at  the  date  of  his  first 
enlistment;  that  on  his  return  home  after  first  discharge  he  was  greatly  changed  and 
complained  of  rheumatism;  told  affiants  that  he  contracted  disability  in  the  service : 
that  his  health  having  somewhat  improved  he  again  entered  the  service  and  returned 
a  broken-down  man  ;  informed  affiants  that  he  had  not  been  able  to  perform  manual 
labor,  and  since  1666  has  been  the  worst  cripple  affiants  ever  saw  ;  even  is  an  object 
of  pity. 

William  C.  Todd,  M.  D.,  makes  affidavit  that  his  knowledge  of  claimant  dates  from 
March,  1668 ;  that  he  finds  paralysis  of  left  side,  lower  part  of  body,  and  visceral  or- 
gans; that  he  is  incapable  of  performing  manual  labor;  disability  caused  by  chronic 
inflammation  of  the  spinal  cord,  which  may  have  been  the  result*  of  exposure  in  tho 
l'nite<l  States  Army. 

W.  H.  G.  Griffith,'  M.  D.,  makes  affidavit  that  he  has  treat<?d  claimant  professionally 
since  I>ec«*raber,  1870,  for  paralysis  of  left  side  and  vivseeral  organs;  believes  tho  disa- 
lii  lity  originated  from  sicknesH,  medical  maltreatment,  and  exposure  while  in  the  United 
States  Army ;  bis  habits  ^ood  and  temperate. 

Samuel  Lovett,  examining  surgeon,  reports  disability,  resulting  from  typhoid  fever, 
paralysis,  rheumatism,  and  spinal  disease;  in  bis  opinion  disability  originated  in  tho 
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service;  that  one  side  of  claimant  is  nfleless;  the  sphincter  muscles  of  the  anus  and 
bladder  are  also  paralyzed;  has  no  control  over  their  functions;  has  rheumatic  symp- 
toms; affection  of  spine  is  the  result  of  fever. 

The  records  oT  the  field  hospital  are  not  on  file  in  office  of  Surgeon-GeneraL  Claim- 
ant is  nnable  to  discover  the  regimental  surgeon. 

The  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  bill  should  pass,  and  they  therefore  rec- 
ommend the  passage  of  the  bill,  as  amended. 

Upon  this  report  the  Hoase  passed  tbe  bill  for  the  relief  of  Blundin. 
Yoar  committee  concor  in  this  action,  and  recommend  the  passage  of 
the  bill  by  the  Senate. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  /  Report 

Ut  Session.      f  \  Ko.601. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Maj  22, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

fTo  accompany  bill  S.259.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSy  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (8,  259)  for  the 
relief  of  Samuel  C.  Van  Ronton^  having  examined  the  same^  make  the 
following  report : 

That  said  Yan  Honton  enlisted  in  the  service  of  the  United  States 
on  the  7th  December,  1861,  as  a  private  in  Company  E,  Fourth  Beg- 
iment  New  York  Heavy  Artillery,  and  was  honorably  discharged  Oc- 
tober 14, 1865.  At  the  battle  of  Beam's  Station,  Ya.,  he  was  wounded 
by  a  minie-ball  in  the  right  leg,  which  necessitated  (tmputation  of  the 
leg  about  four  inches  from  the  body.  Shortly  after  discharge  he  made 
application  for  pension  on  account  of  said  disability.  His  claim  was 
admitted  in  October,  1866,  and  he  was  allowed  a  pension  at  the  rate  of 
18  per  month,  commencing  October  14, 1865.  It  was  then  increased  to 
115  per  month  from  June  2, 1866.  Subsequently  it  was  raised  to  $18 
I)er  month  from  June  4, 1872,  and  upon  his  application  for  further  in- 
crease made  in  July,  1874,  the  pension  was  again  raised  to  $24  per  month 
from  June  4, 1874. 

Upon  the  passage  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved  March  3, 1879, 
giving  $37.50  per  month  to  pensioners  who  had  been  placed  upon  the 
peusion-rolls  for  amputation  of  either  leg  at  the  hip-joint,  the  claimant 
again  made  application  for  an  increase  to  the  amount  provided  by  said 
act.  This  application  was  i*ejected  by  the  Commissioner,  for  the  reason 
that,  claimant's  leg  being  amputated  below  the  hip-joint,  his  case  did 
not  come  within  the  provisions  of  said  act  of  March,  1879.  His  proper 
rating  was  $24  per  month,  the  amount  he  was  then  receiving.  The 
present  bill  proposes  to  grant  claimant  the  increase  denied  him  by  the 
Pension  Bureau.  No  additional  facts  or  circumstances  are  brought  to 
the  attention  of  your  committee.  The  case  stands  before  them  just  as 
it  stood  before  the  Commissioner,  whose  action  is  sought  to  be  reviewed 
and  reversed.  Your  committee  have  carefully  examined  the  papers 
and  evidence  on  file,  and  fail  to  discover  any  error  in  the  ruling  of  the 
Commissioner,  which  simply  follows  the  provisions  of  the  general  law, 
and  no  grounds  for  special  relief  are  shown.  It  appears  that  claimant 
can  wear  an  artificial  limb,  and  ,with  the  assistance  of  a  crutch  and 
cane,  is  able  to  walk  and  get  about  without  any  unusual  inconvenience. 
Your  committee  see  no  reason  for  making  the  case  an  exception  to  the 
general  law.  They  accordingly  recommend  that  the  bill  be  not  passed, 
and  that  the  same  be  indefinitely  postponed  by  the  Senate. 


47th  GoN0B£SS| )  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ut  Session.      f  \  No.  602. 


EN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

KEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  2877.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {H.  B.  2877) /or 
the  relief  of  Wm.  M,  Meridithy  having  examined  the  same^  maJce  the  f oh 

lowing  report: 

« 

That  said  Meridith  entered  the  military  service  of  the  United  States 
on  or  about  Aagnst  6, 1862,  as  captain  of  Company  E,  Seventieth  Beg- 
iment  Indiana  Volanteers,  and  was  honorably  discharged  at  or  near 
Atlanta  on  the  12th  August,  1864.  On  the  3d  Octob«r,  1881,  he  filed 
an  application  in  the  Pension  Bureau  for  invalid  pension,  alleging  as 
the  basis  of  his  claim  that  while  in  the  service  and  on  duty  at  Bowling 
Green,  Ky.,  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  September,  1862,  "while  ac£ 
ing  as  officer  of  the  day,  he  was  injured  by  riding  a  hard-gaited  horse 
in  such  a  manner  that  inguinal  hernia  resulted  as  a  direct  effect  from 
the  aforestated  cause,  and  that  said  disability  so  increased  from  that 
time  forward  that  strangulation  resulted  in  several  instances,  reduction 
being  accomplished  with  great  difficulty."  After  this  application  was 
presented  and  the  claim  rejected  in  the  Pension  Office,  the  bill  under 
consideration  was  int]x>duced  in  the  House.  It  authorizes  and  directs 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  date  the  application  of  said  Wm.  M. 
Heridith  for  a  pension,  as  filed  with  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  on 
the  5th  day  of  June,  1880,  and  that  in  the  adjudication  of  his  said  claim 
for  a  pension  his  declaration  be  treated  as  filed  on  said  date.  This  re* 
lief  is  asked  on  the  following  state  of  facts :  The  claimant,  on  or  about 
the  24th  June,  1879,  executed  a  declaration  for  invalid  pension  before 
the  clerk  of  the  court  of  Marion  County,  Indiana,  which  he  intrusted 
to  his  attorney,  Benjamin  D.  House,  of  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  be  mailed 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  Said  House  testifies  that  on  the  fol- 
lowing day,  June  26, 1879,  said  application  was  by  him  inclosed  in  an 
envelope,  securely  sealed,  and  plainly  direct^ed  to  Hon.  Jno.  A.  Bentley, 
Commissioner  of  Pensions,  at  Washington,  D.  C.  This  declaration 
never  reached  the  Pension  Office.  It  was  no  doubt  lost  in  it«  transmis- 
sion throuerh  the  mails.  It  does  not  appear  that  Captain  Meridith  or 
his  attorney,  Mr.  House,  ever  made  any  inquiry  of  the  Pension  Office 
prior  to  July,  1880,  as  to  whether  the  application  had  been  received, 
nor  is  it  shown  when  it«  loss  was  first  discovered.  Ordinary  diligence 
would  have  suggested  the  propriety  of  making  inquiry  as  to  the  safe 
arrival  of  a  document  of  such  importance.  There  was  ample  time  be- 
tween June  26,  1879,  the  date  of  mailing  the  api>lication,  and  1st  July, 


2  WILLIAM   M.   MEBIDITH. 

1880,  when  the  limitation  under  the  arrears  act  expired,  within  which, 
by  the  exercise  of  ordinary  prudence,  such  a«  business  men  usually  em- 
ploy in  the  common  affairs  of  life,  to  have  ascertained  whether  the  doc- 
ument had  safely  reached  the  Pension  Bureau,  and,  if  not,  to  have  sup- 
plied its  place. "  Your  committee  have  very  grave  doubts  whether  a 
party  under  such  facts  and  circumstances  is  entitled  to  be  relieved  from 
the  operation  of  a  general  law.  But  there  is  another  aspect  of  the  ca«e 
which  has  an  important  bearing  upon  the  question  of  passing  this  pres- 
ent bill.  Before  this  bill  was  introduced  in  Congress,  Captain  Meri- 
dith's  claim,  under  the  application  regularly  filed  in  October,  1881,  had 
been  investigated  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and  on  the  6th 
January,  1882,  the  same  was  rejected  on  the  merits,  for  the  reason  that 
there  was  no  disability  from  cause  alleged. 

This  decision  of  the  Commissioner  was  supported  by  the  report  of  the 
Chicago  board  of  examining  surgeons,  who  examined  the  claimant  on 
the  26th  October,  1881,  and  certified  that  in  their  opinion  Captain  Meri- 
dith  was  not  incapacitated  for  obtaining  his  subsistence  by  manual  labor 
from  the  cause  alleged.  This  board  further  stat.e  that  "a  truss  is  worn 
on  the  left  abdominal  ring,  which  thus  bears  evidence  of  pressure,  but 
there  is  no  symptom  of  inguinal  hernia,"  and  tliey  accordingly  gave 
him  no  rate  of  disability.  It  appears  from  the  statements  of  comrades, 
officers,  and  regimental  surgeons  that  the  claimant  was  troubled  with 
hernia  of  left  side  from  the  fall  of  1862  to  date  of  his  discharge  in  Au- 
gust, 1864.  It  also  appears  from  the  affidavits  of  several  comrades  and 
acquaintances,  filed  in  the  case  since  the  rejection  of  the  claim  by  the 
Commissioner,  that  Captain  Meridith  was  troubled  to  some  extent  with 
hernia  during  each  of  the  years  1866,  1866, 1867,  1868,  18(>9,  1870, 1871, 
and  1872.  But  there  is  no  evidence  to  show  that  he  has  suffered  with 
the  disease  since  1872,  and  nothing  to  contra-diet  the  certificate  of  the 
Chicago  examining  board,  which  made  the  last  examination  of  the  case 
on  26th  October,  1881,  and  reported  no  disability.  There  was  clearly 
no  error  in  the  action  of  the  Commissioner  rejecting  the  claim  on  the 
ground  stated.  The  additional  affidavits  since  filed  do  not  relieve  that 
objection.  But,  aside  from  this,  there  is  still  another  reason  why  this 
claim  could  not  properly  be  allow^.  There  is  no  evidence  establishing 
the  fact  that  the  disability  complained  of,  even  if  it  still  continued  to 
exist,  had  its  origin  in  the  service.  The  alleged  hernia  develo|)ed  itself 
in  little  over  a  month  after  Captain  Meridith's  enrollment,  while  in 
camp  at  Bowling  Green,  Ky.,  before  he  or  his  company  had  seen  or 
undergone  any  active  or  fatiguing  service.  "  Biding  a  hard-gaited  horse'' 
for  a  few  hours,  while  acting  as  officer  of  the  day,  is  hardly  sufficient  to 
account  for  development  of  hernia  so  early  in  the  service,  it  not  appear- 
ing that  he  was  examined  and  found  to  be  sound  at  the  time  of  enlist- 
ment. But  even  the  riding  of  the  ^'  hard-gaited  horse"  is  not  established 
except  by  the  claimant's  own  statements,  which  your  committee  consider 
insufficient  evidence  of  mat^erial  facts.  Captain  Meridith,  under  the  de« 
cision  of  the  Commissioner  and  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  not 
being  entitled  under  the  law  to  any  pension,  it  would  be  wholly  useless 
to  pass  the  bill  in  question,  even  if  it  was  not  open  to  the  very  serious 
difficulties  and  objections  above  indicated. 

Your  committee,  accordingly,  recommend  that  the  bill  be  not  passed, 
but  that  the  same  be  indefinitely  postponed  by  the  Senate. 


47th  Congress,  )  SEITATE.  (  Eepobt 

lit  Session.      |  (  No.  603. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  904.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {S.  904)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  John  3f.  Broome^  having  examined  the  same,  make  the 
following  report: 

That  said  Broome  was  enlisted  and  mastered  into  the  service  of  the 
United  States  on  the  3d  Janaary,  1862,  as  leader  of  the  band  in  the  Twelfth 
Regiment  Kentucky  Volunteers.  He  was  discharged  in  October,  1862, 
the  band  of  the  regiment  being  at  that  time  informally  mustered  out. 
On  the  8th  April,  1879,  he  filed  his  application  for  invalid  pension,  al- 
leging as  the  basis  of  his  claim  <^  that  while  in  the  service,  in  the  State 
of  Alabama, on  or  about  1st  September,  1862,  he  wa^i  disabled  as  follows: 
Double  hernia  in  the  right  and  left  side,  contracted  by  blowing  the 
musical  instrument  he  used  as  leader  of  the  band  while  in  the  line 
of  his  duty."  He  further  states  that  he  was  not  treated  in  any  hospi- 
tal. 

In  a  subsequent  affidavit,  filed  December  8,1879,  he  states  that  about 
the  time  of  the  battle  of  Shiloh,  two  vacancies  having  occurred  in  the 
band,  he  was  compelled  to  play  beyond  his  strength,  and  in  conse- 
qnence  became  ruptured ;  that  he  paid  but  little  attention  lo  the  disa* 
bility  at  first,  supposing  it  to  be  a  mere  swelling  of  the  bowels,  and  that 
by  means  of  injections  and  bathing  he  managed  to  keep  on  duty ;  that 
on  the  march  to  Tuscumbia,  Ala.,  he  grew  much  worse ;  that  he  did 
not  know  what  was  the  matter  with  him,  and  being  ashamed  to  show 
his  person  he  failed  to  report  to  the  burgeon ;  that  on  his  arrival  at 
Huntsville,  and  learning  the  band  was  to  be  mustered  out,  he  thought  of 
nothing  but  going  home,  and  again  omitted  to  report  himself  sick. 

Since  his  discharge  he  appears  to  have  pursued  the  occupation  of 
school  and  music  teacher,  and  editor  of  newspapers  at  various  places. 
The  physicians  who  treated  him  after  his  discharge^  he  says,  are  dead. 
It  is  shown  by  the  examining  surgeon  that  he  is  now  afllicted  with 
double  inguinal  hernia,  necessitating  the  wearing  of  a  truss.  The  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions  rejected  the  claim  for  the  reason  that  there  was 
no  record  or  other  evidence  of  the  origin  of  the  disability  in  the  service 
other  than  the  claimant's  own  statement,  nor  any  medical  testimony  as 
to  claimant's  condition  at  date  of  discharge.  The  claimant  admits  he 
can  furnish  no  testimony  on  these  points. 

The  action  of  the  Commissioner  in  rejecting  the  claim  was  unques- 
tionably correct.   No  additional  evidence  has  been  brought  to  the  at- 
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tention  of  your  committee  in  support  of  the  relief  which  the  present  bill 
proposes  to  grant.  In  coming  to  Congress  for  special  relief  claimants 
should  be  required  to  establish  by  clear  and  satisfactory  testimony 
other  than  their  own  statements  the  facts  and  circumstances  alleged  iii 
support  of  their  applications.  That  is  not  done  in  the  present  case,  nor 
is  any  explanation  whatever  given  for  the  long  delay'  in  making  bis  orig- 
inal application  to  the  Pension  Bureau.  In  the  opinion  of  your  com- 
mittee it  would  be  establishing  a  dangerous  precedent  to  pass  the  bill 
nnder  consideration.  The  committee  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill 
be  not  passed,  but  be  indefinitely  postponed  by  the  Senate.. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  /  Eepobt 

Ut  Session.       )  \  So.  604. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  tlie  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  5703.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H,  R,  5703)  to  in- 
crease the  pension  ofAlban  H,  Nixon^  having  examined  the  same,  maJce  the 
folloioing  report : 

That  said  Nixon  enlisted  as  a  private  in  the  Third  Begiment  Pennsyl- 
vania Yolanteers  on  the  18th  day  of  April,  1861,  and  was  honorably  dis- 
charged from  that  regiment  on  the  30th  of  June,  1861.  He  immediately 
began  recruiting  for  the  Eighty-fourth  Kegiment  Pennsylvania  Volun- 
teers, and  on  the  17th  of  September,  1861,  he  again  enlisted  as  a  private 
in  Company  I,  of  said  regiment.  In  May,  1862,  he  was  promoted  to 
second  lieutenant.  In  January,  1863,  he  was  promoted  to  first  lieuten- 
ant, and  on  May  3, 1863,  he  was  again  promoted  and  commissioned  cap- 
tain of  Company  K,  in  said  Eighty-fourth  Begiment.  On  the  27th  No- 
vember, 1863,  at  the  battle  of  Mine  Bun,  Va.,  he  received  a  flesh  wound 
in  the  upper  part  of  right  arm,  which  was  attended  with  no  serious  re- 
salts,  and  unfitted  him  for  duty  but  a  short  while,  when  he  rejoined  his 
command.  At  the  battle  of  Cold  Harbor,  Ya.,  on  the  1st  of  June,  1864, 
he  received  a  gunshot  wound  in  the  left  arm  near  the  wrist,  which  ne- 
cessitated amputation  several  inches  below  the  elbow.  On  the  10th 
October,  1864,  a  small  portion  of  the  bone  was  extracted,  and  in  Febru- 
ary, 1865,  another  small  fragment  of  one  of  the  bones  of  the  arm  was 
extracted  by  Dr.  Bliss.  This  was  the  last  operation  performed,  and  left 
the  arm  amputated,  as  stated  by  the  examining  surgeons,  about  two 
inches  below  the  elbow  joint.  He  was  honorably  discharged  from  the 
service  on  the  15th  November,  1864,  and  on  the  Ist  December,  1864,  he 
filed  his  application  for  invalid  pension,  stating  as  the  basis  of  his  claim 
^*that  he  received  a  gunshot  wound  in  the  left  forearm  in  action  at  Cold 
Harbor,  Va.,  June  1, 1864,  by  reason  of  which  the  arm  was  amputated 
about  two  inches  below  the  elbow.''  No  disability  was  claimed  as  re- 
sultipg  from  the  wound  in  the  right  arm.  The  claimant  was  allowed  a 
pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month  from  November,  17, 1864. 

In  February,  1865,  Nixon  was  employed  in  the  Post-Office  Department, 
and  seems  to  have  continued  in  that  service  up  to  the  present  time,  on 
what  salary  does  not  appear.  In  August,  1877,  the  pensioner  applied 
for  increase,  making  in  support  of  his  application  a  statement  as  follows: 
"That  my  left  arm  is  amputated  within  one  and  a  half  or  two  inches  of 
the  elbow,  and  that  in  consequence  the  elbow  is  stiff;  that  the  disability 
is  of  the  same  nature,  in  my  belief,  as  if  the  amputation  was  immediately 
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at  or  above  the  elbow.  Since  my  discharge  from  the  service  an  ampu- 
tation was  performed  upon  the  same  arm  by  Dr.  Bliss,  at  Armory  Square 
hospital,  Washington,  D.  C,  on  or  about  17th  February,  1865,  of  which 
the  government  has  no  official  record,  as  I  was  a  civilian  at  the  time, 
but  which  amputation  shortened  my  arm  and  increased  the  nature  of 
the  disability.''  Upon  examination  and  certificate  of  the  examining' 
surgeon,  this  application  for  increase  was  rejected  by  the  Pension  Bureau. 
On  the  20th  October,  1881,  the  pensioner  made  another  application  to 
the  department  for  increase.  He  was  again  examined  by  a  board  of  ex- 
amining surgeons  at  Washington,  who,  under  date  of  December  14, 1881  y 
certified  as  follows:  "The  left  arm  has  been  amputated  about  two  and 
a  half  inches  below  the  elbow  joint  j  stump  somewhat  tender  j  no  grounds 
for  increase.  We  find  his  disabibty  as  described  above  to  be  equal  to 
and  entitling  him  to  total  $20  per  month."  There  was  no  evidence  con- 
flicting with  this  statement  of  the  examining  surgeons,  and  on  February 
],  1882,  the  present  Commissioner  of  Pensions  rejected  the  application 
for  increase,  upon  the  ground  that  the  claimant  is  now  receiving  the 
full  amount  of  pension  to  which  he  is  entitled  under  the  law  for  his  dis- 
ability. The  claimant  then  applied  to  Congress  for  relief,  asking  an 
increase  to  $36  per  month,  and  the  House,  on  the  8th  of  May,  passed  the 
bill  under  consideration,  raising  liis  pension  to  $30  per  month.  Ko  ad- 
ditional evidence  has  been  produced  in  support  of  this  appeal  to  Congress^ 
except  the  certificates  of  two  officers  of  the  Eighty -fourth  Pennsylvania 
Begiment,  to  the  efifect  that  the  claimant  was  a*  brave,  faithful,  and  effi- 
cient officer.  And  the  case  stands  here  just  as  it  did  before  the  Pension 
Bureau  at  the  date  of  its  last  rejection. 

On  reviewing  the  action  of  the  Commissioner,  your  committee  fail  to 
discover  any  error  whatever,  and  no  such  special  circumstances  are 
shown  as  would  warrant  them  in  making  this  case  an  exception  to  the 
general  law.  if  special  relief  is  granted  in  this  case  it  can  only  rest  upon 
the  ground  that  the  provisions  of  the  general  law  are  wrong.  Impressed 
with  the  belief  that  the  passage  of  the  present  bill  would  be  the  establish- 
ment of  a  mischievous  precedent,  j^our  committee  recommend  that  the 
bill  be  not  passed,  but  that  the  same  should  be  indefinitely  postponed 
by  the  Senate. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

Ist  Session.       ]  \  No.  605. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  thefoUowing^ 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1554.] 

« 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  tehom  was  referred  the  Mil  {R.  JR.  1554) 
granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Eliza  Hudson^  have  considered  the  samcj 
and  respectfully  report : 

That  the  claimant  is  the  widow  of  the  late  William  L.  Hudson,  a 
captain  in  the  IJnlted  States  Navy,  who  died  on  the  15th  October,  1862, 
of  disease  contracted  in  the  service. 

The  claimant  has  been  in  receipt  of  pension  of  $30  per  month  since 
the  death  of  her  husband  on  15th  October,  1862,  and  the  bill  now  asks 
that  the  pension  be  increased  to  $50  per  month. 

Your  committee  find  that  the  rate  of  pension  now  received  by  the 
claimant  is  the  full  amount  allowed  by  general  law  to  the  widow  of  a 
captain  in  the  Navy,  and  are  of  the  opinion  that,  notwithstanding  the 
long  service  of  the  officer^  there  is  no  good  reason  why  the  claimant 
should  be  made  an  exception  by  special  act  to  the  general  law  govern- 
ing similar  cases. 

Youi'  committee  cannot  agree  with  the  report  of  the  House  committee 
(H.  B.  No.  949),  and  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


♦ 


t   i 


47th  Conobess,  )  SEJ^ATE.  C  Eepoet 

1st  Session.       (  \  Fo.  606. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.--Ordeied  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  908.] 

The  Ctyinmittee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (8.  908)  grant- 
ing  a  pension  to  Stisan  L.  Watsofiy  have  examined  thesame^  and  report : 

Your  committee  adopt  as  their  report  the  report  made  in  this  case  (S  • 
Beport  No. 527, Forty-fifth  Congress, second  session),  which  is  as  follows: 

Deceased  officer  was  appointed  pay-director  AuKust,  1836,  and  served  daring  the 
Mexican  war  and  late  civil  war,  and  was  hoDorably  retired  from  active  duty.  He 
died  July,  1876,  at  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  and  the  application  for  pension  having  been 
unfavorably  acted  upon  by  the  department,  petitioner  now  seeks  relief  by  special  act 
of  Congress. 

The  faithfal  services  of  the  deceased  officer  and  the  necessities  of  his  widow  are 
abaudantly  sustained  by  the  testimony,  but  the  evidence  does  not  prove  or  create 
even  a  strong  presumption  that  the  disease  causins  death  was  incorrea  in  the  service 
and  t<he  line  of  duty.  There  is  no  provision  in  the  present  law  covering  this  claim, 
and  the  committee  recommend  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


47th  CoNaBESS,  >  SENATE.  ^  Bepobt 

Ist  Session.      i  ( No.  607. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  K.  627.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions j  to  whom  was  referred  tJie  bill  (R.  JR.  627) 
grantinya  pension  to  James  E,  Ootty  have  carefully  examiiMd  the  same^ 
and  report: 

That  claimant's  case  is  properly  stated  in  the  following  extract  from 
Honse  report  No.  1118. 

Gott  was  a  private  in  Company  A,  Fourteenth  Maine  VolnnteerSi  and  served  from 
December  7,  1861,  to  March  4, 1BS3,  when  discharged  on  surgeon's  certificate  of  disa- 
bility, setting  forth  that  the  soldier  was  suffering  from  debuity  caused  by  long-con- 
tinued illness  and  peribration  of  the  cheek,  from  gangrene  and  ulceration  of  the 
mouth.  He  was  allowed  a  pension  at  |S  per  month,  which  rate  was  increased  to  $12 
from  Jnlv  16,  1873,  and  to  $18  from  December  28,  1876.  A  further  application  for  in- 
crease, filed  July  2D,  1^0,  was  rejected  bj  the  Pension  Office  upon  the  statement  made 
by  the  postmaster  of  the  town  in  which  the  pensioner  resides  that  the  pensioner  was 
able  to  work  about  one>thlrd  of  the  time. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that,  in  applications  for  increase  of 
I>ensions  in  which  the  cases  are  fully  covered  by  general  laws,  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  is  better  prepared  than  Congress  to  investi- 
gate and  jndge  of  the  merits  of  such  applications  for  increase,  and  tiiat 
it  is  seldom  wise  for  Congress  to  pass  special  acts  overruling  the  decis- 
ions of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  in  such  cases. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  bill  onght  not  to  pass,  and 
recommend  its  indefinite  postponement. 


47th  Congress,  |  SENATE.  (  Repoet 

l8t  Session.       i  \  No.  608. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1767.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (8. 1767)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  William  Foose,  having  carefully  examined  the  same^ 
report : 

Claimant  filed  declaration  for  pension  September  12, 1879,  alleging 
that  while  in  the  service  as  a  musician  in  the  war  of  the  rebellion  he 
contracted  rheumatism  and  piles.  The  claim  was  rejected  by  the  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions,  on  the  ground  that  there  is  no  record  or  other 
evidence  of  claimant's  having  contracted  or  suffered  from  the  alleged 
diseases  while  in  the  service. 

Your  committee,  after  careful  examination  of  the  papers  on  file,  are 
of  the  opinion  that  the  decision  of  Commissioner  of  Pensions  was  fully 
justified,  and  that  there  is  not  sufficient  proof  that  the  claimant  is  en- 
titled to  a  i>ension. 

Your  committee  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

1st  Sessuyn.      )  \  No.  609. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jaokson^  from  the  Committee  ou  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1715.] 

The  Oammittee  on  PensianSy  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 1715)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Wilson  Miliary  having  carefully  examined 
the  same  J  make  the  following  report: 

m 

That  Wilson  Millar  is  now  a  pensioner  at  the  rate  $50  per  month, 
mider  the  general  law,  for  chronic  rheumatism  resulting  in  hemaplegia 
of  left  side.  The  claimant  now  asks  for  an  increase  to  $72  on  the 
ground  that  had  he  been  receiving  $50  at  the  time  of  the  approval  of 
the  act  of  June  16, 1880,  his  pension  would  have  been  increased  by  that 
act  to  $72. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion,  fh)m  the  evidence  on  file,  that  the 
claimant  is  not  so  disabled  as  to  require  tiie  care  of  an  attendant,  and 
therefore  is  not  entitled  to  an  increase  of  pension  beyond  $50  under 
any  law.  Your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  post- 
poned. 

O 


I 


47th  Congbess,  \  SENATE.  (  Bbpobt- 

1st  Session.       f  )  No.  610.. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompaDy  bill  S.  1765.] 

The  Committee  on  PensxomAo  whom  kcls  referred  the  hill  {8, 1765)  grant- 
ing  a  pension  to  William  R.  Snookj  have  carefully  examined  the  same^  and 
report : 

That  claimant  filed  a  declaration  for  pension  April  5, 1878,  for  chronic 
diarrhea,  contracted  at  Vicksburgh,  Miss.,  about  July,  1863.  There  is 
uo  record  evidence  that  claimant  was  ever  treated  for  said  disease  while 
in  the  service.  He  claims  to  have  been  treated  by  the  regimental  sur- 
geon, but  cannot  obtain  his  affidavit  nor  the  affidavit  ef  an^^  commis- 
sioned officer  to  that  eft'eet.  The  records  of  the  Adjutant  GeneraPs 
office  show  that  claimant  was  reported  as  a  deserter  in  1862,  and  court- 
martialed  for  absence  without  leave,  and  found  guilfy.  He  was  rein- 
stated in  August,  1862. 

There  are  several  depositions  showing  that  the  claimant  has  beeu 
afflicted  with  diarrhea  at  various  times  since  his  discharge,  but  no  suffi- 
cient evidence  to  show  that  the  disease  was  contracted  in  the  service. 
The  claimant  claims  to  have  contracted  the  disease  in  1863,  but  did  not 
apply  for  a  pension  until  1878,  after  a  lapse  of  fifteen  years.  It  also  ap- 
pears from  the  last  two  reports  of  the  examining  surgeons,  made  in 
1881,  that  uo  diarrhea  existed  at  that  time,  and  that  there  were  no 
physical  signs  of  the  disease.  The  case  rested  on  claimant's  statement. 
The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  rejected  the  case  for  want  of-  proof  of 
origin  of  alleged  disease  in  the  service,  and  of  its  continuance  after  dis- 
charge. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  there  was  no  error  in  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  and  that  there  is  not  sufficient 
proof  to  justify  granting  a  pension  in  this  case,  and  therefore  recommend 
the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


47th  Oongbess,  )  SENATE.  i  Bepoeit 

Ist  Session.      J  \  No.  611. 


INT  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  follo^ring 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  329.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  i?.  329) 
ffranting  «  pension  to  Sylvia  JenJcs^  hare  carefully  examined  the  same^ 
and  report: 

That  it  appears  from  the  papers  on  file  in  this  case  that  claimant^ 
Sylvia  Jenks,  applied  for  pension  as  the  widow  of  George  Jenks,  for 
service  in  the  war  of  1812,  and  claim  was  rejected  by  Commissioner  of 
Pensions  on  the  ground  that  the  <' soldier  did  not  receive  an  honorable 
discharge." 

It  appears  that  George  Jenks  was  a  private  in  Capt.  Levi  Brown's* 
company  of  New  York  Militia  from  September  9,  1814,  and  is  reported, 
opposite  his  name  on  the  rolls  of  said  company,  <^  Deserted  October  21, 
1814;  did  not  sign  the  receipt  roll.'' 

Claimant,  in  affidavit  on  file,  states  that  her  husband  came  home  on 
sick  leave,  and  was  not  able  to  return  to  his  company,  and  that  while 
sick  at  home  the  war  ended.  She  also  states  that  her  husband  became 
a  x>ennanent  invalid^  and  for  a  long  portion  of  the  time  was  a  helpless 
invalid,  up  to  the  time  of  his  death,  in  1833.  There  is  also  indefinite 
and  hearsay  evidence  on  file  to  the  same  efiect.  It  also  appears  that 
claimant  received  a  bounty  ^and  warrant  for  the  service  of  her  husband 
in  said  war. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  evidence  is  not  sufficient  to 
explain  satisfactorily  the  report  of  desertion  borne  upon  the  records 
against  claimant's  husband. 

Your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  pass,  and  that  the 
same  be  indefinitely  i>osti)oned. 


47Tn  €0NGRESS,  1  SENATE.  *   (  Eeport 

Ut  Session.       ]  .  i  No.  612. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Mat  22, 1882.--Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  tLe  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

fTo  accompany  bill  8.  444.1 

The  Committee  on PensUms^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  biU  {8, 444)  granting  €t 
pension  to  Adolph  Ooldt^  have  earefuUy  examined  the  same^  and  report : 

That  the  claimant  filed  his  declaration  for  a  pension  on  the  19th  day 
of  April,  1879,  for  blindness  of  the  left  eye  and  partial  loss  of  sight  of  the 
right  eye,  caused  by  hardships  and  exposure  in  the  Virginia  campaigns 
in  1863;  also  for  a  running  sore  on  left  leg  below  the  knee,  the  result  of 
varicose  veins  and  fever  caused  by  exposure,  &c.,  at  Petersburg,  Va., 
in  October  and  November,  1864. 

The  only  evidence  in  this  case,  besides  the  official  record,  is  the  affi- 
davit of  the  claimant. 

The  official  records  show  that  the  claimant  was  enrolled  on  the  19tli 
of  September,  1862,  as  a  private  in  Company  F,  One  hundred  and  seven- 
tieth Eegiment  New  York  Volunteers,  to  serve  for  three  years  or  dur- 
ing the  war,  and  was  mustered  out  of  the  service  July  15,  1865. 

The  record  also  shows  that  he  was  admitted  to  the  hospital  at  City 
Point,  Va.,  on  the  12th  of  August,  1864,  for  chronic  diarrhea,  and  re- 
turned to  duty  January  4, 1865,  and  also  that  he  was  admitted  June  18,. 
1864,  with  intermittent  fever. 

The  claimant  states  that  he  was  treated. by  the  regimental  surgeon 
while  in  the  ser\ice  for  his  eyes  and  leg,  but  of  this  there  is  no  record. 
There  is  no  record  of  his  having  been  treated  either  for  his  eyes  or  his 
leg  while  in  the  service. 

It  is  shown  by  the  report  of  the  examining  surgeon,  dated  on  the  11th 
of  September,  1880,  that  there  was  total  loss  of  the  left  eye,  and  the- 
right  eye  was  very  weak  and  sensitive  to  light,  eye  painful  and  inflamed, 
and  with  ulcerations  and  sores  on  the  left  leg  2^  inches  in  diameter;  that 
the  claimant's  disability  was  rated  at  third  grade,  and  that  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  examiner  the  disability  originate  in  the  service  and  in  the 
line  of  duty,  and  the  disability  was  permanent  or  would  increase. 

The  claim  was  rejected  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  for  lack  of 
proof  that  the  cause  of  the  disability  originated  while  in  the  service. 

The  claimant  states  in  his  deposition  that  he  came  to  New  York  front 
Germany  on  the  last  of  May,  1862,  and  enlisted  in  the  army  in  Septem- 
ber following,  and  that  he  was  able  to  understand  and  speak  English 
but  little;  that  he  was  a  butcher  by  trade;  that  soon  after  being  dis- 
charged from  the  army  he  went  to  Jackson,  La.,  and  after  remaining 
there  a  time  went  to  New  Orleans,  afterwards  to  Shreveport,  La.,  and 
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from  there  to  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  then  to  Fort  Griffin,  Tex.,  and  afterwards 
returned  to  Kansas,  where  he  now  resides. 

The  claimant  also  gives  a  long  list  of  hospitals  and  physicians  by 
which  he  has  been  treated  for  both  his  eyes  and  leg  since  his  discharge, 
commencing  with  Charity  Hospital,  in  Kew  Orleans,  in  1869,  and  em- 
bracing Shreveport,  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  by  the  Indians  at  Fort  Oriffln, 
Tex.,  and  at  the  poor  asylum  at  Atchison,  Kans.,  where  he  was  at  the 
date  of  his  affidavit,  on.  the  3d  of  December,  1879. 

The  claimant  states  that,  having  left  Kew  York  soon  after  his  dis- 
charge from  the  army,  he  has  had  no  communication  with  any  of  the 
officers  or  privates  of  his  regiment  since  that  time;  that  he  does  not 
know  the  address  of  any  of  them,  and  is  unable  to  furnish  any  evidence 
that  his  alleged  disability  originated  by  reason  of  his  service  and  ex- 
posure in  the  army.  It  also  appears  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions 
is  unable  to  furnish  the  address  of  any  of  the  officers. 
^The  committee,  after  a  careful  examination  of  the  case,  are  of  the 
opinion  that  while  the  rejection  of  a  claim  like  this  may  sometimes  work 
a.  hardship,  yet  the  committee  would  not  be  justified  in  granting  a  pen- 
sion upon  the  character  of  proof  in  this  case,  which  rest«  upon  the  ua- 
supported  deposition  of  the  claimant  that  the  cause. of  disability  orig- 
inated in  the  service,  and  therefore  recommend  the  indefinite  postpone- 
ment of  the  bill. 


f":.  '"N 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Eepobp 

1st  Session.       )  )  No.  613. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Cahden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

PtEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  801.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions j  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  hill  (E.  E.  801)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Merritt  Lewis^  have  carefully  examined  the  same^  and 
report : 

That  the  facts  are  fully  stated  by  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 
of  the  House,  in  their  report  (H.  R.  1027),  which  is  as  fallows : 

This  claimant  was  a  member  of  Company  K,  Seventh  Regiment  of  Michigan  Yolnn- 
t^T  Cavalry.     At  the  battle  of  Gettysburg  he  received  a  wound  which  resulted  in  the 
ampatation  of  his  right  leg  above  the  knee,  and  while  in  Camden  Street  Hospital, 
Italtimore.  he  was  attacked  by  scarlet  fever,  causing  total  deafness.     He  receives  a- 
pi'Dsion  of  $24  per  month  for  the  loss  of  his  leg.    The  Pension  Office  has  decided  that 
nuder  the  law  the  above  sum  is  all  that  can  be  ^iven  him.    The  present  Commissioner 
»aT8  this  case  is  one  that  should  have  special  relief  at  the  hands  of  Congress.    If  Lewis 
liad  lost  his  leg  at  the  hip-joint  he  would  be  entitled  to  a  pension  of  $37.50  per  month, 
or  if  he  reqnired  the  assistance  of  another  person  he  would  receive  $50  per  month.    We 
think  his  disability  is  quite  equal  to  the  loss  of  a  leg  by  amputation  at  the  hip-joint. 
^Ve  recom  Lend  the  passage  of  the  bill,  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
Amend  in  the  6th  line  by  striking  out  ** infantry  "  and  inserting  **  cavalry." 
Amend  in  the  7th  line  by  striking  out  ^' fifty  dollars''  and  ioserting  ''  thirty-seven 
dollars  and  fifty  cents." 

Your  committee  also  find  that  the  board  of  examining  surgeons  cer- 
tify on  December  1,  1880,  that  in  their  opinion  the  disability  of  claim- 
ant entitles  him  to  an  increase  of  $37.50  per  mouth. 

Your  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  as  amended,  and 
^ith  the  further  amendment  at  the  end  of  the  bill  after  the  word  "  month  ^ 
in  line  8,  "  to  take  effect  from  and  after  the  passage  of  the  bill.''  ^ 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Eepobt 

Ist  Session.       J  (  Ko.  614. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  82,  1882.~OrdeTed  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  thepetiiion  of  John  TT.. 
Johnson,  praying  for  arrears  of  pension,  have  carefully  examined  the 
same^  and  report: 

That  the  petition  of  the  claimant  states  that  he  was  allowed  a  pen- 
sion of  $8  per  month  from  the  30th  of  August,  1864,  to  the  29th  of  July. 
1880  (at  which  time  his  x>en8ion  was  increased  to  $12  per  month),  and 
that  the  rate  and  amount  of  pension  allowed  and  paid  him,  coTering 
said  period  between  1864  and  1880,  was  less  than  he  was  entitled  to  ac- 
cording to  the  rate  of  his  disability,  from  time  to  tiihe,  under  the  law 
granting  arrears  of  pensions,  and  asks  that  he  be  granted  arrears  for 
the  amount  over  and  abo^e  the  amount  already  paid,  which  Congress 
may  deem  him  entitled  to  under  the  arrears  of  pension  law. 

Your  committee  find,  as  stated  in  the  petition,  that  the  claimant  re- 
ceived a  pension  of  $8  per  month  from  August  30, 1864,  to  the  29th  day 
of  July,  1880,  when  his  pension  was  increased  to  912  per  month,  which 
he  is  now  receiving.  Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  peti- 
tioner should  not  be  allowed  arrearages  or  any  further  relief  by  special 
act,  and  recommend  that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  be  denied. 


47th  CoNaBESS, )  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

1st  Session.       )  I  Ko.  615. 


IK  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Mat  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Harris,  from  the  Committee  on  Epidemic  Diseases,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

The  Select  Committee  "  to  investigate  and  report  the  best  means  of  prevent- 
ing the  introduction  and  spread  of  ^identic  diseases/^  to  whom  were  re- 
ferred the  petitions  of  Elizabeth  R.  Post  aiid  other  citizens  of  Westbury^ 
X.  Y. ;  Francis  O.  Shaw  and  fifty  other  citizens  of  Richmond  County^ 
New  York  ;  Kate  Oarnett  Wells-and  other  members  of  the  Moral  Educa- 
tional Associatian  of  Massachusetts^  and  of  the  New  York  eommitteefor 
the  prevention  of  State  regulation  of  vice,  praying  that  the  power  to  pro- 
mote or  inaugurate  any  scheme  of  regulated  prostitution,  with  the  registra- 
tion and  compulsory  medical  examination  of  women,  be  not  given  to  the 
National  Board  of  Health,  having  coimdered  the  petitions,  reports  : 

That  Congress  has  no  constitutional  power,  either  by  its  own  direct 
enactment  or  through  any  board  or  agency  that  it  may  creat^e,  to  make 
or  enforce  any  such  regulations  in  the  States  as  those  protested  against 
by  the  petitioners ;  no  power  to  enter  upon  the  work  of  general  local  san- 
itation; but  Congress  has  ''power  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign 
nations,  and  among  the  several  States,"  and  the  committee,  believing 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  Congress  so  to  regulate  commerce  as  to  prevent 
the  importation  of  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  into  the  United 
States  from  foreign  countries,  or  into  one  State  from  another,  and  all  the 
powers  heretofore  given,  and  all  that  the  committee  proposes  to  give,  to 
the  National  Board  of  Health,  are  intended  to  accomplish  this  object, 
and  this  object  only,  and  the  powers  heretofore  given,  as  well  as  those 
proposed  to  be  given,  by  the  bill  heretofore  reported  to  the  Senate,  are 
l)elieved  by  the  committee  to  be  absolutely  necessary  to  it«  accomplish- 
ment. 

The  committee  therefore  reports  the  petitions  back  to  the  Senate, 
with  the  assurance  to  the  petitioners  that  they  need  have  no  apprehen- 
sion of  any  action  on  the  part  of  the  National  Board  of  Health  upon  the 
subject  to  which  they  refer. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

1st  Session.       i  \  No.  616. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22, 1882.~Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.BLAiB,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  1020.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  {H,  R.  1020)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Alfred  O.  Fifieldj  having  had  the  same  under 
consideration^  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

The  bill  has  passed  the  Honse  of  Kepresentatives,  whose  report  is 
adopted  as  a  fair  statement  of  the  facts : 

The  claimant  was  a  private  in  Company  C,  Twelfth  NeW  Hampshire  Volunteers ; 
enlisted  Aagast  17, 18^;  discharged  Noyember  17, 1863,  on  surgeon's  certificate  of  disa- 
bility, "on  account  of  gunshot  wound  at  Chancellorsville,  Va.,  which  caused  a  resec- 
tion of  the  humerus  (risht  arm)."  The  shot  which  wounded  Fifield  hit  his  right  arm 
near  the  shoulder  and  shattered  the  bone,  so  that  the  head  and  four  or  five  inches  of 
the  humerus  had  to  be  removed. 

[Extract  from  the  letter  of  Commissioiier  of  Pensions,  dated ,  18—,  transmitting  papers  to  the 

committee.} 

"The  claim  was  originally  allowed  at  $5. 33  per  month  from  date  of  soldier's  discharge, 
November  17,  1863.    His  pension  was  increased  to  |8  per  month  from  September  4, 
1865;  to  $15  from  June  6,  1866 ;  and  to  $18  firom  June  4,  1872.     His  subsequent  appli- 
cations for  increase  have  been  rejected,  because  his  disability  is  not  such  as  would  en- 
title him  to  the  next  highest  rate  provided  by  the  pension  laws-^#24  per  month.    It  is 
conceded  that  the  injury  to  the  arm  is  equivalent  to  actual  loss  of  the  same  above 
the  elbow,  but  the  rate  of  $24  per  month,  which  the  law  provides  for  such  loss,  is  not 
provided  for  a  disability  equivalent  thereto,  and  unless  a  person  is  otherwise  so  disa- 
bled as  to  be  incapacitated  for  the  performance  of  any  manual  labor,  no  higher  rate 
than  $18  per  montn  can  be  allowed.'' 
From  tne  medical  evidence  in  the  case  we  extract  the  following : 
Dr.  David  B.  Nelson,  examining  surgeon,  February  1, 1864,  certifies — 
"  The  arm  is  helpless  and  useless." 

Dr.  Ira  A.  Chase,  at  biennial  examination,  September  4,  1865,  certifies — 
*'The  arm  is  entirely  useless;  should  be  increased  to  full  pension." 
The  board  of  examining  surgeons  at  Concord,  N.  H.,  September  6,  1875,  certify — 
''  Disability  is  permanent^  at  total  third  grade."  , 

Dr.  D.  B.  Nelson,  examining  surgeon  at  Laconia,  February  7. 1876.  certifies — 
/'This  disability  is  fully  tantamount  to  the  loss  of  the  arm  above  tne  elbow.    Disa- 
bility, second  grade — $24  per  month." 
Dr.  Chase,  again,  August  7,  1876,  certifies — 

'*  The  right  arm  is  entirely  useless,  the  head  and  four  Inches  of  the  right  humerus  la 
gone,  and  the  arm  han^  dangling  by  his  side ;  he  could  not  dress  or  undress  himself 
if  both  were  like  the  injured  arm,  and  amounts  to  total  loss  of  right  arm." 
Again,  the  same  physician  says — 

''The  arm  is  in  the  way  of  laboring ;  in  my  opinion  the  pension  should  be  increased 
to  fuU  pension." 

G.  P.  Conn,  M,  D.,  for  the  board  of  examining  surgeons.  Concord,  N.  H.,  February  1, 
1?77,  in  reply  to  a  letter  of  instructions  from  the  medical  referee  of  the  Pension  Office,, 
eays— 


^  ALFRED   G.    FIFIELD. 

It*  •  *  He  was  rated  at  104  per  month.  The  board  would  further  state  that 
claimant  is  so  far  debilitated  that  the  other  arm  is  incapacitated  for  other  than  the 
very  lightest  of  duty;  he  being  able  only  to  canvass  for  the  sale  of  a  book  for  a  long 
time." 

Warren  W.  Sleeper,  M.  D..  examining  surgeon,  January  9,  1878|  certifies — 

''  Total :  second  grade,  or  |24  per  month." 

The  board  of  examining  surgeons  at  Concord,  N.  H.,  January  3,  1R79,  certify — 

''He  cannot  perform  any  manual  labor,  nor  is  this  rating  in  any  way  considered  an 
equivalent  to  the  loss  of  an  arm  above  the  elbow.  Disability  total ;  second  grade,  or 
$2i  per  month." 

The  affidavits  of  neighbors  and  friends  of  the  petitioner  are  quite  as  strong  as  the 
medical  evidence.  They  testify  to  his  inability  to  perform  manual  labor,  and  to  his 
correct  habits  of  life. 

Tour  conunittee  are  of  the  opinion  that  from  the  weieht  of  medical  evidence  alone 
the  petitioner  is  entitled  to  the  relief  praved  for.  We  therefore  report  favorably  upon 
the  case,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Alfred  Gf.  Fifield  from  $18  to  $24  per  month. 

In  this  view  yoar  committee  concur,  and  recommend  the  passage  of 
the  biU. 

It  appears  that  the  bill  should  be  amended  in  the  name  of  the  appli- 
cant by  striking  out' the  word  "  Alfred  "  and  inserting  the  name  "Albert" ; 
also,  by  adding  to  the  bill  the  words  "  to  commence  from  the  passage  of 
this  act." 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Eepobt 

1st  Session.      J  )  No.  617. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blair,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

TTo  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1442.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  E.  1442) 
granting  a  pension  to  William  Richards^  have  examined  the  same^  and 
report  as  follows: 

The  claimant  was  pensioned  at  the  total  rate  of  his  grade,  $30,  in  186& 
In  1866,  upon  regular  examination  by  the  surgeon  of  the  department^ 
his  rating  was  reduced  to  three-fourths,  at  which  it  remained  until  1871^ 
when,  upon  like  examination,  it  was  restored  to  total  rate,  where  it  haa 
ever  since  stood. 

There  may  be  justice  in  this  claim,  but  the  department  and  Congress 
must  rely  upon  evidence  in  order  to  justify  the  payment  of  the  pension 
at  all.  The  rate  of  disability  must  be  shown  by  medical  evidence,  and 
if  we  undertake  to  review  the  ratiugs  of  surgeons  in  the  past,  upon 
which  tiie  department  has  acted,  the  whole  service  will  be  thrown  into- 
concision,  and  every  rating  which  has  not  given  satisfiEMStion,  however 
long  it  has  been  acquiesced  in,  will  be  open  to  review.  It  seems  to  us 
that  this  case  must  be  rejected,  whether  the  claimant  may  or  may  not 
have  suffered  injury.  There  is  no  evidence  of  fraud  on  the  part  of  the 
surgeon  who  made  the  reduced  rating,  and  there  was  no  effort  to  obtain 
a  revision  of  his  action  until  1871. 

We  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  <  Eepobx 

Ut  Session.       )  \  No.  618. 


*  IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  22,  18^2.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


M  *.  Blaib,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1852.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8. 1852)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Mrs.  Florida  O.  Casey ^  having  carefuUy  examined  the 
samej  submit  the  following  report : 

The  applicant  is  the  widow  of  the  late  Brevet  Brig.  6en.  Silas  Casey, 
of  the  Begalar  Army,  who  died  at  his  home  in  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  Janu- 
ary 22, 1882,  aged  seventy-four  years,  fh>m  disease  which  is  thus  de- 
scribed by  his  attending  physician  in  a  letter  on  file  in  the  Adjutant- 
GeiieraPs  Office  : 

The  inimediate  cause  of  General  Carey's  death  was  general  destmction  of  the  vital 
forces,  due  to  the  failure  of  the  digestive  fnnctions,  and  the  remote  cause  was  impair- 
ment of  digestive  organs  by  sickness  and,  hardships  in  the  service  in  former  years. 

General  Casey  entered  the  Army  as  a  cadet  at  the  United  States  Mili 
tary  Academy,  July  1, 1822.  He  was  the  author  of  the  well-known 
work  on  tactics,  so  long  the  basis  of  drill  and  discipline  in  the  Army. 
It  would  be  difficult  to  exaggerate  the  importance  or  the  gallantry  of 
the  prolonged  service  which  he  rendered  to  the  country  in  his  chosen 
profession,  both  in  i)eace  and  war. 

The  abbreviated  recoi'di'eceived  from  the  War  Department  is  altogether 
too  long  to  be  transcribed.  It  is  not  often  that  the  service  which  an 
officer  renders  to  his  country  is  so  extensive  as  to.  render  its  record  bur- 
densome, and  it  would  be  difficult  to  state  more  emphatically  the  merits 
of  this  gallant  officer,  and  the  right  of  the  widowed  applicant  to  the 
favorable  consideration  of  the  country. 

Mrs.  Casey  is  now  over  forty  years  of  age,  and  has  been  in  feeble  health 
for  a  considerable  time,  with  an  apparent  tendency  to  pulmonary  y^esk- 
ness.  She  has  one  daughter,  seventeen  years  of  age^  dependent  upon 
her  for  support  and  education.  Mrs.  Casey  has  secured  to  her  onl^^  the 
houie  where  she  resides,  with  barely  sufficient  income  fr^m  other  sources 
to  keep  it  in  repair  and  pay  other  necessary  charges  upon  it,  leaving  her 
without  necessary  means  for  food  and  clothing  for  herself  and  child. 
She  is  almost  totally  dependent  upon  such  aid  as  she  hopes  to  receive,  in 
the  form  of  pension  from  the  government. 

It  seems  to  your  committee  that  a  pension  of  $50  per  month  is  both 
just  and  necessary,  and  in  view  of  the  action  of  the  government  in  other 
cases,  it  seems  difficult  to  deny  her  this  sum  for  the  remainder  of  her 
life. 

We  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47th  CoNaBESSy  \  SENATE.  (  Eepoet 

Ut  Session.      J  \    No.  619. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Mat  20, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BL.AIB,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REI^ORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1659.] 

The  Cofnmittee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (8.  1669)  grant- 
ing increase  of  pension  to  Mrs,  Ellen  M.  Boggs^  widow  of  the  late  Pay- 
Director  BoggSj  of  the  Navy^  have  examined  thesame,  andreport  as  fol- 
lows: 

Mrs.  Boggs  is  receiving  pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month.  This 
claim  vas  rejected  by  the  Senate  committee  in  the  Forty-sixth  Con- 
gress, report  No.  776,  to  which  reference  may  be  had  for  a  full  statement 
of  the  facts. 

Pay-Director  Boggs  was  a  most  faithful  and  gallant  oflScer,  but  we 
feel  constrained  to  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  this  bill. 


47th  Congeess,  I  SEl^ATE.  (  Bepoet 

l8t  Session.       f  \  ^o.  620. 


m  THE  SEl^ATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Habbis,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  176.1 

The  Committee  on  Finance^  to  which  was  referred  the  Mil  {H.  B.  176)  to  re- 
fund  certain  dtitiespaid  upon  military  uniforms  imported  by  and  for  tlie 
use  of  Company  Oj  Sixth  Regiment  Infantry ^  Illinois  National  Guards^ 
has  considered  the  same  and  reports : 

That  the  company  is  composed  of  yoang  gentlemen  of  Scotch  descent, 
who  adopted  the  Highland  uniform  and  ordered  their  uniforms  from 
Scotland,  and  this  bill  proposes  to  refund  to  the  company  the  duties 
paid  upon  the  same. 

The  committee  sees  no  reason  why  the  duties  should  be  refunded  in 
this  case,  and  if  refdnded  to  this  company  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
duties  upon  the  uniforms  of  all  other  uniformed  military  companies  in 
the  country  should  not  be  refunded ;  and  if  this  policy  is  adopted,  mili- 
tary companies,  as  a  general  rule,  would  probably  import  their  uniforms 
free  or  duty. 

The  committee  therefore  reports  the  bill  back,  with  the  recommendation 
that  it  do  not  pass. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Repobt 

Ist  Session.       )  I  No.  621. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Cameron,  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Af- 
fairs, submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  729.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  the  subject  was  referred^  stib- 

mit  the  following  report: 

Lieut.  Col.  Charles  H.  Tompkins,  deputy  quartermaster-general,  XT, 
S.  A.,  was  tried  by  a  court-martial  and  sentenced,  at  San  Francisco, 
Cal.,  January  11, 1873,  to  suspension  from  rank  for  one  year,  and  to  for- 
feit all  pay  and  allowances  during  the  same  period,  except  $75  a  month, 
for  an  offense  shown  to  be  technical  in  its  character.  His  sentence  ex- 
I)ired  January  11, 1874,  and  he  thereupon  reported  himself  for  duty  to 
the  authorities ;  he  also  applied  to  the  quartermaster  at  San  Francisco 
for  quarters  and  Aiel,  to  which  his  rank  entitled  him,  but  was  refused 
on  the  ground  that  the  Secretary  of  War  had  promulgated  an  order 
that  oflScers  on  waiting  orders  were  not  entitled  to  fuel  or  quarters. 
Ui>on  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  United  States 
vs.  Williamson  (23  Wall.,  p.  411),  that  an  officer  "  waiting  orders"  was 
entitled  to  fall  pay  and  allowances  of  his  rank,  this  order  of  the  Secre- 
tary was  revoked. 

Colonel  Tompkins  was  not  assigned  to  duty  until  August  20, 1874,  being 
seven  months  and  eight  days  from  the  time  of  the  expiration  of  his  sen- 
tence. His  claim  for  fuel  and  quarters  during  this  time  was  transmitted 
by  the  Qnartermaator-General  to  the  Third  Auditor  for  his  action,  and 
both  the  Third  Auditor  and  Comptroller  certified  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  for  payment  of  the  balance  due,  $1,050.20;  but  upon  the  certificate 
being  forwarded  to  the  Quartermaster-General,  he  disfavored  the  allow- 
ance 'y  thereupon  the  Second  Comptroller  canceled  his  certificate  of  set- 
tlement, but  the  Auditor  refused  to  cancel  his  certificate. 

The  Secretary  of  War  having  personally  examined  the  claim  in  1879, 
wrote  to  the  Comptroller  that  he  had  done  so,  and  that  he  was  satisfied 
the  Auditor  was  correct  in  declining  to  cancel  his  certificate,  and  if  the 
Comptroller,  on  review  of  the  case,  should  reissue  the  certificate,  the 
amount  would  be  reported  to  Congress  for  allowance.  To  this  the 
Comptroller  replied  that  the  claimant  could  have  no  relief  from  the  Ex- 
ecutive Departments,  but  must  look  to  Congress. 

As  an  officer  of  the  Army,  the  claimant  was  entitled  to  certain  quar- 
ters and  a  given  amount  of  fuel  per  month,  which  not  being  furnished 
by  the  quartermaster  at  San  Francisco,  he  was  obliged  to  use  his  private 
money  for  that  public  use,  and  your  committee  are  of  opinion  he  should 
l)e  reimbursed  therefor. 
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The  merits  of  this  claim  are  Dot  affected  by  the  fact  of  the  claimant 
having  undergone  the  sentence  of  a  court-martial,  as  he  was  as  much 
entitled  to  them  as  if  he  had  not  undergone  such  sentence. 

That  the  offense  for  which  he  was  tried  was  a  technical  one,  involv- 
ing no  loss  to  the  government,  and  with  no  improper  motive  on  the 
part  of  claimant,  the  following  letters  show  conclusively: 

[United  Stfttea  «ircait  court,  eighth  Jadioial  coart,  at  chambers.    Geo.  W.  McCrary,  judge.] 

Keokuk,  Iowa,  December  8,  1881. 

My  Dear  General  :  In  answer  to  yonr  favor  of  the  7th  instant,  I  take  pleasure  in  stat- 
ing that,  while  in  the  War  Department,  I  examined  with  care  the  proceedings  of  the  gen- 
eral conrt-martial  before  which  yon  were  tried  some  years  ago,  and  that  I  reached  the 
conclusion,  concerning  which  I  had,  and  now  have,  no  doubt  whatever,  that  the  alleged 
violations  of  law  were  purely  technical,  even  admitting  all  that  was  claimed  on  behalf 
of  tne  prosecution,  and  that  the  sentence  was  altogether  ni^inst.  It  cannot  be  con- 
tended that  there  is  in  the  record  the  slightest  e^ndence  of  an  improper  motive  on  your 
part ;  and  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  what  you  did  was  believed  by  you  to  be  for  the 
nest  interests  of  the  public  service,  and  that  no  profit  or  advantage  to  you  was  possible. 

I  believe  that  the  sentence  should  be  set  aside,  and  that  the  pay  which  was  retained 
from  you  during  the  period  of  your  suspension  should  be  restored  to  you.    You  are  at 
liberty  to  make  such  use  of  this  letter  as  you  see  fit. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

GEO.  W.  McCRARY. 

General  Chas.  H.  Tompkins, 

Asiistant  Quartermaster-General ^  U,  S.  A.,  ChieagOy  III, 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Missouri, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General's  Office, 
Fort  Leavenwarthj  Kans.y  December  15,  1861. 

My  Dear  General  :  I  was  the  judge-advocate  of  the  general  court-martial  before 
which  you  were  arraigned  in  the  fall  of  1872,  at  Prescott,  Ariz. 

In  that  capacity  it  was  my  duty  to  make  a  full  examination  into  your  papers  and 
accounts  pertaining  to  the  matter  in  question.  You  afforded  me  every  facility  for  so 
doing,  and  I  take  pleasure  in  saying,  as  indeed  I  think  the  record  shows,  that  the 
sums  of  money  involved  were  actually  and  honestly  expended  for  the  public  service, 
the  offense  of  which  you  were  convicted  being  a  technical  one  in  the  form  and  meaa^ 
nres  of  accounting  for  them*. 
Most  truly  yours, 

E.  R.  PLATT, 
Assistant  Adjutant-General,  U.  S,  A, 
General  Chas.  H.  Tompkins, 

Assistant  Quartermaster- General, 

The  bill  proposes  only  the  reimbursement  of  moneys  paid  by  claimant 
for  fuel  and  quarters,  to  be  proven  to  the  satisfaction.of  the  proper  offi- 
cers of  the  Treasury,  who,  in  settling  the  account,  are  forbidden  to  allow 
more  than  the  amount  allowed  by  the  government  for  officers  of  his  rank 
at  the  time  and  place. 

Your  committee,  in  view  of  the  facts  in  the  case  as  above  set  forth,  rec- 
ommend the  passage  of  the  bill  as  an  act  of  justice  to  Colonel  Tompkins. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

l8t  Session.       )  \  l^o.  622. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  prioted. 


Sir.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H;  R.  3761.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  Mil  (JET.  JB.  3761) 
granting  a  pension  to  Lewis  LewiSy  having  carefully  examined  the  same^ 
make  thie  following  report: 

That  application  of  the  claimant  for  a  pension  was  rejected  at|;^the 
Pension  Office,  for  the  reason  that  the  wound  from  which  claimant's 
disabilities  result  was  not  received  in  line  of  duty.  The  facts  are  that 
the  claimant,  a  private  in  Company  F,  Seventy-eighth  Pennsylvania 
Volunteers,  being  one  of  the  train  guard  when  ttie  regiment  wa«  at 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  September  28,  1862,  was  sent  by  the  lieutenant  of  his 
company  to  post  letters  written  by  comrades.  He  asked  for  a  pass, 
but  was  told  that,  being  train  guard,  it  was  unnecessary.  Returning 
to  the  depot  after  mailing  the  letters,  the  provost  guard  demanded  his 
pass.  Claimant  stated  what  the  lieutenant  had  told  him  in  regard  to  a 
pass  being  unnecessary.  The  provost  guard  then  attempted  to  arrest 
him.  Claimant  refused  to  be  arrested  and*  tried  to  get  away.  Provost 
guard  knocked  him  down  and  stabbed  him  in  the  abdomen.  As  a  re- 
sult of  the  wound  claimant  is  afflicted  with  hernia. 

It  may  be  true  that  technically  the  claimant  was  not  in  line  of  duty, 
being  without  a  pass,  but  the  fault  was  the  fault  of  his  superior  officer, 
rather  than  his  own,  and  in  equity  he  would  seem  to  be  entitled  to  his 
pension.  The  committee  therefore  report  the  bill  back,  and  recommend 
thftt  the  same  be  passed. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

1st  Session.      )  I  No.  623. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 
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May  23, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Oommittee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1832.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1832)  grants 
ing  a  pension  to  Leonard  Weber  y  having  carefully  examined  the  same^ 
report  as  follows : 

The  claimant  was  a  private  in  the  Thirtieth  New  York  Independent 
Battery,  enlisted  July  24,  1861,  discharged  August  22,  1864,  with  his 
battery. 

He  filed  a  declaration  for  a  pension  August  26, 1873,  claiming  to  have 
been  injured  by  his  horse  falling  upon  him  near  Lynchburg,  in  May, 
1864,  causing  injury  to  the  back,  producing  hemorrhoids  and  chronic 
splenitis.    It  was  rejected  July  16, 1879,  for — 

No  record  of  the  alleged  injury  or  disease,  and  inability  to  show  by  any  evidence  in 
existence  of  disease  in  service,  or  at  discharge,  or  origin  and  existence  of  aUeged  in- 
jur}^ in  service  or  at  discharge ;  original  evidence  of  origin  not  given  from  personal 
knowledge. 

A  careful  examination  of  the  testimony  and  of  his  surgical  examina- 
tion fails  to  disclose  any  reason  why  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner 
should  be  overruled,  and  the  committee  therefore  recommend  that  the 
bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  CoNaEESS,  \  SE2J  ATE.  (  Kepoet 

l8t  Session.       ]  \  No.  624. 


IX  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ga^iden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following^ 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  E.  4080.] 

The  Camtnittee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  James^ 
dewberry  praying  for  a  pension  j  have  carefully  examined  the  same  and 
report: 

That  there  are  no  papers  whatever  on  file  in  this  case  except  the 
petition  of  the  claimant,  which  is  sworn  to.  The  petition  recites  that 
the  petitioner  is  eighty -roar  years  of  age ;  that  he  was  teamster  in  the 
United  States  service  in  the  war  of  1812,  and  served  about  two  years  in 
the  company  known  as  the  Cumberland  Blues,  and  received  an  honora- 
ble discharge  at  the  close  of  said  war  from  General  Cadwallader,  which 
discharge  was  burned;  that  he  also  served  about  one  year  in  the  Mexi- 
can war  as  a  private  in  the  Second  Regiment  of  Pennsylvania  Volun- 
teers, and  that  his  discharge  from  the  Mexican  war  has  been  lost,  but 
that  he  has  in  his  possession  a  certificate  from  Captain  Humphrey  sub- 
stantiating this  statement;  and  that  fie  served  as  private  in  the  late 
war  of  the  rebellion  in  Company  F,  Eighty-fourth  Begiment  Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers,  having  enlisted  in  that  capacity  in  September,  1861, 
and  was  discharged  from  the  service  in  June,  1862,  by  reason  of  old 
age  and  loss  of  sight,  which  is  so  stated  in  his  discharge;  that  he  re- 
enlisted  in  the  service  on  the  22d  of  August,  1864,  as  private  in  the 
Eighty-first  Begiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  and  was  discharged 
June  1,  1865,  by  reason  of  General  Order  No.  26,  all  of  which  is  fully 
set  forth  in  his  discharge  which  he  has  in  his  possession ;  and  that 
whilst  in  tiie  service  in  1862  as  assistant  wagon  master  he  was  injured 
by  his  horse  taking  fright  and  plunging  over  an  embankment,  one  of 
the  horses  rolling  aver  him  and  injuring  him  internally.  But  by  reason 
of  the  death  of  the  surgeon  who  attended  him  he  is  unable  to  furnish 
the  necessary  proof  required  by  the  Pension  Department  in  order  to 
receive  a  pension.  A  communication  from  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions, on  file,  shows  that  the  petitioner  has  never  made  application  for  a 
pension  at  the  Pension  Department. 

Your  committee  consider  it  remarkable  that  in  a  case  so  susceptible 
of  proof  as  the  services  described  in  the  petition  no  evidence  what- 
ever is  filed  to  corroborate  the  statements  of  the  petitioner  except  two 
of  his  discharges  for  service  in  the  war  of  the  rebellion. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  o])inion  that  if  the  claim  of  the  petitioner 
was  supported  by  proof  it  ought  to  secure  to  him  the  favorable  consid- 
eration of  Congress,  but  that  it  would  be  imprudent  and  a  bad  precedent 
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to  grant  a  peuBion  upon  the  unsapported  application  of  the  petitioner, 
e8X)ecially  where  no  effort  has  been  made  to  support  the  declarations 
of  the  petitioner  by  proof. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  cannot  agree  with  the  conclusions  reached 
by  House  Beport  No.  516  of  the  present  session,  and  recommend  that 
the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  be  denied. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.      j  \  No.  626. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.--Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Cahben,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  followiDg^ 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1804.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {S.  1804)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  John  M.  Hudson'^  having  carefully  examined  the  samey 
m  .ifr  eport : 

Claimant  enlisted  May  10, 1864,  and  acted  as  ensign  on  U.  S.  S.  Flam- 
l)ean ;  was  discharged  September  15, 1865 ;  filed  his  declaration  for  in- 
valid pension  on  June  30, 1879,  fourteen  years  after  discharge  from 
service,  for  rheumatism,  defective  vision,  and  orchitis,  contracted  in  the 
service. 

Claimant  is  unable  to  furnish  any  medical  evidence  that  he  was 
treated  for  these  diseases  while  in  the  service,  neither  is  he  able  to  fur- 
nish any  sufficient  evidence  of  the  diseases  named  during  his  service, 
and  the  reports  of  the  examining  surgeons,  made  in  1879-'80,  are  conflict- 
ing as  to  the  character  and  extent  of  his  present  disabilities.  Claimant 
is  the  same  Captain  Hudson  who  crossed  the  Atlantic  in  the  Eed, 
White  and  Blue,  a  boat  26  by  6,  with  only  one  companion  and  a  dog, 
in  1868. 

The  claim  was  rejected  by  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  upon  the  grounds 
that  there  is  no  record  evidence  in  the  Navy  Department  of  the  alleged 
diseases,  and  the  claimant's  inability  to  furnish  testimony  to  connect 
either  oi  them  with  the  naval  service. 

Tour  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  there  is  no  evidence  to  show 
that  claimant  was  afflicted  with  any  of  the  diseases  named  until  many 
years  after  his  discharge  from  the  service^  and  that  there  is  no  error  ia 
the  decision  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  in  rejecting  the  claim. 

The  committee  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


I 


47th  CoNaEESs,  I  SEl^ATE.  i  Ebpobt 

1st  Session.       )  \  Ko.  626. 


IE  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  XJMTBB  STATES. 


May  23y  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jaokson,  from  the  Committee  ou  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  372.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  372) 
granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  H.  Bradford,  having  carefully  considered 
8ie  same,  made  an  adverse  report  on  January  10, 1882.  On  March  29 
the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  committee  for  further  consideration. 

Since  the  recommittal  of  the  bill  no  new  evidence  has  been  introduced 
for  the  consideration  of  the  committee. 

The  committee  can  find  no  sufficient  grounds  for  a  fairorable  consid- 
eration of  this  case,  and  report  the  same  back,  with  a  recommendation 
that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


rklTU  Congress,  i  SEi^ATE.  f  Repobt 

l8t  Session.       )  I  No.  627. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  TtlE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  570.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  w(m  re/erred  the  bill  (8.  570)  grant- 
ing an  additional  pension  to  Watson  8,  Bentley^  having  examined  the 
same^  make  the  following  report : 

That  said  Bentley  was  a  corporal  in  Company  B.  Thirty-seventh  Regi- 
ment Massachnsetts  Volunteers,  in  the  late  war,  liaving  enlisted  July 
15, 1862,  and  was  honorably  discharged  February  1, 1865. 

On  the  4th  of  February,  18G5,  he  filed  his  application  for  invalid  pen- 
sion, alleging,  as  the  basis  of  his  claim,  that  in  the  service  and  in  the 
line  of  hia  duty, "  at  the  battle  of  Spottsylvania, Va.,  May  12, 1864,  he  re- 
ceived in  action  a  gunshot  wound,  causing  loss  of  front  lower  jaw."  It 
was  clearly  shown  that  he  was  wounded  as  alleged,  the  ball  passing 
through  the  lower  front  jaw,  from  left  to  right,  shattering  the  same. 
Dr.  Wright,  examining  surgeon,  under  date  of  February  24, 1865,  cer- 
tified to  the  disability  as  alK)ve  described,  and  stated  further  that  the 
claimant  could  not  masticate  solid  food,  and  was  compelled  to  subsist 
on  soft  diet  and  liquids,  and  that  his  deformity  was  very  great. 

On  the  13th  of  March,  1865,  the  claimant  was  pensioned  at  the  rate 
of  $8  per  month,  commencing  February  1, 1865.  From  the  papers  on 
file  it  appears  that  the  claimant's  pension  was  subsequently  increased 
to  $15  per  month  from  June,  1866,  said  increase  being  based  upon  the 
certificate  of  another  examining  surgeon,  who  described  his  condition 
in  1867  as  follows: 

A  ball  carried  away  the  lower  jaw.  The  process  of  healing  has  contracted  the 
month  to  a  half  inch  diameter.  No  mastication ;  very  difficult  articnlation ;  can  eat 
nothing  but  soft  food;  the  disability  is  permanent;  diaability  equivalent  to  toes  of  hiind 
or  foot. 

He  was  next  examined  September  5, 1873.  and  the  surgeon  rated  his 
disability  &s  total  third  grade  or  degree,  ana  describes  his  condition  as 
follows: 

The  mnscnlar  contraction  is  snch  after  healing  that  the  aperture  of  mouth  is  an 
eccentric  of  one  half  inch  diameter;  has  no  nourishment  except  liauids;  no  mastica- 
ion;  mnscnlar  development  less  than  two  years  since.    I  judge  him  equal  to  total 
disability  in  the  third  degree,  and  entitled  to  continuance  of  $18  per  month. 

His  pension  appears  to  have  been  increased  to  $18  per  month  March 
24, 1873,  commencing  from  June  8, 1872,  and  the  foregoing  certificate 
of  September  5,  1873,  recommended  a  continuance  at  this  rate. 

The  claimant  was  next  examined  by  the  same  surgeon  on  September 
4, 1875,  who,  after  describing  his  condition  as  above  set  forth,  certifies 
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that  since  last  examiuation  claimant  had  loRt  flesh  and  rigor.    He 
recommended  a  continuance  of  the  pension  at  $18  per  month. 

On  the  3d  August,  1877,  the  claimant  made  application  for  increase, 
and  on  the  23d  August,  1877,  the  same  surgeon  who  had  previously 
examined  and  reported  on  the  case  again  examined  him,  and  certified 
as  follows  (after  describing  the  wound) :  That — 

As  the  result  of  the  healing  of  the  muscles  that  were  left,  which  leaves  him  an 
aperture  where  his  mouth  was  of  about  three-quarters  of  an  inch  in  diameter,  has 
very  little  contraction  or  dilation  of  that;  no  mastication ,  from  the  loss  of  all  osseous 
•substance  of  lower  jaw ;  lives  upon  liquid  food;  indigestion  and  diarrhea  continuous. 
The  natural  tendency  has  been  so  good,  and  his  determination  to  exist  upon  his  diet 
for  the  past  years  has  held  him  up.  But  since  last  examination  I  find  him  failing  ia 
digestion,  muscularity,  and  general  health,  and  must  continue;  one  of  the  most  peca- 
liar  cases  resulting  from  ^un-shot  wound.  I  find  his  dinability  equal  to  and  entitling 
him  to  total  third  grade,  increasing  him  from  $18  to  $2i  per  moutn;  excellent  habits. 

Kq  action  seems  to  have  been  taken  by  the  Pension  Bureau  on  this 
certificate  and  reox)mmendation,  and  in  1878  the  claimant  again  urged 
upon  the  Commissioner  his  claim  for  an  increase  to  $24  per  month,  and 
supported  it  iy  aflQdavits  of  two  neighbors,  McNeil  and  Muir,  who 
state  that  said  Bentley  is  at  tiuies  wholly  unable  to  perform  any  manual 
labor,  and,  further,  that  at  times  he  does  perform  light  manual  labor. 
Wbat  his  circumstances  and  occupation  are  does  not  appear.  No  med- 
ical examination  appears  to  have  been  made  of  his  case  since  August 
23, 1877,  and  no  additional  evidence  has  been  produced  before  your 
committee  as  to  the  claimant's  present  condition. 

After  a  careful  consideration  of  the  case,  your  committee  are  of  the 
opinion  that  under  the  report  of  the  last  examining  surgeon,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  statements  of  the  two  neighbors,  the  claimant  is  entitled 
to  the  increase  for  which  he  applied.  The  present  bill  proposes  to  in- 
crease his  pension  to  $50  per  month.  Your  committee  think  the  case 
will  be  properly  rated  at  $36  per  month.  They  accordingly  recommend 
that  the  bill  be  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  "fifty  dollars''  in  the 
eighth  line  of  the  bill  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  Avords  "  thirty-six 
dollars,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  bill  add  the  following:  "And  that  said 
increase  of  pension  fake  effect  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this  act." 
And,  as  thus  amended,  your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  be 
passed  by  the  Senate. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  CocKBELii,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitt^  the 

following^ 

HEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1814.] 

The  CammiUee  on  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  wa^  referred  the  Mil  S.  1814^ 
have  duly  considered  the  same,  and  svbmit  the  follotcing  report : 

This  bill  provides  for  the  disposition  of  all  the  lands  embraced  in  the 
Fort  Bice  military  reservation  in  Dakota,  and  of  all  the  lands  in  the 
Fort  Randall  military  reservation  lying  east  of  the  Missonri  Biver. 

The  following  is  the  history  of  these  reservations,  as  taken  from  War 
Depaitment  reports : 

FORT  RICE,  DAK. 

PoBt  established  July  11,  1864. 

Located  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Missouri  River,  abont  10  miles  above  the  month  of 
the  Cannon  BaU  River,  and  28  miles  south  from  Bismarck,  on  the  Northern  Pacific 
Railroad. 

Reservation  declared  by  the  President  September  2,  1864,  and  (the  same  lands) 
January  22,  1867;  25  miles  long  and  about  7  miles  wide. 

January  27,  1878,  Lieutenant-General  Sheridan  recommended  that  the  post  be 
broken  up,  having  fulfilled  the  object  for  which  it  was  built,  and  as  the  troops  could 
be  quartered  elsewhere  without  any  additional  expense.  (I^e  H.  Ex.  Doc.  79,  Forty- 
lifth  Congress,  second  session.) 

Post  abandoned  and  garrison  withdrawn  November  25, 1878  (per  Special  Orders  133, 
Department  Dakota,  I^vember  18^  1878),  pursuant  to  a  letter  of  authority  from  the 
Adjutant-Generars  Office  to  the  Lieutenaut-Ctoneral,  dated  May  16,  1{^8,  which  also 
directed  that  after  the  withdrawal  of  the  garrison  the  fact  be  reported  with  informa- 
tion as  to  whether  or  not  the  reservation  would  again  be  required  for  military  pur- 
poses, in  order  that  if  not  needed  step^ might  be  taken  for  its  disposition. 

A  detachment  remained  to  transfer  property  and-  destroy  post  until  February  6, 
1-^9. 

January  24, 1880,  the  department  chief  quartermaster  reported  that  all  public  build- 
ineg  and  other  public  property  had  been  removed  from  Fort  Rice,  and  Febi-uary  24. 
IwO,  the  department  commander  reported  that  the  reservation  was  no  longer  roquirea 
for  military  purposes^ 

FORT  RANDALL,  DAK. 

deduction. 

Post  established  June  26,  1656,  and  still  garrisoned. 

Located  on  the  right  bank  of  the  Missouri  River,  75  miles  by  land  above  Yankton, 
and  100  miles  or  more  by  river. 

Reservation  declared  by  the  President  June  14^  1860. 

September  9,  1867,  that  portion  of  the  reservation  north  of  the  Missonri  River  and 
veet  of  the  Yankton  Indian  reservation  was  relinquished  to  the  Interior  Department, 
bat  October  25,  1670,  the  reserve  was,  with  consent  of  said  department,  restored  to 
its  original  limits. 

Uoder  act  of  Congress  approved  May  18, 1874  (published  in  General  Orders  No.  47, 
of  1^4,  A4jntant-GeneraPs  Office  cojjy  herewith),  the  Secretary  of  War  transferred  to 
the  iDterior  Department  certain  portions  of  th^  reservation  occupied  bv  settlers  prior 
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to  the  date  of  the  President's  order  declaring   the  same,  or  while  not  under  military 
control,  between  the  years  1867  and  1870. 

By  letter  of  December  2,  1879,  the  Secretary  of  War  recommended  to  the  House  of 
Representatives  the  relinquishment  to  the  Interior  Department  of  the  portion  of  the 
reser>^e  north  of  the  Missouri  River  not  alitdady  confirmed  to  settlers  under  the  act  of 
Congress  approved  May  18,  1874,  befoi'e  mentioned.  The  portion  thus  recommended 
' for  relinquisnment  is  located  in  Charles  Mix  County.  (See  in  this  connection  bill 
H.  R.  4575,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  second  session,  and  Report  No.  744,  accompanying 
same.) 

Neither  of  tbese  reservations  has  any  government  buildings,  or  is 
any  longer  needed  or  used  for  military  purposes. 

Similar  bills  have  been  introduced  in  the  House  of  Bepresentatives, 
and  in  answer  to  communications  from  the  House  committee  the  fol- 
lowing letters  have  been  received  from  the  Secretary  of  War : 

War  Department, 
JVashington  Citjff  January  30,  1882. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  biU  H.  R.  2749,  entitled  ''A  bill  vacating  the  Fort  Rice  military 
reservation  in  the  Territory  of  Dakota,"  a  copy  of  which  was  received  with  your 
letter  of  the  20th  instant,  requesting  the  views  of  this  department  in  relation  thereto, 
I  have  the  honor  to  invite  attention  to  Execnti  ve  communication  of  the  26th  instant, 
tiransmitting  to  Congress  a  letter  of  this  department  of  the  17th  instant,  reporting  a 
list  of  reservations  no  lon^r  needed  for  mlUtary  purposes,  and  recommending  legisla* 
tion  to  provide  for  their  disposal.* 

Said  Ust,  which,  with  its  accompanying  ptipers,  was,  on  the  26th  instant,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  includes  the  Fort  Rice  reservation,  mentioned 
above. 

The  bill  (2749)  meets  the  approval  and  recommendation  of  the  General  of  the  Army 
and  of  this  department. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 
Hon.  Geo.  R.  Davis, 

0/  the  Committee  on  Military  Affaire,  House  of  Bepreeentativee. 


War  Department, 
Jfaehington  City,  January  30,  1882. 

6ir:  Referriuff  to  bill  H.  R.  1896,  entitled  *'A  bill  vacating  all  that  portion  of  the 
'Fort  Randall  military  reservation,  in  the  Territory  of  Dakota,  lying  east  of  the  Mis- 
souri River,"  a  copy  of  which  was  received  with  your  letter  of  the  20th  instant,  with 
request  for  the  views  of  this  department  inrelation  thereto,  I  have  the  honor  to  invite 
attention  to  Executive  communication  of  the  26th  instant,  transmitting  to  Congress 
a  letter  of  this  department  of  the  17th  instant,  reporting  a  list  of  reservations  no 
longer  needed  for  military  purposes,  and  recommending  such  legislation  as  will  pro- 
vide for  their  disposal.*  * 

Said  list,  whicn,  with  its  accompanying  papers,  was,  on  the  26th  instant,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  includes  a  portion  of  the  Fort  Randall  reserva- 
tion, named  above. 

The  bill  (1896)  meets  the  approval  and  recommendation  of  the  General  of  the  Army 
.and  of  this  department. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 
Hon.  Geo.  R.  Davis, 

Of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affaire,  House  of  Bepresentatives, 

The  following  communications  were  also  transmitted  by  the  Secretary 
of  ^  the  Interior : 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,-  May  3, 1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  communication  of  the 
2d  instant  from  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  touching  the  provisions  of  bill  H. 

•  House  Ex.  Doc.  No.  39,  Forty-seventh  Congress,  first  session. 
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R.  2749;  Forty-seventb  Congress,  first  session,  "vacating  the  Fort  Rice  military  reser- 
vation in  the  Territory  of  Dakota/'  A  copy  of  said  bill  and  a  draft  of  the  military 
reservation,  the  rebtoration  of  which  to  the  public  domain  is  contemplated  thereunder, 
will  also  be  found  herewith. 

In  Tiew  of  the  fact  that  the  passage  of  the  bill  as  introduced  will  deprive  the  Sioux 
Indians,  upon  whose  reservation  in  Dakota  a  portion  of  the  military  reserve  is  sitn« 
a  ted,  ox  a  number  of  scjuare  miles  of  land,  the  Commissioner  recommends  that  an 
amendment  be  introduced  in  the  bill  after  the  word  ^'reservation,''  in  line  four,  the 
following:  ''Except  so  much  thereof  as  lies  within  the  Sioux  Indian  reser^'ation,  being 
the  lands  south  of  Cannon  Ball  River  and  west  of  the  Missouri  River; "  which  is  shown 
on  the  tracing  by  red  coloring. 

Approving  the  recommendation  of  the  Commissioner,  I  respectfully  present  the 
matter  for  the  consideration  and  action  of  your  committee  and  of  Congress. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  M.  TELLER, 

Secretary, 
Hon.  D.  C.  Haskell, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Indian  Ajflaira,  House  of  Bepre$entatives, 


Department  of  tub  Intebior^  Office  of  Indian  Affairs,  ' 

Washington,  May  2,  1882. 

Sir:  My  attention  has  been  called  to  bill  H.  R.  2749  (copy  herewith),  Forty-seventh 
Congress,  first  session,  "vacating  the  Fort  Rice  military  reservation,  m  the  Territory 
of  Dakota,"  whereby  all  the  lands  embraced  in  said  reservation  are  to  be  opened  and 
made  subject  to  entrf  as  other  public  lands  in  said  Territory,  and  the  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office  is  authorized  to  issue  the  instructions  necessary  to  carry 
the  provisions  of  said  bill  into  effect. 

This  military  reservation  was  first  set  apart  by  the  order  of  the  President,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Executive  Mansion,  September  2, 1864. 

Let  the  Fort  Rice  military  reservation  be  established  according  to  the  inclosed  dia- 
gram, as  recommended  by  the  Departments  of  War  and  the  Interior. 

A.  LINCOLN. 

This  was  followed  by  a  later  order,  made  by  President  Johnson,  as  follows : 

The  reservation  for  Fort  Rice,  Dakota  Territory,  according  to  the  inclosed  plat  and 
description,  signed  "  A.  Sully,  Brig.-Greneral,"  is  hereby  ma^e  for  military  purposes, 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  will  cause  it  to  be  noted  in  the  Land  Office  to  be  re- 
served as  a  military  post. 

*  ANDREW  JOHNSON. 

Executive  Mansion,  January  22, 1867. 

The  ontboundaries  of  the  lands  designated  on  said  plat  are  as  follows : 

"Commencing  at  a  point  on  the  Missouri  River  two  miles  below  the  mouth  of  the 
Cannon  Ball  River :  tnence  duo  west  six  miles ;  thence  in  a  northerly  direction  to  a 
point  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Missouri  River  opposite  the  mouth  of  Applo  Creek : 
thence  acroaa  the  Missouri  River  and  along  Apple  Creek  four  miles;  thence  south  30 
£.  until  it  strikes  Long  Lake  Creek ;  thence  in  a  southerly  direction  to  a  point  of 
beginning." 

All  of  the  lands  south  of  the  Cannon  Ball  River  and  west  of  the  east  bank  of  the 
Missouri  River,  embraced  in  said  Executive  ordei  s  establishing  the  Furt  Rice  military 
reservation,  are  within  the  limits  of  the  Sioux  Indian  Reservation.  The  northern 
boundary  of  the  Sioux  Indian  Reservation  was  definitely  established  at  the  time  of  the 
cession  of  the  "Black  Hills"  country  by  an  act  of  Congress  entitled  "An  act  to  ratify 
an  agreement  with  certain  bands  of  the  Sioux  Nation  of  Indians,  and  also  with  the 
Northern  Arapaho  and  Cheyenne  Indians,"  approved  February  28,  1877  (19  Stat.,  p. 
254),  which  is  as  follows:  i*  •  •  "and  the  northern  boundary  of  their  said 
reservation  shall  follow  the  said  south  branch  to  it>s  intersection  with  the  main  Can- 
non Ball  River,  and  thence  down  the  said  main  Cannon  Ball  River  to  the  Missouri 
River."        •        •        • 

By  report  H.  R.  No.  847  (herewith),  which  accompanied  bill  H.  R.  2749,  it  appears 
that  said  bill  has  the  approval  and  recommendation  of  the  General  of  the  Army  and  of 
the  War  Department,  and  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  has  recommended  the 
passage  of  tne  bill.    Should  this  bill,  in  its  present  shape,  become  a  law^  it  would  be  a 
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violation  of  a  solemn  agreement  with  the  Sioux  Indians,  some  of  whom  have  already- 
made  settlement  and  improvements  on  thes^  lands.  Not  only  this,  bat  a  conflict  be- 
tween the  Indians  and  white  settlers  is  imminent,  the  latter  attempting  to  drive  the 
Indians  from  their  homes,  and  refusing  to  allow  them  to  cut  wood  sufficient  for  do- 
mestic uses. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  facts,  I  respectfully  recommend  that  the  attention  of  Con- 
gress be  called  to  this  matter,  and  suggest  that  said  bill  be  so  amended  as  to  exclude 
all  that  portion  of  land  lying  within  the  limits  of  the  Sioux  Indian  Reservation,  as  es- 
tablished by  the  act  of  February  28,  1877,  by  inserting  after  the  word  '^  Reserva- 
tion "  in  line  four  of  the  first  section  the  words  "except  so  much  thereof  as  lies  within 
the  Sioux  Indian  Reservation,  being  the  lands  south  of  Cannon  Ball  River  and  west 
of  the  Missouri  River.'' 

I  submit  herewith  a  tracing  showing  the  boundaries  of  the  Fort  Rice  militair  res- 
ervation, that  portion  thereof  which  lies  within  the  Sioux  Indian  Reservation  oein^ 
indicated  thereon  in  red. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

H.  PRICE, 

Commi$8ianer, 

The  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  recommendations  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Com- 
missioner of  Indian  Affairs  are  approved,  and  your  committee  have 
prepared  a  substitute  for  said  bill  to  meet  these  recommendations,  and 
recommend  the  passage  of  the  substitute  herewith  reported. 
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Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1.341.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  wa4f  referred  the  bill  (H.  JK.  1841,) 
granting  a  pension  to  Jame^t  B.  White^  having  carefully  eoffimined  the 
samcj  make  tlie  following  report  : 

Claimant  enlisted  October  4, 1861,  and  was  discharged  October  28, 
1862.  Filed  application  for  pension  August  1, 1876,  fourteen  years  after 
his  discharge,  for  an  injury  to  his  left  knee,  which  he  claims  resulted  in 
amputation  of  leg  on  the  29th  of  March,  1876. 

Claimant  states  that  about  March  23, 1862,  at  Winchester,  Va.,  while 
attempting  to  get  over  a  rock  fence  on  a  hasty  march,  he  fell,  injuring 
his  left  knee.  There  is  no  record  evidence  of  any  medical  treatment  for 
such  injury. 

Claimant  was  discharged  October  28,  1862.  The  certificate  of  disa- 
bility upon  which  he  was  discharged  states: 

He  is  incapable  because  of  varicocele  enlargement  of  the  epididymus  and  testicle^ 
botb  aidfcs  being  affected,  and  is  the  result  of  hard  living  and  exposure  while  serving 
In  the  pioneer  corps  of  Shields's  division. 

Claimant  proves  by  comrades  that  he  did  receive  a  fall  at  Winchester 
and  complained  of  his  knee  being  hurt. 

The  first  evidence  of  any  treatfnent  by  a  physician  is  the  statement 
of  Dr.  Jason  Roberts  that  he  treated  claimant  from  I860  to  1869  for  in- 
jury' to  left  knee,  the  entire  parts  of  the  joint  and  contiguous  tissues 
sufl'ering  from  inflammation.  This  treatment  commenced  some  three 
years  after  his  discharge  from  the  Army. 

The  only  additional  medical  testimony  is  the  evidence  of  Dr.  Charles 
llilder,  that  he  amputated  claimant's  leg  in  March,  1876,  but  knows 
nothing  of  the  original  cause  of  the  injury. 

The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  rejected  the  claim — 

Because  the  records  furnished  no  information  as  to  the  alleged  injury  in  the  service, 
and  the  evidence  fails  to  connect  claimant's  present  disability  with  the  service. 

Your  committee,  after  careful  examination  of  the  case,  are  of  the 
opinion  that  the  length  of  time  w^hich  elapsed  after  the  claimant's  dis- 
charge from  the  Army  before  he  received  any  medical  treatment,  to- 
gether with  the  lack  of  evidence  that  he  received  any  treatment  for  the 
injury  to  the  knee  while  in  the  service,  and  the  lack  of  i)roof  con- 
necting the  alleged  injury  from  the  fall  at  Winchester  with  the  subse- 
<iuent  amputation  of  the  leg,  fullj"  justify  the  rejection  of  the  claim  by 
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the  Commissioner  of  Fensious;  and  are  also  of  the  opinion  that  there  is 
not  sufficent  evidence  to  authorize  the  passage  of  the  bill  for  special 
relief. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of 
the  biU. 
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Mr.  Slateb,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2910.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hiU  (H.  B.  2910) 
granting  a  pension  to  Kate  Willhortz  {improperly  written  Wilhorlitz  in 
hill) J  have  hid  the  same  under  consideration^  and  report: 

That  the  facts  set  out  in  the  House  committee's  report,  as  follows,  are 
substantially  correct: 

It  appears  that  the  said  Kate  Wilhorlitz  is  the  dependentmotherof  Joseph  Wilhorlitz, 
who  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  I,  Nineteenth  Resriment  United  States  Infantry, 
Jone  28,  1871,  and  served  five  years,  when  he  was  discharged  by  reason  of  expiration 
of  term  of  service.  In  November^  ^^^  ^^  re-enlisted  in  said  service  as  a  private  in 
Company  C,  Second  Regiment  United  States  Cavalry,  and  was  discharged  therefrom 
on  surgeon's  certificate  of  disability,  said  certificate  stating  that  he  had  chronic 
bronchitis. 

Said  soldier  died  on  the  4th  day  of  JulYy  1877,  less  than  two  months  after  discharge, 
and  the  attending  physician  states  that  his  disease  was  consumption. 

The  claimant  files  an  affidavit  that  when  her  son  returned  from  the  Army  his  voice 
was  so  weak  and  feeble  it  was  difficult  for  him  to  give  utterance  to  words  by  which 
his  wants  could  be  made  known,  and  for  that  reason  she  failed  to  gain  information 
from  him  as  to  the  time  and  circumstances  when  he  was  first  attacked,  and  the  names 
of  the  witnesses  by  whom  the  necessary  facts  could  be  proved  to  entitle  her  to  pen- 
sion. 

The  fact  of  claimant's  dependence  upon  her  said  son  is  clearly  made  out.  Her 
husband  is  very  aged,  and  she  has  two  deaf  and  dumb  children  to  support,  one  of 
whom  is  paralyzed. 

Her  claim  for  a  pension  was  rejected  because  the  certificate  of  disability  under 
which  the  soldier  was  discharged  contained  the  statement  that  the  soldier  was  a 
victim  of  said  disease  when  last  enlisted. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  facts  it  may  be  stated  that  the  soldier 
was  discharged  from  his  first  term  of  five  years'  service,  June  28, 1876, 
and  re-enlisted  November  14  following,  being  out  of  the  service  not  quite 
five  months.  It  is  claimed  that  he  contracted  his  disability  during  an 
expedition  in  the  Black  Hills,  he  taking  a  severe  cold,  from  which  the 
complaint  of  which  he  died  subsequently  developed.  It  is  apparent 
from  the  evidence  that  the  expedition  referred  to  took  place  during  the 
soldier's  second  enlistment.  It  also  appears  from  his  certificate  of  dis- 
charge, by  way  of  recital^  that  '^  during  the  last  two  months  said  soldier 
has  been  unfit  for  duty  sixty  days.  This  man  has  done  no  duty  since  he 
join^  the  company.    Disability  existed  previous  to  enlistment." 

The  surgeon's  certificate,  which  accompanies  this  certificate  of  dis- 
ability, says : 

From  the  voluntary  statement  of  the  soldier  it  is  believed  that  the  disability  ex- 
isted to  some  extent  before  he  joined  his  company.    The  record  of  the  cavalry  recruit^ 
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ing  rendezYOus,  Chicago.  111.,  for  November,  1876,  shows  that  this  soldier  was  examined 
and  rejected  because  oi  embarrassed  respiration  a  few  days  prior  to  date  of  enlist- 
ment. Indorsed  upon  this  certificate  is  the  following:  ''  Headquarters  of  the  Platte, 
Medical  Director's  Office,  Omaha,  May  21, 1877.  Respectfully  returned  to  the  assistant 
adjutant-general.''  Discharge  recommended.  The  within  named  Joseph  WiUhortz 
is  not  entitled  to  pension.  The  evidence  accompanying  these  certificates  shows  that 
he  was  rejected  at  Chicago,  November  9,  1876,  for  *^  embarrassed  respiration/'  and  on 
the  14th  of  the  same  month  enlisted  at  Columbus  Barracks,  which  indorsement  is 
signed  by  the  head  of  that  office. 

Yoar  committee  are  satisfied  that  the  disease  of  which  the  soldier  died 
was  already  contracted  at  the  time  of  his  second  enlistment,  and  there 
is  no  evidence  to  show  that  his  disease  had  its  inception  during  the 
term  of  his  first  enlisment;  besides  there  is  no  proof  of  the  dependency 
of  the  mother,  and  therefore  yonr  committee  recommend  that  the  bill 
do  not  pass. 


4VTH  OONGBESS,  )  SENATE.  /  Repoet 

Ut  8es9ian.       i  \  No.  631. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


BIat  33,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  PensioiiB,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2093.] 

The  Committee  an  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  R.  2093) 
granting  a  pension  to  Oodfrey  Droyer^  have  had  the  same  under  consid-. 
eration,  and  report : 

That  Droyer  was  enlisted  Au^ist  4, 1862,  and  discharged  June  13, 
1865.  He  appears,  from  the  records  of  the  War  Department,  to  have 
been  present  and  on  duty  until  December^  1864^  when  captured  and  re- 
ported a  prisoner  of  war. 

He  filed  an  application  for  pension  April  5, 1870,  alleging  as  disability 
disease  of  the  eyes,  claimed  to  have  been  contracted  in  the  service  and 
in  tbtf  line  of  his  duty  about  February  1, 1864.  Capt.  A.  J.  Ware,  of 
claimant's  company,  testifies  generally  to  the  effect  that  the  disability 
was  chargeable  to  the  exposure  which  the  claimant  underwent  whUe 
assisting  in  the  building  of  block-houses  for  the  railroad  guards  on  the 
road  from  Nashville  to  Murfreesborough,  Tenn.,  during  the  winter  of 

1864.  Three  comrades  also  testify  to  a  like  origin  of  claimant's  disability, 
and  to  a  gradual  increase  in  severity  during  the  remainder  of  claimant's 
service.  Soundness  at  enlistment  is  shown.  It  is  also  shown  by  the 
affidavit  of  Dr.  James  Davidson  that  he  treated  the  claimant  in  July, 

1865,  for  purulent  ophthalmia  of  the  eyes,  with  tendency  to  granulation 
of  the  eyelids,  but  the  treatment  afforded  no  relief. 

^  Upon  this  evidence  the  Pension  Office  issued  a  certificate,  dated  May 
7, 1875,  allowing  the  claimant  a  pension,  rating  his  allowance  at  $6  i)er 
month  from  date  of  disability,  and  $10  per  month  from  April  7, 1875.  At 
this  juncture,  and  before  the  certificate  was  actually  mailed,  a  special 
agent  of  the  Pension  Office  gave  information  to  the  of^ce  that,  from  state- 
ments made  to  him,  it  appeared  that  claimant's  disability  was  gonorrheal 
ophthalmia.  A  special  investigation  was  ordered.  This  investigation  was 
thorough  and  searching,  and  clearly,  in  the  minds  of  your  committee,  es- 
tablishes the  fact  by  incontestible  proof  that  the  disability  of  the  claimant 
was  gonorrheal  ophthalmia.  The  evidence  is  full  and  explicit  that  the 
claimat  waa  intemperate  during  his  service,  and  also  licentious;  that  he 
contracted  gonorrhea  in  Cincinnati  in  the  fall  or  winter  of  1862-'63 ;  that 
instead  of  receiving  treatment  from  regimental  surgeon,  or  going  to  a 
hospital,  he  was  prescribed  for  by  a  Lieutenant  Torrence,  who  was  a 
local  physician,  and  was  in  the  habit  of  attending  to  such  cases ;  that 
not  recovering,  he  was  finally,  about  the  Ist  of  March.  1863,  ordered  to 
the  venereal  ward  of  the  general  hospital  at  Camp  Denison,  Ohio,  for 
treatment }  that  soon  after  he  contracted  gonorrhea  his  eyes  became 
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blood-sbot  and  matter  oozed  out  of  theni.  He  continued  in  this  state^ 
so  far  a«  his  eyes  were  concerned,  until  he  went  to  the  venereal  ward  of 
the  general  hospital,  as  stated  above.  When  he  came  out  of  the  hospital 
his  eyes  were  weak  and  still  bloodshot^  and  continued  so. 

There  appears  to  be  no  record  of  his  treatment  at  the  hospital,  and 
the  surgeon  in  charge  fails  to  remember  the  case  or  treatment,  but  does 
remember  the  case  of  another  soldier  suffering  with  similar  disease  sent 
to  said  ward  at  the  same  time  as  claimant' was  and  by  the  same  officer. 

From  all  the  evidence,  your  committee  have  no  doubt  that  the  dis- 
ability of  claimant  is  the  direct  result  of  his  own  vices.  The  soldier 
IS  shown  to  have  been  faithful  and  obedient,  but  your  committee  fail  to 
see  any  reason  in  this  case  to  make  it  an  exception,  and  every  reason 
why  the  decision  of  the  Pension  Office  should  be  sustained;  and,  there- 
fore, your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  pass. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

Ut  Session.       )  \  No.  632. 


DT  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1772.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 1772)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Isaiah  Mitchelly  having  considered  the  same  respectfully 
report: 

This  is  a  peculiar  case.  Mitchell  was  a  corporal  Company  O,  One  hun- 
dre<l  and  fifteenth  United  States  Colored  Troops.  He  enlisted  April 
10, 1865,  and  was  mustered  out  with  his  company  February  10, 1866. 
He  was  pensioned  for  the  combined  disabilities  of  injury  to  right  foot, 
the  same  having  been  crushed  by  a  falling  tie,  and  pharyngitis,  the  re- 
sult of  diphtheria,  at  the  rate  of  $6  per  month  from  February  11 .  1866. 
The  injury  to  foot  was  rated  at  $4  and  the  disease  of  throat  92  per 
month.  This  pension  he  enjoyed  until  June  4, 1877,  when  he  volun- 
tarily surrendered  his  certificate,  and  stated  as  a  reason  for  doing  so 
that  he  thought  his  disability  had  ceased,  and  that  he  felt  that  he  ought 
no  longer  to  draw  a  pension.  His  last  biennial  examination  prior  to 
surrender  was  September  4, 1875,  when  the  examining  surgeon  certified  as 
to  disability  in  his  foot  as  follows :  ^^The  applicant  appears  to  have  re- 
ceived the  wound  from  the  fall  of  a  railroad  tie  upon  the  in§tep  of  right 
foot,  causing  swelling:  of  limb  and  stifihess  of  joint,  inability  to  stand 
or  perform  manual  labor,"  and  that  his  entire  disability  continued  at  $6 
per  month. 

From  1874  to  April  19, 1881,  Mitchell  was  steward  of  the  «  Old  Colony 
Club "  in  this  city.  Up  to  1879  his  physician  was  Dr.  John  C.  Riley, 
who  died  February  22, 1879.  From  October  28, 1880,  to  November  4, 
1880,  he  was  attended  by  Dr.  Francis  for  pharyngitis.  He  applied  for 
restoration  to  the  pension-roll  June  8-  1881,  alleging  that  both  disabili- 
ties for  which  he  was  originally  pensioned  still  existed.  He  furnished 
tlie  affidavit  of  Dr.  Francis  as  to  the  throat  disability,  but  no  evidence 
other  than  his  own  statement  as  to  the  disability  of  his  foot.  He  re- 
ferred in  his  application  for  restoration  to  the  evidence  on  file  iu  support 
of  his  original  application,  and  to  his  biennial  examinations.  He  stated 
that  soon  after  siurendering  his  certificate  in  1877  he  found  that  he  had 
made  a  mistake  in  supposing  that  he  was  well,  and  that  he  was  still 
suffering  from  the  same  causes ;  that  so  long  as  he  coutinued  steward 
of  the  club  his  work  was  light,  and  although  both  his  throat  and  foot 
troubled  him  he  thought  he  would  try  to  get  along  without  asking  for 
restoration:  that  after  his  employment  at  the  club  ceased,  and  he  had 
to  use  his  toot  more,  it  became  more  painful,  so  that  he  was  unable  to 
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■ 

X>erform  labor  which  necessitated  its  coustant  use,  and  he  felt  that  he 
was  entitled  to  receive  his  pension. 

He  was  ordered  to  be  examined  with  reference  to  restoration,  and  the 
board  of  surgeons,  Dr.  Reybum  i)resident,  certified  to  the  contiuucil 
existence  of  the  throat  disease,  but  as  to  the  alleged  disability  in  his 
foot,  said:  "There  is  no  thickening  of  the  tissue  about  right  footer 
other  evidence  of  injury,  and  in  our  opinion  no  disability  from  cause 
alleged.^  He  was  restored  to  the  pension-roll  at  $2  per  month  for  di- 
sease of  his  throat  June  24,  1881. 

He  immediately  applied  for  increase  upon  the  ground  of  disability  in 
his  foot,  asking  for  a  review  of  the  case  and  a  new  examination,  claim- 
ing his  examination  had  not  been  thorough,  ami  that  the  injury  to  his 
foot  to  be  */  a  peculiar  injury,  no  scar  is  left,  but  lifting  or  walking  pro- 
duces all  the  pain  as  though  the  injurj'^  was  fresh  instead  of  being  an 
old  one."  He  was  examined  by  Drs.  Hood,  Baxter,  and  Griswold  of  the 
Pension  Office,  who  reported  August  22, 1881 : 

The  ineasuTcmeuts  of  ri^ht  foot  are  one-fonrth  of  an  inch  loss  than  left  foot,  but  no 
BcarH  visible.  He  complains  of  pain  and  swelling,  on  exercise,  in  this  foot,  and  pain 
extending  to  oalf  and  knee.  We  find  no  evidence  at  all  of  any  disability  l>ecause  of 
any  injury  to  the  right  foot.  It  prc6ent«  no  swelling,  tenderness,  or  other  condition 
to  show  that  it  disables. 

The  application  for  increase  was  rejected,  an  appeal  taken  to  the  Sec- 
retarj^  of  the  Interior,  and  decision  affirmed  November  26, 1881. 

March  17, 1882,  he  was  again,  at  his  own  request,  examined  by  a  board 
consisting  of  Drs.  Eeyburn,  Stanton,  and  Tyler,  who  report : 

There  is  no  ticatrix  or  other  evidence  of  injury  of  right  foot ;  slight  swelling  of  right 
leg ;  some  enlargement  of  inguinal  gland  of  right  side  ;  slight  lameneas ;  not  satisned 
that  he  is  disabled  from  the  injury  alleged. 

The  claimant  has  employed  no  attorney,  has  furnished  no  evidence  of 
the  continued  existence  of  the  disability  in  his  foot,  except  his  own  state- 
ments, and  insists  that  his  honesty  in  surrendering  his  pension  when  he 
thought  Ids  disability  had  ceased  shall  be  taken  as  a  guaranty  that  he 
is  honest  and  correct  in  his  claim  that  he  is  now  suffering  from  said  dis- 
ability. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  injury  to  his  foot  is  of  a  character  which 
leaves  very  Uttle  external  evidence  of  disability,  the  fact  that  his  surgi- 
cal examinations  seem  to  show  evidence  of  some  disability  at  the  present 
time,  and  the  fact  that  the  claimant,  who  was  honest  enough  to  surren- 
der his  pension  when  he  thought  himself  cured,  is  entitled  to  considera- 
tion when  he  states  that  he  now  suffers  from  the  original  injury,  the 
committee  have^concluded  to  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with  an 
amendment. 


47th  CoNaREss,  \  SENATE.  /  Repobt 

l8t  Session.       J  )   No.  633. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23.  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Gommittee  on  Pensions,  sabinitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1180.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  Mil  {H.  E.  1180)  in- 
crea9ing  the  pension  of  Oeorge  H,  BUickman^  have  had  the  same  und^ 
consideration^  and  report : 

That  the  facta  are  substantially  set  forth  in  the  following  extract  from 
the  House  report : 

We  find  upon  examination  of  the  evidence  before  your  committee  tliat  the  petitioner 
enlisted  September  23,  1861,  as  private  in  Company  E,  Ninety-third  Regiment  New 
Y'ork  Volunteers,  and  that  he  continued  in  such  service  until  July  13,  1865,  having 
during  that  time  participated  in  a  number  of  battles,  and  having  been  promoted  to 
first  lieutenant)  which  rank  he  held  when  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service.  On 
the  6th  of  May,  1864,  at  the  battle  of  the  Wilderness,  he  was  wounded  by  a  minie  ball 
striking  him  in  the  ri^ht  breast  and  passing  into  the  body,  which  ball  has  never  been 
extracted.  Another  similar  ball  struck  and  shattered  the  bones  of  his  right  arm  to 
such  an  extent  as  to  necessitate,  eight  days  thereafter,  the  amputation  of  said  arm, 
which  was  accomplished  by  dislocating  the  shoulder-joint  and  removing  the  arm 
from  its  socket ;  and  by  reason  of  amputation  the  various  bones  contiguous  to  such 
joint  have  lost  their  suppoi-t  at  such  joint,  and  its  various  cartilages  and  ligaments, 
to  such  an  extent  that  by  the  eftect  of  said  wouud  in  the  right  breast  the  entire  left 
side  of  the  petitioner's  person  has  become  weakened  and  impaired,  thereby  incapaci- 
tating him  fi'om  any  kind  of  manual  labor  whatever,  the  weakness  and  impairment 
of  his  right  side  impairing  any  use  of  the  right  arm  for  any  purpose  requiring  any 
degree  of  effort  or  muscular  endurement  whatsoever. 

Your  committee  further  find  that  your  petitioner  is  now  in  receipt  of  a  pension  at 
$24  per  month,  that  being  the  rate  allowed  by  law  for  pensioners  who  have  lost  one 
arm  above  the  elbow ;  that  the  petitioner  is  far  more  disabled  and  incapacitated,  not 
only  for  manual  labor,  but  for  any  and  all  purposes,  than  those  rated  simply  for  loss 
of  an  arm. 

Id  view  of  his  helpless  condition  he  asks  that  his  pension  be  increased  to  the  rate 
of  $50  per  month ;  that  the  Pension  Office  has  no  power  in  the  premises  in  view  of  the 
technical  construction  and  phraseology  of  existing  statutes.  The  statement  of  the 
petitioner  is  indorsed  and  certified  to  as  correct  in  regard  to  his  physical  condition 
by  Drs.  Boigamin  Norton  and  John  T.  Jamison,  two  examining  surgeons  of  the  Pen- 
sion Office  located  at  Belmont,  N.  Y.,  and  Homellsville,  N.  Y.  The  last-named  sur- 
geon states  that  the  petitioner  has  lateral  curvature  of  the  dorsal  spine,  the  probable 
result  of  the  iigury  to  the  right  shoulder. 

His  application  for  an  Increase  of  pension  was  rejected  by  the  Pen- 
sion Office  March  11,  1875,  "  because  the  evidence  did  not  show  that 
he  is  so  helpless  by  reason  of  the  injury  as  to  require  the  regular  aid 
and  attendance  of  another  person." 

Your  committee,  upon  a  full  and  careful  consideration  of  the  evidence 
in  this  case,  are  of  opinion  that  this  case  may  fairly  be  considered  an 
exception  to  the  general  rule,  and  that  there  should  be  an  increase  of 
pension  granted  to  claimant,  and  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  do 
pass. 

C 


•  i 


47th  Congres.^,  \  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

l8t  Session.       f  )  No.  034. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R,  1154.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  tchom  was  referred  the  bill  {H,  B,  1154) 
granting  a  pension  to  Edicard  Farr,  have  had  the  same  under  cwisider- 
ation,and  report: 

That  the  facts  and  history  are  fully  and  accurately  set  out  in  the  re- 
])ort  of  the  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  which  your  commit- 
tee adopt  as  their  own,  and  is  as  follows: 

The  claimant,  Edward  Fair,  enlisted  Angnst  6,  1862,  in  Company  E,  One  hundred 
and  seventeenth  New  York  Volunteers.     He  was  discharged  March  12,  1863. 

The  claimant's  proofs  show,  by  affidavit  of  ]iis  family  physician,  that  his  physical 
condition  for  several  years  prior  to  enlistment  had  been  always  ^ood,  requiring  no 
treatment ;  that  he  was  a  strong,  able-bodied  man,  working  at  all  kinds  of  farm  labor, 
and  having  no  heart  disease.  These  facts  are  also  tes titled  to  by  several  of  his  neigh- 
bors. 

The  affidavit  of  the'examiuiiig  surgeon  of  the  regiment,  who  examined  the  claimant 
for  muster  into  the  service,  shows  ho  was  then  in  **  sound  health  and  free  from  any 
disease  or  affection  of  the  heart." 

The  affidavit  of  the  assistant  surgeon  of  the  One  hundred  and  seventeenth  Regi- 
ment is  that  after  claimant  had  been  in  the  service  some  five  or  six  months,  claimant, 
''  from  rapid  marches  in  the  performance  of  his  duty  as  a  soldier,  and  exposure  to  the 
"wet  and  cold  at  time  of  such  marches,  and  immediately  following  the  same,  was  taken 
severely  iU,  and  with  such  iUuess  was  confined  several  months  in  t-ent  at  Camp  Morris, 
Maryland,  and  until  discharged  from  service,  during  which  time  affiant  attended  upon 
the  said  Farr  medically  as  surgeon  aforesaid,  and  gave  him  treatment ;  that  the  said 
illnesB  of  the  aaid  Farr  resulted  in  an  affection  of  his  hearty  on  account  of  which  he,  the  said 
Fair,  was  discharged  from  the  service.*'  The  proofs  show,  and  it  is  conceded,  that 
claimant  has  continued,  since  his  discharge,  affected  with  this  heart  disease,  and  that 
it  has  destroyed  his  power  to  labor.  So  appears  by  the  certificate  of  the  examining 
surgeon  of  the  Pension  Office. 

''Ae  assistant  surgeon  testifying  to  the  facts  of  the  contraction  of  this  disease  is  now 
one  of  the  examining  surgeons  of  the  Pension  Department,  and  a  man  entitled  to  full 
credit. 

The  certificate  to  the  discharge,  and  upon  which  this  man  was  discharged,  is  made 
by  another  assistant  surgeon,  Wlio  is  not  shown  to  have  had  any  personal  knowledge 
of  claimant  prior  to  enlistment,  but  who  states  *'  he  finds  him  incapable  of  performing 
the  duties  of  a  soldier,  because  of  disease  of  the  heart,  tvhich  existed  to  some  extent  prior 
to  his  enUstmentf  but  which  permanently  disqualifies  him  for  service." 

Because  of  the  words  *'  which  existed  to  some  extent  prior  to  his  enlistmenty"  the  Pension 
Office  rejected  the  claim. 

So  far  as  can  be  discovered  in  the  whole  case,  these  words  were  inserted  in  this  cer- 
tificate solely  as  an  opinion  by  a  surgeon  not  personally  acquainted  with  claimant, 
but  they  are  construed  to  outweigh  the  sworn  testimony  of  the  surgeon  and  assistant 
aargeon  of  the  regiment,  the  testimony  of  claimant's  family  physician  and  neighbors. 

This  pension  was  applied  for  March  29, 1871. 

We  then  have  the  testimony  of  claimant's  family  physician  and  neighbors  that  this 
di:^ase  o£  the  heart  did  not  exist  before  enlistment ;  the  testimony  of  his  regimental 
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Burgeon  that  it  did  not  exist  when  he  was  mnstered  into  the  regiment ;  the  testimony 
of  his  assistant  regimental  surgeon  as  to  the  hardship  of  service  producing  illness  re- 
sulting ''  in  an  affection  of  the  heart/'  '^  on  account  of  which  he  was  discharged; ''  that 
the  same  has  continued  and  still  exists. 

There  is  no  evidence  whatever  to  the  contrary,  except  this  statement  in  the  certifi- 
cate before  stated. 

TouF  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  claimant  has  fairly  made 
out  his  case  and  entitled  to  the  relief  asked.  Therefore,  yonr  commit- 
tee recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


4Vth  Congress,  \  SENATE.  /  Eeport 

Ut  Semon.       ]  \  Ko.  635. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  CocKBELL,  from  the  Committee  ou  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

EEPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  wm  referred  the  petition  of 
John  B.  Stranchj  have  duly  considered  the  same,  and  submit  thefollounng 
report: 

The  petitioner  claims  $65  for  the  loss  of  a  horse  by  him  as  a  private  in 
Company  C,  Third  Begiment  Missouri  Mounted  Volunteers,  under  Col- 
onel Halls,  in  Mexican  War,  alleged  to  have  been  captured  by  Indians 
August  1, 1847,  and  also  compensation  to  the  amount  of  $223  for  services 
as  first  lieutenant,  Company  D,  Fifth  liegiment  United  States  Eeservo 
Corps,  Missouri  Volunteers,  up  to  December  1, 1861. 

The  petition  is  verified  by  affidavit,  and  with  the  ])etition  was  filed 
what  purports  to  be  a  copy  of  the  commission  as  first  lieutenant,  issued 
by  Willard  P.  Hall,  acting  governor  of  Missouri,  under  date  February 
17, 1862,  to  rank  from  17th  September,  1861.  No  other  evidence  or  papers 
were  presented. 

Your  committee,  on  application  to  the  Second  Auditor  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  for  information,  &c.,  as  to  the  claim  for  loss  of  horse  and 
for  compensation  as  first  lieutenant,  received  the  following  communica- 
tions: 

Treasury  Department, 

Third  Auditor's  Office, 
WoBhington,  D,  C,  ApHl  11,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  Gth  instant,  inclos- 
iug  petition  of  J.  B.  Stranch  for  compensation  for  the  loss  of  a  horse  in  the  war  witli 
Mexico,  and  to  inform  you  that  no  claim  for  compensation  for  the  loss  thereof  has  been 
filed  in  this  office.  You  are  also  informed  that  consideration  of  claims  for  hordes  lost 
ia  barred  by  act  June  22,  1874,  unless  presented  prior  to  January  1,  1876,  and  that 
there  are  no  records  in  this  office  from  which  a  military  history  of  the  claimant  can  be 
obtained.  Such  records  are  filed  in  the  War  Department. 
Yonr  letter  and  the  petition  of  said  Stranch  arc  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

E.  W.  KEIGHTLEY, 

Auditor, 

HOU.  F.  M.  COCKRKLL, 

United  States  Senate ^  Washington ,  D.  C, 


War  Department, 
Washington  City,  May  16,  1882. 

Sir:  Acknowledging  the  receipt  of  your  letter  dated  April  8,  18:^2,  inclosing  a  copy 
of  the  commission  of  Lieut.  John  R.  Stranch,  United  States  Reserve  Corps,  Missouri 
Volunteers,  and  requestiug  the  military  record  of  that  officer,  1  have  the  honor  to 
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tr^smit  herewith  a  report,  dated  the  13th  iDstant,  from  the 'Adjutant-General  of  tho 
Army,  which  contains  tne  desired  informatioi). 
The  copy  of  Lieutenant  Stranch's  commission  is  herewith  returned  as  requested. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 
Hon.  F.  M.  CocKRKix, 

United  States  Senate, 


Wak  Department,  Adjutant-General's  Office, 

jrashingtorif  D,  C,  May  13,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  communication  of  honorable  F.  M. 
Cockxell.  of  Committee  on  Military  Aifairs,  United  States  Senate,  inclosing  copy  of  the 
commission  of  John  B.  Stranch,  as  first  lieutenant  Fifth  United  States  Reserve  Corps, 
Missouri  Volunteers,  with  request  to  be  furnished  with  the  military  history  of  that 
officer  and  such  additional  data  as  may  be  deemed  important,  and  to  report  as  follows  : 

The  records  of  this  office  show  that  the  Fifth  Regiment  United  States  Reserve  Corps, 
Missouri  Volunteers,  was,  under  authority  of  Major-General  Fremont,  organized  at 
Saint  Louis,  Mo.,  from  September  to  December,  1861 ;  was  consolidated  with  some 
independent  companies  March  18,  1862 ;  became  the  Fifth  Re|riment  Missouri  Volun- 
teers, and  was  mustered  out  by  detachments  (their  services  being  no  longer  required) 
during  the  months  of  September  and  October,  186*2,  under  instructions  from  this  office 
dated  August  28, 1862. 

John  B.  Stranch  was  mustered  into  service  as  first  lieutenant.  Company  D,  Fifth 
Regiment  United  States  Reserve  Corps,  Missouri  Volunteers,  October  10,  1861,  and 
was  honorably  discharged  as  such  for  disability,  on  tender  of  resignation  to  date  July 
31,  1§62,  by  Special  Orders  No.  315,  paragraph.  2,  series  of  1862,  from  headquarters- 
Department  of  the  Mississippi. 

There  is  no  record  evidence  of  his  muster-in  as  an  enlisted  man  of  this  organization  ; 
bnt  the  muster-roll  of  Company  D,  dated  December  31,  1861,  reports  him  a  first  lieu- 
tenant, enrolled  September  17, 18(U,  with  remark  **  Pay  due  as  sergeant  until  October 
10,  when  elected  first  lieutenant." 

He  is  reported  by  the  Paymaster-Gtiueral,  United  States  Army,  to  have  been  paid  by 
the  United  States  as  a  sergeant  from  September  17  to  November  30,  1861,  and  as  first 
lieutenant  from  December  1,  1861,  to  include  September  12, 1862,  to  which  latter  date 
he  remained  on  duty. 

Under  the  provisions  of  War  Department  General  Orders  No.  61,  of  1861,  a  first 
lieutenant  is  only  entitled  to  muster  into  the  service  on  the  completion  by  muster-in 
of  half  the  company  for  which  commissioned. 

The  records  snow  that  a  first  lieutenant's  command  was  not  completed  by  muster-in 
nntil  October  10,  1861,  on  which  date  the  company  was  mustered  in  with  Stranch  as 
its  first  lieutenant. 

He  may  have  been  enrolled  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  to  recruit  the  company  to  se- 
cure himself  a  legal  place  at  au  earlier  date  ;  but  the  services  thus  rendered  have  not 
been  and  cannot  be  viewed  as  warranting  pay  in  advance  of  the  date  of  muster-in  of 
his  command. 

No  application  has  ever  been  presented  to  this  office  by  Mr.  Stranch  for  recognition 
as  an  officer,  prior  to  his  muster-in  as  such. 

The  reason  why  Mr.  Stranch  was  not  paid  as  first  lieutenant  from  October  10,  1861, 
the  date  of  his  muster  into  service,  is  not  apparent.  For  any  pay  which  may,  how- 
ever, be  due  him,  application  should  be^malde  to  the  Second  Auditor,  Treasury  De- 
partment, this  city. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  C.  DRUM, 

Adjutant'Generah 

Hon.  Secretary  of  War. 

From  the  letter  of  the  Second  Auditor  it  appears  that  the  petitioner 
has  never  presented  any  claim  for  the  loss  of  horse,  although  he  could 
have  done  so  at  any  time  from  the  date  of  the  loss  of  the  horse  in  Au- 
gust, 1847,  up  to  January  1,  1876.  It  would  be  wholly  inexpedient  for 
Congress  to  undertake  to  consider  and  pa«s  upon  claims  of  this  charac- 
ter after  having  provided  ample  remedies  in  the  proper  department,  and 
your  committee  cannot  therefore  recommend  relief  by  special  legisla- 
tion in  individual  cases.  The  petitioner  must  await  some  general  legis- 
lation for  such  class  of  claims  as  his. 
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From  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  the  report  of  the  Adju- 
tant-General,'it  appears  that  petitioner  was  mustered  into  the  service 
as  first  lieutenant  Company  D,  Fifth  Begiment  United  States  Reserve 
Corps,  Missouri  Volunteers,  October  10,  1861,  and  was  honorably  dis- 
charged on  tender  of  resignation  for  disability  to  date  July  31, 1862,  and 
that  he  was  paid  as  sergeant  from  September  17, 1861,  to  November  30, 

1861,  and  as  first  lieutenant  from  December  1, 1861,  to  September  12, 

1862,  and  that  under  the  law  the  company  was  not  entitled  to  a  first 
lieutenant  until  October  10. 1861,  and  that  he  was  duly  mustered  into 
the  service  on  that  day.  The  copy  of  his  commission  seems  to  show 
that  he  was  never  in  possession  of  his  commission,  and  his  commission 
was  not  even  issued  until  February  17. 1862.  If  he  be  entitled  to  the 
compensation  of  first  lieutenant  from  October  10, 1861,  to  November  30, 
1861,  the  law  authorizes  the  Second  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment to  receive  and  audit  his  claim  therefor,  and  no  legislation  by  special 
bill  or  otherwise  is  necessary. 

Congress  ought  not  to  hear  or  consider  claims  of  this  character  when 
the  proper  accounting  ofi^cers  provided  by  law  have  jurisdiction  and  au- 
thority to  receive  and  decide  them. 

There  is  no  merit  in  this  application  to  Congress  for  special  relief, 
and  no  relief  by  Congress  is  expedient  or  necessary. 

Therefore  your  committee  report  the  petition  back,  with  the  recom- 
mendation that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  be  not  granted,  and  that  for 
his  claim  for  compensation  as  first  lieutenant,  the  petitioner  be  remitted 
to  his  remedy  before  the  proper  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment. 


47TII  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Repobt 

l8t  Session.       )  \  Ko.  636 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.— Ordered  to  bo  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Peusions,  submitted  the  following 

KEPORT: 

[To  accompany  petition  of  George  W.  Burchfield.] 

The  Committee  on  PensiatiSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  George  W. 
Burchjieldy  praying^ for  a  pension,  have  examined  the  same,  and  report: 

George  W.  Bnrchfield  enlisted  in  Company  A,  Fifth  United  States 
Calvary,  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of  March,  1861,  under  the  name  of 
George  W.  Burch,  and  was  discharged  therefrom  on  the  10th  day  of 
March,  1864.  He  filed  a  claim  for  pension  on  the  12th  of  March,  1875, 
alleging  that  while  in  the  service  and  in  the  line  of  duty  at  Thompson's 
Cross  Roads,  Virginia,  on  the  3d  day  of  May,  1863,  he  received  a  saber 
wound  in  left,  elbow  joint  for  which  he  was  treated  in  Saint  Aloysius 
hospital,  Washington,  D.  O.,  and  from  which  wound  he  claimed  to  be 
disabled  from  earning  a  support  for  himself  and  family.  His  applica- 
tion was  made  in  the  name  he  served  under.. 

Surgeon's  certificate  shows  that  he  was  admitted  to  hospital  May  11, 
1863,  for  treatment  for  saber  cut  of  arm  and  scalp ;  wasfurloughed  May 
23,  1863,  readmitted  June  23, 1863,  and  returned  to  duty  September  21, 
1863.  jP.  C.  Knndio,  the  surgeon  who  examined  him,  certifies,  under 
date  of  May  17, 1875,  that  he  received  a  slight  saber  wound  on  the  left 
fore-arm,  near  the  elbow. 

The  scar  is  not  larger  than  a  good  sized  wart,  and  I  don't  think  it  hurts  him.  I 
think  he  onght  to  be  ashamed  to  present  himself  to  a  snrgeon  with  such  a  woond  as 
that. 

His  claim  was  rejected  May  21, 1875.  He  now  comes  to  Congress  for 
relief  by  special  act.    In  his  petition  he  states  that  he — 

Was  wounded  in  action  on  Stoneman's  Raid,  May  4,  1863,  at  Barber's  Cross-Roads, 
Va.,  and  that  the  wounds  he  then  received  were  three  saber  wounds  on  the  head,  one 
saber  wound  on  the  right  arm,  one  saber  wound  on  the  left  wri^t,  one  saber  wound  on 
the  left  thumb,  and  one  saber  point  through  the  joint  of  the  left  elbow;  also,  one 
backshot  .wound  in  his  left  side,  and  a  buckshot  wound  in  his  left  hip.  That  by  reason 
of  the  aforesaid  wounds,  the  impairment  of  his  constitution  thereby,  and  more  espe* 
cially  the  saber  wound  in  his  left  elbow  joint,  he  is  unable  properly  to  maintain 
himself  and  family  by  manual  labor,  and  has  no  other  means  of  subsistence. 

He  also  files  in  support  of  his  claim  the  verified  statement  of  William 
Xj.  Troup,  who  identifies  him  and  his  service,  and  also  his  being  wounded 
as  claimed,  and  says: 

He  believes  that  the  said  George  W.  Burchfield  is  so  disabled  and  his  constitution 
no  impaired  by  reason  of  his  wounds  that  he  is  justly  entitled  to  a  pension,  and  his 
circumstances  are  such  that  he  ought  not  to  be  subjected  to  the  delay  incident  to  pass- 
ing^ an  application  through  the  oflSce  for  the  granting  of  a  pension. 
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There  is  no  evidence  of  a  medical  character  except  the  certificate  of 
the  examining  surgeon  already  referred  to,  upon  which  it  was  based. 
Bis  claim  was  rejected  by  the  Pension  Office. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  claim  is  wholly  without 
merit,  and  therefore  recommend  that  the  prayer  of  the  petition  be  not 
granted. 


47th  Congress,  )  SEi^ATE.  (  Eeport 

l8t  Session.       i  \  No.  637. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  priuted. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following^ 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Christ 
Mangle,  to  be  placed  upon  the  pension  rolls  of  the  United  States,  having 
carefully  examined  the  same,  make  the  following  report: 

That  claimant  was  discharged  from  the  service  June  7, 1865,  by  ex- 
piration of  term  of  service,  and  filed  an  application  for  pension  October 
15, 1873,  for  injury  to  hand,  result  of  a  burn  caused  by  explosion  of  am- 
munition at  Jonesborough,  Ga.,  in  September,  1864,  and  was  granted  a 
pension  at  the  rate  of  $2  per  mouth.  He  also  received  arrears  of  pen- 
sion at  same  rate. 

Claimant  filed  application  for  increase  of  pension  June  25, 1880,  on 
account  of  rheumatism  resulting  from  the  service.  No  claim  for  rheu- 
matism is  alleged  in  original  application,  and  claimant  cannot  furnish 
medical  evidence  of  treatment  in  service  for.  rheumatism.  But  he  frir- 
nishes  evidence  of  comrades  to  the  effect  that  he  complained  of  suffer- 
ing from  rheumatism  in  the  shoulder,  while  marching  throc^gh  South 
Carolina  and  Georgia. 

The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  rejected  the  claim  for  increase  on  the 
^rround  that  '^  the  evidence  submitted,  which  the  claimant  alleged  to  be 
the  best  attainable^  fails  to  establish  the  origin  of  the  disability  in  the 
service." 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  action  of  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Pensions  is  fully  justified  by  the  evidence,  and  that  there  is 
no  good  reason  for  Congress  to  interpose  by  special  act  to  overrule  the 
action  of  the  Pension  Department  in  this  case. 

Your  committee  recommend  that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  be  de- 
nied, and  the  committee  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of 
the  petition. 


47th  Congress,  i  SENATE.  j  Eeport 

Ist  Session.       ]  (  No.  (>38. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  PenHions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  800.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {R.  B,  800)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Justus  Beebee,  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and 
report : 

That  this  case  has  been  twice  examined  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions  and  reported  favorably:  the  facts  as  detailed  in  the 
evidence  are  substantially  set  out  in  the  House  committee's  report,  and 
are  adopted  by  your  committee  as  their  own,  which  statement  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

• 

The  evidence  in  this  case  shows  that  Sergeant  Justus  Beebee  enlisted  in  the  service 
of  the  United  States  at  Flint,  Mich.,  in  Company  G,  Eighth  Regiment  Michigan  Vol- 
unteers, to  serve  three  years  or  daring  the  war,  and  was  discharged  Au^ast  18,  1862, 
for  disability.  The  certificate  of  discnarge  ^ives  hernia  as  cause  of  disability,  and 
that  said  Beebee  was  ruptured  at  time  of  enlistment. 

On  this  statement  the  claim  was  disallowed.  But  there  is  no  other  evidence  to  sup- 
port the  statement  of  the  surgeon  who  made  this  certificate  for  disoharce,  showing 
that  claimant  was  ruptured  at  time  of  enlistment,  but,  on  the  contrary,  Dr.  Samuel 
Lathrop  testifies  that  he  has  known  Justus  Beebee  for  tne  last  past  twenty-five  years, 
And  has  been  the  family  physician  of  Justus  Beebee's  father's  family  for  that  period  of 
time;  that  he  treat'Cd  Justus  Beebee  nrior  to  enlistment  in  the  United  States  service 
for  inflammation  of  the  bladder,  and  that  he  is  positive  he  had  no  hernia,  for  the  reason 
that  he  made  an  examination  at  that  time.  Dr.  Lathrop  further  states  that  immedi- 
ately after  his  (Beebee's)  return  from  the  Army  he  knows  he  was  suffering  with  hernia 
that  opens  into  scrotum,  and  has  been  ever  since  his  discharge. 

The  evidence  farther  shows  that  claimant  alleges  scrotal  hernia  of  left  side,  caused  by 
»  iall  down  stairs  while  on  ship  Vanderbilt,  going  from  Annapolis,  Md.,  to  Hilton  Head, 
^th  his  command,  about  December  15,  1H61,.  and  was  in  Hue  of  duty  when  the  acci- 
dent occurred ;  his  statement  is  corroborated  by  two  comrades,  William  Christian  and 
Sylvester  W,  Eccleston,  who  were  with  him  at  the  time.  Christian  testifies  that  he 
detailed  Sergeant  Beebee  to  take  command  of  the  ^uard  on  that  day,  and  that  after 
his  fall  he  was  so  injured  that  he  had  to  relieve  him  from  duty,  and  that  after  that 
time,  while  in  the  service,  he  was  not  able  to  do  duty  in  the  ranks,  but  had  to  be 
detailed  on  light  duty. 

Dr.  Halbert  B.  Shank,  surgeon  of  the  Eighth  Michigan  Regiment  Infantry  Volun- 
teers, testifies  that  some  time  in  the  winter  of  1H6*2,  while  the  said  regiment  was  quar- 
tered at  Beaafort,  8.  C,  the  said  Justus  Beebee  applied  to  the  deponent  for  medical 
'treatment,  and  upon  making  examination  found  that  he  was  sufiering  from  incipient 
inguinal  hernia,  and  acyusted  a  truss  for  such  trouble,  and  excused  him  from  duty  on 
JMcoant  thereof. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  evidence  clearly  establishes 
the  fact  that  the  disability  of  Beebee  had  its  origin  in  the  service,  and 
while  he  was  in  the  line  of  his  duty,  notwithstanding  the  statement  in 
the  certificate  of  discharge  that  it  had  its  origin  prior  to  his  enlistment, 
and  therefore  your  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47th  CoxaEESS,  \  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

1»^  Seman.       )  i  Ko.  639. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED^STATES. 


May  23, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Geoome,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  follow- 
ing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2088-1 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  re/erred  the  Mil  {H.  iJ.  2088) 
granting  apension  to  Caroline  ChasCj  hare  had  the  same  tinder  considera- 
tion j  and  report : 

That  Charles  Gildersleeve  enlisted  at  Yonkers,  N.  Y..  on  June  21. 
1861,  in  Company  A,  Portieth  Kegiment  New  York  Volunteers,  and 
wa.s  killed  in  action  in  the  battle  of  Malvern  Hill,  July  1, 1862. 

The  bill  proposes  to  pension  Caroline  Chase  as  the  dependent  foster- 
mother  of  the  said  Charles  Gildersleeve. 

He  was  bom  on  December  26, 1843.  His  mother  died  when  he  was 
about  nine  weeks  old,  and  his  father  died  about  two  years  afterwards, 
and  upon  the  death  of  his  father,  Caroline  Chase,  who  was  the  maternal 
aunt  of  Charles  Gildersleeve,  took  him  into  her  family  and  brought  him  up 
and  used  and  treated  him  as  her  son,  and,  from  the  time  he  was  of  proper 
age  to  attend  school,  kept  him  regularly  at  school  until  he  was  nearly 
fifteen  years  of  age.  Por  two  years  after  he  reached  that  age  he  worked 
for  a  manufacturer  of  glue,  and  all  his  wages  were  paid  to  the  said  Caro- 
line Chase;  and  afterwards,  until  his  enlistment,  he  worked  for  various 
persons,  and  gave  most  of  his  wages  to  her,  and  while  in  the  Army  he 
sent  her  various  sums  of  money  from  his  ps^,  and  contributed  liberally 
to  her  support:  that  the  husband  of  said  Caroline  Chase,  who  was  a 
laboring  man,  before  the  enlistment  of  the  said  Charles  Gildersleeve, 
and  about  the  year  1858,  received  a  severe  iiyury  in  the  side  from  over- 
lifting,  from  which  he  suffered  increasingly  until  his  death,  and  which 
iivjory  largely  incapacitated  him  from  manual  labor,  causing  frequent 
fainting  spells  when  he  overexerted  himself:  that  at  the  time  of  the  en- 
listment of  Charles  Gildersleeve,  Caroline  Chase  and  her  husband  had 
no  property  except  a  small  amount  of  household  goods,  and  did  not,  at 
any  time  thereafter,  have  any  other  property  j  and  that  the  said  Caro- 
line Chase  was  depnendent  for  a  support  upon  her  own  labor  and  that 
of  her  husband,  neither  of  whom  could  do  much,  and  upon  the  money 
furnished  them  by  the  said  Charles  Gildersleeve,  who  never  married. 

Your  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  Report 

Ut  Session.       )  \  No.  640. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  2:$,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  6R003IE,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol« 
0  lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  3248.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (H.  B.  3248) 
granting  a  pension  to  William  H.  H,  Anderson^  have  considered  the 
same,  an4  report: 

That  Mr.  Anderson  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  B,  First  Eegi- 
ment  Indiana  Heavy  Artillery  Volunteers,  in  July,  1861.  for  three  years 
or  the  war ;  that  he  was  honorably  discharged  at  New  Orleans  July  31, 
1864,  by  reason  of  expiration  of  his  term  of  service ;  that  he  was  then 
and  there  paid  in  full  for  his  service  and  the  cost*of  transportation  to 
his  home  in  the  State  of  Indiana «,  that  on  his  passage  home  on  the  gov- 
ernment transport  Empress  the  boat  was  attacked  by  a  band  of  guer- 
rillas from  the  bank  of  the  Mississippi  Eiver,  and  Anderson  was  severely 
-wounded  on  the  shoulder  by  a  fragment  of  shell ;  that  the  result  of  the 
wound  has  been  such  as  to  totally  disable  him  from  the  performance  of 
manual  labor. 

Anderson  ihade  application  to  the  Pension  Office  for  a  pension,  which 
\ras  refused  for  the  reason  that  the  wound  which  caused  his  disability 
was  received  after  his  discharge  from  the  service. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion,  upon  this  state  of  facts,  that  Mr.  An- 
derson is  equitably  entitled  to  a  pension,  and  therefore  recommend  that 
the  bill  referred  to  them  be  amended  by  striking  out  all  after  the  words 
*'  Company  B,"  in  line  six,  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "  First 
Indiana  Heavy  Artillery  Volunteers,"  and  that  as  so  amended  they 
recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

1st  Session.       ]  \  No.  641. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1862.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Groome,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  5998.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  E. 
5998)  for  the  relief  of  Priscilla  Decator  Twiggs,  have  considered  the 
same,  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass.  The  case  is  fully  stated  in 
the  House  report  (No.  1130),  which  your  committee  adopt,  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  PensioDs,  to  wliom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Priscilla  Decatur 
Twiggy  widow  of  the  late  MaJ.  Levi  Twiggs,  report  the  same  back,  with  the  accom* 
panying  bill,  and  recommend  its  passage. 

In  support  of  this  recommendation,  your  committee  call  attention  to  the  letter  of 
the  petitioner  herewith  and  made  a  part  of  this  report,  marked  A;  also  to  the  official 
statements  B  and  C,  made  a  part  of  this  report.  . 

A. 

February  27,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  noticed  a  few  days  ago  a  resolution  had  been  introduced  by  Senator  Gk>rman 
asking  an  increase  of  ^nsion  for  Mrs.  Dulany  to  $50  a  month,  upon  what  grounds  I 
am  ignorant,  but  imagine  I  have  equally  strong  claims  for  asking  a  similar  increase. 

During  the  war  with  Mexico,  Migor  Twiggs  and  Major  Dulany  were  in  the  same 
brigade,  Major  Twiggs  being  the  senior.  My  husband  fell,  at  the  head  of  his  com- 
mand, at  the  storming  of  Chapultepec. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  war  with  Great  Britain,  in  1812,  Major  Twiggs  entered 
the  service,  and  was  appointed  a  lieutenant  in  the  Marine  Corps ;  was  with  my  uncle. 
Commodore  Decatur,  on  board  the  United  States  frigate  President  during  the  engage- 
ment with  the  British  fleet,  and  whose  services  are  thus  mentioned  by  Commodore 
Decatur  in  his  official  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Nav^ :  ''  Lieutenant  Twiggs,  of  the 
marines,  displayed  great  zeal ;  his  men  were  well  supplied,  and  their  fire  incomparable, 
80  long  as  the  enemy  continued  within  musket-range.^'  In  183^^37,  Major  Twiggs  was 
again  engaged  in  active  service  in  the  Seminole  war  in  Florida. 

I  imagine  few  have  stronger  claims  upon  the  liberality  of  the  government  than  I 
liave,  every  male  relative  having  been  in  the  United  States  service ;  my  grandfather, 
Commodore  Decatur,  sr.,  having' been  in  the  French  war;  his  two  sons  also  held  com- 
missions in  our  Navy.  Commodore  Stephen  Decatur,  jr.,  distinguished  himself  by  re- 
capturing and  burning  the  frigate  Philadelphia,  in  the  harbor  of  Tripoli,  in  which  en- 
fl»gement  his  brother,  James  S.  Decatur,  was  kiUed.  Again  during  the  war  with  Great 
Britain,  in  1812,  he  further  distingui^ed  himself  by  capturing  the  British  frigate  Mace- 
donian. 

Mv  father,  Capt.  James  McKnight,  was  in  the  Marine  Corps  at  the  time  of  his 
deatn.  Both  my  brothers  were  Uentenants  in  the  Navy ;  the  elder,  Lieutenant  Ste- 
phen D.  MoKnight,  was  with  Commodore  Porter  on  board  the  Essex,  and  was  after- 
wards lost  at  sea  on  board  the  United  States  sloop-of-war  Wasp.  As  before  stated,  my 
husband  fell  at  the  storming  of  Chapultepec,  and  my  only  son,  George  D.  Twiggs,  was 
kiUed  in  an  enga^ment  one  month  previous,  he  bemg  on  his  way  to  join  his  uncle, 
Oeneral  D.  £.  Twiggs,  as  his  aid. 

Under  these  circumstances  I  feel  I  may-with  justice  ask  an  increase  of  pension,  hav- 
ing  been  in  the  receipt  of  only  |25  a  month  since  my  husband's  death ;  and  being  now 
in  my  eighty-first  year,  it  must  be  quite  apparent  it  can  only  be  required  for  a  very 
brief  penod. 

Very  respectfully,  &o., 

PRISCILLA  D.  TWIGGS, 
239  Maryland  AvenuCf  Baltimore,  Md» 

Hon.  Robert  M.  McLakk. 
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B. 

Headquarters  Marine  Corps, 

Commandant's  Office, 
WashingUm,  />.  C,  March  20,  1882. 

Sir:  In  obedience  to  the  department's  request,  I  forward  an  official  statement  of 
the  services  of  Maj.  Levi  Twiggs,  in  the  United  States  Marine  Cori>s,  from  date  of 
entry  to  death. 

It  affords  me  great  pleasure  to  add  my  testimony  as  an  eye-witness  to  his  gallant 
conduct  at  the  moment  he  was  killed,  while  bravely  leading  his  men  to  the  assault  of 
the  works  at  the  base  of  the  Castle  of  Chapultepcc. 

I  was  within  a  few  feet  of  him  at  the  moment,  and  witnessed  his  inBtantaneous 
death.  He  bore  the  character  of  a  brave  and  zealous  officer,  and  his  services  in  the 
war  of  1812,  and  in  Florida  and  Mexico,  in  my  opinion,  entitle  his  widow,  not  only  to 
an  increase  of  pension  as  asked,  but  to  arrears  for  the  years  since  his  death.  She  was 
deprived  in  a  month  of  her  husband  and  only  son,  both  killed  while  bravely  fighting 
for  the  honor  of  the  flag ;  and  with  the  long  record  of  other  near  relatives  in  the  Navy 
and  Marine  Corps,  which  I  know  to  be  correct,  she  truthfully  states  that  no  one  has 
stronger  claims  upon  the  liberality  of  the  government  than  herself,  which  her  exem- 
plary character  through  life  greatly  strengthens. 

I  tmst  her  petition  may  be  granted. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

C;  G.  McCAWLEY, 

Colonel  Commandant* 

Hon.  W.  H.  Hunt, 

Secretary  of  the  -Yary,  JVaehingtony  D.  C, 


C. 

Headqi^arters  Marine  Corps, 

Adjutant  and  Inspector's  Office, 

Washingtcny  D.  C,  March  21, 1682. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  the  request  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  a  full  report 
of  the  serv'ice  of  the  late  MaJ.  Levi  Twiggs,  United  States  Marine  Corps,  referred  bjr 
yon  to  me,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  as  tollows : 

MaJ.  Levi  Twiggs  was  commissioned  second  lientenant  United  States  Marine  Corpa 
10th  November,  1813;  promoted  first  lieutenant  18th  June,  1814;  captain  by  brevet 
18th  June.  1824 ;  captain,  23d  February,  1830 ;  major,  15th  November,  1840;  killed  in 
battle  ISth  September,  1847,  at  storming  of  Chapnltepec,  Mexico.  He  was  oontinn- 
onsly  in  service  from  the  date  of  bis  first  commission  to  the  date  of  his  death,  and  took 
part  in  three  wan  of  the  United  States.    His  total  sea  service  was  about  three  years. 

In  the  engagement  between  the  I^eeident  and  the  Endymion  (war  of  181^'14)  Lieut. 
Levi  Twigffs,  commanding  the  marines  of  the  former  vessel,  particularly  distinguished 
himself.    (Aldrich,  History  United  States  Marine  Corps,  p.  58.) 

Capt.  Levi  Twiggs  was  an  officer  of  the  battalion  of  marines  which  bore  an  honor- 
able and  highly  important  part  in  the  battle  of  Hatchee-Lustee,  and  participated  in 
arduous  campaigns  under  General  Jesnp  in  the  Indian  war  in  Florida  in  1836-'37,  and 
received  from  him  the  highest  commendations. 

M%for  Twiggs  was  selected,  to  my  personal  knowledge,  to  lead  the  storming  party  at 
Chapnltepec,  Mexico,  on  account  of  his  well-known  gallantry  and  devotion  to  duty, 
and  fell  in  the  performance  of  that  duty,  in  my  presence. 

M^jor-General  Quitman,  United  States  Volunteers,  in  his  report  dated  at  the  National 
Palace,  city  of  Mexico,  September  29,  1847,  gives  toe  following[  account  of  the  work 
accomplished  by  the  marines,  under  the  lead  of  Major  Twiggs^  in  that  action: 

**  During  the  day  I  succeeded,  under  cover  of  onr  batteries,  m  making  an  important 
reconnaissance  of  the  grounds  and  works  immediately  at  the  base  of  the  castle.  The 
supporting  party  on  this  reconnaissance  was  commanded  by  the  late  Major  Twiggs,  of 
the  marines,  and  sustained  during  the  observation  a  brisk  fire  from  the  batteries  and 
small-arms  of  the  enemy,  who,  wnrn  the  party  were  retiring,  came  out  of  the  works  in 
large  numbers,  and,  although  repeatedly  checked  by  the  fire  of  our  troops,  continued 
to  advance  as  the  supporting  party  retired,  until  they  were  dispersed  with  consider- 
able loss  by  several  discharges  of  canister  from  the  guns  of  Captain  Drum's  battery^ 
and  a  well-directed  fire  from  the  right  of  the  Second  Pennsylvania  Regiment,  posted, 
pn  the  flank  of  the  battery  for  its  support.  During  the  day  my  command  was  re-en^ 
forced  by  a  select  battalion  f^om  General  Twiggs's  division,  intended  as  a  storming 
party,  consisting  of  thirteen  officers  and  two  hundred  and  fifty  men  and  non-commis- 
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eionecl  oflScere  and  privates,  chosen  for  this  service  ont  of  the  Rifles,  First  and  Fonrfb 
Regiments  of  ArtiUeryl  Second,  Third,  and  Seventh  Regiments  of  Infantry,  all  under 
the  command  of  Capt.  Silas  Casey,  Second  Infantry. 

^'Atdavrn  on  the  morning  of  the  13th  the  batteries  again  opened  an  active  and 
effective  fire  upon  the  castle,  which  was  retnmed  by  the  enemy  with  spirit  and  some 
execution,  disabling  for  a  time  the  eighteen-ponnder  in  Battery  No.  1,  and  killing  one 
of  the  men  at  the  g^uns.  During  this  cannonade  active  preparations  were  made  for  the 
assault  on  the  castle ;  ladders,  pickaxes,  and  crows  were  placed  in  the  hands  of  a 
pioneer  storming  party  of  select  men  from  the  volunteer  division,  under  command  of 
Captain  Reynolds,  of  the  Marine  Corps,  to  accompany  the  storming  party  of  one  hun- 
dred and  twenty  men,  which  had  been  selected  from  all  corps  of  the  same  division  and 
placed  under  the  command  of  Mtyor  Twiggs  of  the  marines. 

*' Perceiving  that  all  the  preliminary  dispositions  were  made.  Major  Gladden  with 
his  regiment  having  passed  the  wall  by  breaching  it,  the  New  York  and  Pennsylvania 
regiments  having  entered  over  an  abandoned  battery  on  their  left,  and  the  battalion 
of  marines  being  posted  to  support  the  storming  parties,  I  ordered  the  assault  at  all 
points. 

''The  storming  parties,  led  by  the  gallant  officers  who  had  volunteered  for  this  des- 
perate service,  rushed  forward  like  a  resistless  tide.  The  Mexicans  behind  their  bat- 
teries and  breastworks  stood  with  more  than  usual  firmness.  For  a  short  time  the 
contest  was  hand  to  hand ;  swortls  and  bayonets  were  crossed  and  rifles  clubbed.  Re- 
sistance, however,  was  vain  against  the  desperate  valor  of  our  brave  troops.  The 
batteries  and  strong  works  were  carried,  and  the  ascent  of  Chapultepec  on  that  side 
laid  open  to  an  easy  conquest. 

*'  In  these  works  were  taken  7  pieces  of  artillery,  1,000  muskets,  and  550  prisoners,  of 
whom  100  were  officers,  among  them  one  general  and  ten  colonels.     •     *     * 

"  The  command  of  the  storming  party  from  the  volunteer  division  devolved  on  Capt. 
James  MiUes.  of  the  Second  Pennsylvania  Regiment,  by  the  death  of  its  chief,  the  brave 
and  Umentea  Twiggs,  of  the  Marine  Corps,  who  fell  on  the  first  advance  at  the  head 
of  his  command. 

''  Captain  Roberts,  of  the  rifle  regiment,  who  had  led  the  advance  company  of  the 
Btormiug  party  at  Chapultepec,  and  had  greatly  distinguished  himself  during  the  pre- 
ceding day,  was  detailed  by  me  to  plant  the  star-spangled  bannerof  our  country  upon 
the  nationsd  palace.  The  flag,  the  first  strange  banner  which  had  ever  waved  over 
that  palace  since  the  conquest  of  Cortez,  was  displayed  and  saluted  with  enthusiasm 
by  the  whole  command. 

"The  palace,  already  crowded  with  Mexican  thieves  and  robbers,  was  placed  in 
charge  of  Lieutenant-Colonel  Watson,  with  his  battalion  of  marines.  By  his  active 
exertions  it  was  soon  cleared  and  guarded  from  further  spoliation." 

Adjutant  Baker  is  mentioned  by  the  general  ''as  conspicuous  for  his  bravery  and 
efficiency." 

The  letter  of  the  honorable  Secretary  and  accompanying  papers  are  returned  here- 
^th. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

AUG.  S.  NICHOLSON, 
Major,  United  States  Marine  Carps,  Adjutant  and  Inspector, 

The  Colonel  Commandant  United  States  Marine  Corps. 

Headquarters,  Washington,  D,  C. 

Your  committee  find  that  there  is  a  precedent  for  this  in  the  case  of  the  widow  of  Maj. 
Robert  Anderson,  and  i>erhaps  there  are  others,  which,  taken  with  the  facts  that  the 
petitioner  is  past  eighty-one  years  of  age,  and  is  poor,  and  that  few  families  have  done 
80  well  in  famishing  our  country  with  defenders — none  better — leads  your  committee 
to  make  a  favorable  report. 


47th  CoNasBSS, )  ^      SJJU ATE.  /  Bepoet 

IstSemon.      j  \Xo.  642. 


IS  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UMTED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Habbison,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

TTo  accompany  bill  8.  1825.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs ,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {8.  1825) 
making  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  constrv4sting  a  road  from  the 
City  of  New  Albany ^  in  the  State  of  Indiana^  to  the  National  Cemetery 
near  said  city^  respectfully  report: 

That  the  following  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  with  the  accom- 
panying papers,  sufficiently  shows  the  propriety  of  the  appropriation 
asked  for. 


War  Department, 
Washington  dty^  May  17,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  15th  instant, 
inclosing  Senate  biU  1825,  ^'  making  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a 
Toad  from  the  city  of  New  Albany,  Ind.,  to  tne  National  Cemetery  near  said  city,"  and, 
in  response  to  yoor  request  for  information  in  regard  thereto,  to  transmit  a  communi- 
cation from  the  Quartermaster-General,  of  yesterday's  date,  and  the  accompanying 
copy  of  report  from  Col.  J.  A.  Ekin,  Assistant  Quartermaster- General,  to  whom  the 
salbject  was  referred. 

The  views  of  these  officers  as  contained  in  said  reports  meet  with  my  approval. 
The  bill  is  herewith  returned. 

Very  respectfully,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  Benj.  Harrison. 

of  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  U,  S,  Senate, 


War  Department, 
Quartermaster-General's  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  16,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  communication  of  Senator  Bei^.  Har- 
rison in  regard  to  Senate  bill  1825,  authorizing  the  construction  of  a  road  to  the  New 
Albany  National  Cemetery. 

I  transmit  herewith  a  copy  of  a  report  made  on  the  subject  by  Colonel  Ekin,  of  this 
department,  the  oftcer  in  inmiediate  charge  of  the  cemetery,  in  whose  views  as  to  the 
desirability  of  the  improvement  I  fuUy  concur.  The  cemetery,  which  is  very  beauti- 
ful^ is  visited  by  a  large  number  of  people,  especially  on  Decoration  Day,  and  if  the 
citizens  of  the  vicinity  are  willing  to  oear  a  part  of  the  expense  of  making  these 
national  grounds  pleasant  and  easy  of  access — as  they  are  not^  at  present — I  think 
that,  in  the  light  of  several  precedents,  the  United  States  can  with  propriety  lend  its 
aid  in  the  work.  k 
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Roads  to  tlio  Vicksbnrg  and  Fort  Scott  National  Cemeteries  are  now  building  under 
special  appropriations  granted  by  Congress  for  the  purpose,  and  Congress  has  also 
authorized  the  construction  of  a  road  to  the  Chattanooga  National  Cemetery. 

Aeconling  to  the  estimate  for  this  work  submitted  by  Colonel  Ekin,  the  amount 
named  in  the  bill  will  be  sufficient  for  macndaraizin^  and  curbing  the  road.  The  rest 
of  the  work — that  is,  grayling  and  repairing  the  road-bed — it  will  be  seen  from  Mayor 
Kent's  letter,  a  copy  of  which  is  also  inclosed,  will  be  undertaken  by  the  city  of  New 
Albany,  and  it  would  be  well,  perhaps,  to  provide  for  this  in  the  bill  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  the  United  States  doing  its  share  of  the  work. 

I  would  therefore  suggest  that  the  bill  be  amended  as  indicated  on  the  copy  inclosed, 
as  with  these  modifications  I  think  the  end  desired  can  be  best  secured. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

RITFUS  INGALLS, 
QuariemMster-Cweneralj  Brevet  Major 'General^  U.  S.  A, 

The  honorable  Srcretary  of  War. 


Mayor's  Office, 
A>ir  Albany f  Ind.j  March  17,  1882. 

Dear  Sir:  The  government  having  established  a  national  cemeterj'  in  the  north- 
eastern suburb  of  this  city,  and  by  liberal  appropriations  greatly  ornamented  and 
beautified  it ;  and  whereas  the  location  of  this  cemeterv  is  such  as,  by  reason  of  its 
elevated  and  broken  approach  of  unimproved  streets  and  roads,  in  seasons  of  rain,  or 
after  even  a  brief  period  of  wet  weather,  is  rendered  almost  inaccessible  to  the  citizens 
of  New  Albany  and  visitors  from  the  surrounding  country — these  streets  and  ap- 
proaches being  beyond  the  corporate  limits  of  the  city  of  New  Albany — and  as  the  an- 
nual celebration  of  Decoration  Day  at  this  cemetery  is  observed  with  more  imposing 
ceremonies,  and  by  greater  throngs  of  people,  than  that  of  any  other  public  occasion — 
therefore,  I  beg  to  call  your  personal  attention  to  the  urgent  necessity  existing  for  the 
improvement,  by  grading  and  macadamizing,  of  the  main  avenue  to  this  cemetery, 
leading  eastward  from  Vincennes  street,  at  the  eaKtern  corporate  line  of  the  city  of 
New  Albany  to  the  cemetery,  and  at  the  request,  and  in  behalf  of  the  people  of  this 
city  and  the  citizens  around  the  Falls  of  the  Ohio,  I  would  respectfully  petition  that 
you  use  your  official  influence  to  have  this  much  needed  impn>vement  made.  It-is 
estimated  that  the  cost  to  the  government  for  this  improvement  would  be  about 
$12,000,  while  the  cost  to  the  city  of  New  Albany  for  gracing  and  preparing  the  road- 
bed for  macadamizing  would  also  be  quite  large.  But  the  demand  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  avenue  is  so  great  and  urgent  that  I  am  x>er8naded  you  will  recognize  it 
and  act  upon  this  petition  as  in  your  judgment  may  seem  proper. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  truly  and  respectfully,  yours,  &c., 

B.  C.  KENT. 
Mayor  of  the  City  of  Neiv  Albany^ 

Col.  James  A.  Ekix, 

Assistant  Quartermaster- General  United  States  Army^ 

in  charge  Qnartermaster^s  Department j  JeffersonviUej  Ind. 


Office  of  City  Engineer, 
New  Albany  J  Ind.,  February  IS,  1882. 

Approximate  estimate  for  the  improvet^^ent  of  Poplar  street  from  Vincennes  street  to  east  line 

of  U,  S,  cemetery. 

For  658.24  sqrs.  paved  &  macadam.,  at  7.00 4,607  68 

For  164.56  sqrs.  gutter  paving,  at  12.00 1,974  72 

For  4,074  ft.  curbing,  at  70 2,851  80 

For  181,530  brick,  &  hauling,  per  M,  13.00 2,359  89 

Total .-. tn.794  09 

GEO.  M.  SMITH, 

aty  Eng'r, 
A  true  copy. 

JAMES  A.  EKIN, 
Assistant  Quartermaster- General ^  U,  S,  Army, 
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The  JEFFER80NVILLE  DEPOT  OF  THE 

Quartermaster's  Departmext, 
JeffersonvilUj  Ind.y  March  22,  1882. 

General:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith,  for  yonr  information,  a  letter 
addressed  to  me,  on  the  17th  instant,  by  the  Hon.  Bela  C.  Kent,  mayor  of  the  city  of 
New  Albany,  Ind.,  setting  forth  the  necessity  for  the  improvement  of  the  road  leacling 
from  Vincennes  street  to  the  New  Albany  National  Cemetery,  and  suggesting  the  as- 
sistance of  the  United  States  Government  in  making  this  improvement. 

A  plan  of  the  profile  of  Poplar  street,  leading  from  Vincennes  street  to  the  east  line 
of  the  cemetery,  and  an  approximate  estimate  of  the  cost  of  macadamizing,  paving, 
and  curbing  the  street,  are  aUo  inclosed,  for  the  information  of  the  Quartermaster- 
Creneral. 

All  the  roadB  leading  to  the  New  Albany  National  Cemetery  are  in  an  almost  im- 
passable condition  during  the  greater  part  of  the  year,  and  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  at  least  one  avenue  leading  from  Vincennes  street  to  the  cemetery,  a  distance 
of  alM>ut  2,400  feet,  should  be  opened  up,  properly  macadamized,  paved,  and  guttered, 
in  order  to  make  the  national  cemetery  accessible  to  the  citizens  of  New  Albany  and 
mitors  at  all  seasons  of  the  year. 

It  is  therefore  respectfally  recommended  that  the  matter  may  be  laid  before  the 
present  Congress,  with  a  view  of  obtaining  a  special  appropriation  of  $11,794.09,  to  be 
expended,  under  the  direction  of  the  Quartermaster-General  of  the  Anny.  in  macadam- 
izing, guttering,  and  paving  the  street,  the  work  to  be  awarded  to  the  lowest  bidder 
after  ciue  advertisement  for  proposals,  and  in  accordance  with  all  the  rules  and  regu- 
lations governing  expenditures  of  this  nature. 

Should  an  appropnation  be  granted  for  this  purpose,  it  is  understood  that  the  city 
of  New  Albanj^  will,  although  the  street  is  outside  the  city  limits,  bear  the  expense  of 
grading  and  preparing  the  road-bed  for  macadamizing. 

Without  money  furnished  by  the  government  the  street  will  not  be  improved. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  A.  EKIN. 
A88i8tant  Quartermaster-Generalf  U,  S,  Army^ 

The  Quartermaster-General  of  the  Army, 

Washington^  D,  C,  {through  Chief  Qwirtermasterj  Department  East), 

As  the  city  of  !N'ew  Albany  has  oflfered  to  make  the  grade  for  the  road 
at  its  own  cost,  we  recommend  that  the  bill  be  amended  as  suggested 
by  the  Quartermaster-General,  viz :  Strike  out  the  word  "constructing'' 
in  the  sixth  line  and  insert  *^ macadamizing",  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
bill  the  following :  "And  provided  further,  that  the  road-bed  shall  first 
be  properly  graded  and  prepared  without  expense  to  the  United  States.'' 
And  as  thus  amended  we  recommend  that  the  bill  pass. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

1st  Session.       J  \  No.  643. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Harrison,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Aifairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  666.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  the  subject  was  referred,  sub- 
mit the  following  report: 

The  following  letter  from  the  Secretary'  of  War  and  the  accompany- 
ing papers  state  all  the  facts  that  have  been  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  committee.  Upon  these  facts  we  report  adversely,  and  recommend 
the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


War  Department, 
WashingUm  City,  May  20,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  dated  the  25th 
ultimo,  inclosing  bill  S.  666,  Forty -seventh  Congress,  first  session,  requiring  the  proper 
accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  to  pay  John  Wagner,  late  a  private  in  Company 
F,  Thirty-fifth  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  extra  duty  pay,  at  the  rate  of  forty  cents 
per  day,  from  the  21st  day  of  May,  1862,  to  the  28th  day  of  September,  1862,  on  ac- 
count of  services  as  clerk  of  barracks  at  Bardstown,  Ky. 

In  reply  to  your  request  for  such  information  in  the  case  as  the  records  of  this  depart- 
ment may  afford,  I  beg  to  invite  attention  to  the  copies  of  reports  from  the  Adijutant- 
General,  dated  April  19,  1875,  and  June  7,  1876,  respectively,  and  copy  of  report  of  the 
Surgeon-General  dated  May  8,  1875,  inclosed  herewith. 

From  these  reports  it  appears  that  the  soldier  was  not  performing  extra  duty  during 
the  period  for  wliich  he  claims  pay.  Said  reports  were  furnished  the  Third  Auditor 
of  the  Treasury,  the  officer  charged  with  the  adjudication  of  claims  of  this  nature, 
when  this  claim  was  pending  before  that  officer,  and  as  will  be  seen  from  the  accom- 
panying copy  of  his  letter  dated  the  18th  instant,  satisfied  him  that  Mr.  Wagner's 
claim  for  extra-duty  pay  from  May  21,  1862,  to  September  28,  1862,  was  wholly  desti- 
tute of  merit. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War» 

Hon.  Benjamin  Harrison, 

of  Committee  on  Military  Affaire,  United  States  Senate. 


Treasury  Department,  Third  Auditor's  Office, 

WaehingUmf  D.  C,  May  18,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  return  the  communication  addressed  you  on  the  25th  ul- 
timo by  Hon.  Benjamin  Harrison,  for  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  in 
which  was  inclosed  Senate  bill  666,  ''for  relief  of  John  Wagner." 

I  transmit  the  papers  in  his  claim,  and  inv^ite  attention  especially  to  three  papers, 
viz :  Indorsement  by  Assistant  Adjutant- General  Benjamin,  June  7,  1876 ;  report  by 
Assistant  Adjutant-General,  April  19,  1875 ;  and  report  by  Surgeon-General,  May  8, 
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1875.    These  three  papers  satisfy  me  that  Mr.  Wagner's  claim  for  extra-dnty  pay  for 
service  as  clerk  from  May  21,  1862,  to  September  ^S,  1862,  is  wholly  destitute  of  merit. 

A  soldier  was  by  law  entitled  to  extra-duty  pay  only  while  actoally  performing  ex- 
tra duty,  and  for  not  less  than  ten  consecutive  days. 

Mr.  Wagner  was  upon  extra  duty  as  clerk  at  Bardstown,  Ky.,  until  May  21,  1862, 
and  was  duly  paid  therefor  to  and  including  that  day. 

May  21,  18i62,  he  entered  No.  1  general  hospital  at  Bardstown  as  a  patient,  and  so 
continued  until  July  31,  1862. 

August  19,  1862,  he  again  entered  that  hospital  as  a  patient.  How  long  he  remained 
•on  the  latter  occasion  is  not  known,  but  he  was  doing  duty  in  the  provost  guard  on 
August  31,  1862. 

In  the  interval  between  the  two  periods  in  hospital,  and  after  the  later  period,  he 
was  put  on  duty  in  the  provost  guard  at  Bardstown,  which  guard  was  composed  of 
convalescents  from  the  hospital,  not  yet  able  for  active  service  in  the  field. 

It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  remark  that  provost-guard  duty,  even  by  an  able-bodied 
man,  is  regular  soldier's  duty,  and  gives  no  title  to  extra-duty  pay. 

It  is  probable  that  the  testimony  procured  by  Mr.  Wagner,  to  the  effect  that  he  was 
•upon  extra  dutv  during  the  period  claimed,  was  given  from  the  vague  recollections  of 
witnesses  that  he  was  detached  from  his  company  to  go  on  duty  as  a  clerk  at  Bards- 
town, and  that  he  did  not  return  to  the  company,  but  remained  at  Bardstown. 

If  he  had  been  upon  duty  as  a  clerk  subsequent  to  May  21, 1862,  he  could  as  readily 
bave  drawn  extra-duty  pay,  at  the  time,  for  the  subsequent  period,  as  for  the  period 
to  and  including  that  day. 
Very  respectfully, 

E.  W.  KEIGHTLEY, 

Auditor, 

Hon.  Robert  T.  Lincolx, 

Secretary  of  War, 

War  Department,  Adjutant-General's  Office, 

June  7,  1876. 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Third  Auditor. 

In^he  opinion  of  this  office,  corroborated  by  the  inclosed  record  evidence,  the  fol- 
,'lowiug  is  a  correct  statement  of  the  claimant's  whereabouts  during  the  period  covered 
by  his  claim. 

He  was  detailed  for  extra  duty  at  the  convalescent  barracks  at  Bardstown  in  Janu- 
ary, 1862.  He  performed  such  duty  and  was  paid  therefor  up  to  May  21,  1862  (see 
copies  of  vouchers  96  and  101  of  settlement  3295,  '64,  inclosed).  On  the  2l6t  May,  1862, 
he  went  to  hospital,  remaining  therein  until  July  31,  when  sent  back  to  provost  guard. 
He  again  entered  hospital  August  19, 1862,  and  was  present  again  for  duty  with  the 
said  provost  guard  on  the  31st  August  (see  report  of  the  Surgeon-General  herein, 
dated  May  8,  1875,  and  report  from  muster-roll  of  patrol  guard  (convalescents)  at 
Bardstown,  Ky. ,  for  July  and  August,  1862,  embraced  in  statement  of  service  of  April 
19,  1875,  from  this  office. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  this  office  declines  to  amend  its  record  to  show  him  on  ex- 
tra duty  as  clerk  from  21st  May,  1862,  to  September  28,  1862,  as  alleged. 

8.  N.  BENJAMIN, 
Assistant  Adjutant-General, 


Adjutant-General's  Office, 
WaskingtoHj  D,  C,  Apnl  19,  1875. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  9th  day  of 
February,  1875,  requesting  a  statement  of  service  of  John  Warner.  The  following  in- 
formation has  been  obtained  from  the  files  of  this  office,  and  is  respectfully  furnished 
in  reply  to  your  inouiry  : 

It  appears  from  tne  rolls  on  file  in  this  office  that  John  Wagner  was  a  private  in 
Company  F,  Thirty-fifth  Regiment  of  Indiana  Volunteers.  On  tne  muster-roll  of  Com- 
pany F  of  that  regiment  for  the  months  of  January  and  February,  1862,  he  is  reported 
'' absent  on  special  duty" ;  all  subsequent  rolls  on  file  to  December  31, 1862,  report  him 
present,  without  remark.  Regimental  return  for  July,  1862,  (first  on  file)  reports 
nim  "sick  at  Bardstown,  Ky./'  September,  1862;  next  on  tile,  "detached  duty  at 
Bardstown,  Ky."  Subsequent  returns  to  December  31, 1862,  not  on  tile;  must-ered  out 
November  21,  1864,  by  reason  of  expiration  of  term  of  service.  Regimeut-al  and  com- 
pany descriptive  books  furnish  no  further  information.  Muster-roll  of  j^atrol  guard 
^(convalescents)  at  Bardstown,  Ky.,  for  months  of  July  and  August,  1862  (only  roll  of 
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same  on  file),  xeporte  John  Wagner,  private  Company  F,  Thirty-fifth  Indiana  Yolon- 
teen,  "  present  lor  duty." 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant. 


AaaUtant  Adjutant- General. 
To  Third  Auditor,  Trea9ury  Department, 


(Transcript  from  reoorda.) 

War  Department,  Surgeon-General's  Office, 

Record  and  Pension  Division, 

Waahingtan,  D.  C,  May  8,  1875. 

It  appears  from  the  records  filed  in  this  office  that  John  Wa^er,  private  Company 
F,  Thirty-fifth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteers,  was  admitted  to  r^o.  2  general  hospital, 
Bardstown,  Ky.,  May  20, 1862,  from  for  treatment  for  pneumonia,  and  was  sent 

to  harracks  as  provost  guard  May  26,  1862. 

It  appears  from  recoras  of  No.  1  general  hospital,  Bardstown,  Ky.,  on  file,  that  John 
Wagner,  private  Company  F,  Thirty-fifth  Indiana  Volunteers,  was  admitted  to  that 
hospital  May  21,  1862,  with  aebilitae,  and  was  returned  to  duty  (''to  provost  guard'') 
July  31, 1862. 

Again  admitted  to  last-named  hospital  August  19,  1862,  with  remittent  fever;  dis- 
XKwitionnot  stated.  Records  of  Bardstown,  Ky.,  on  file,  furnish  no  additional  infor- 
mation respecting  this  man.  Muster-rolls  of  hospitals,  Bardstown,  Ky.,  and  regimen- 
tal,  and  records  Thirty-fifth  Indiana  Volunteers,  are  not  on  file. 

By  order  of  the  Surgeon-General : 

J.  J.  WOODWARD, 
AB»i9tant  Surgeon,  U.  8.  Army, 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  23,  1882.— Ordeied  to  be  priutecL 


Mr.  GoCKBELL,  from  the  Gominittee  on  Military  Affiairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on' Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  Ex.  Doc,  No.  97, 
Senatej  Forty-seventh  Congress^  first  session^  being  the  ^^  message  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States  transmitting  a  communication  of  the 
1st  instant  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  covering  information  re- 
speeting  lands  granted  to  the  State  of  Oregon  for  the  Willamette  Valley 
and  Cascade  Mountain  Wagon-Boad  Company^  under  date  of  February 
8, 1882,"  have  duly  considered  the  same^  and  submit  the  following  report: 

On  February  1, 1882,  the  Hon.  S.  J.  Kirkwood,  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, addressed  to  the  President  a  communication,  with  accompanying 
papers,  all  printed  in  said  Ex.  Doc.  97,  so  referred  to  your  committee, 
caUing  attention  to  a  communication  addressed  to  the  presiding  officer 
of  each  house  of  Congress  by  his  predecessor,  Hon.  Carl  Schurz,  on 
February  6,  1881,  and  accompanying  papers,  all  of  which  were  printed 
in  House  Report  No.  322,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  third  session.  Secretary 
Kirkwood  says : 

Ah  the  action  of  Congress  contemplated  in  my  predecessor's  commanication  has  not 
jet  been  completed,  I  would  respectfally  request  that  the  whole  subject  be  again  lAid 
before  that  body  for  final  disposition,  in  order  that  whatever  of  executive  action  may 
be  required  may  be  speedily  taken,  and  great  delay  and  hiu'dship  to  public  and  indi- 
vidual interests  be  avoided. 

If  Congress  ahaU  deem  the  evidence  insufficient  to  justify  the  patenting  of  the  lands 
QQder  its  former  grant,  and  shall  direct  a  proceeding  by  the  Attorney-General  for  the 
puipose  of  testing  the  matter  in  the  courts,  this  department  will  await  the  issue  oi 
sacu  suit  before  proceeding  farther. 

The  communication  of  Hon.  Carl  Schurz,  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
referred  to  in  letter  of  Secretary  Kirkwood,  was  never  printed  as  a 
separate  document,  but  with  all  the  accompanying  papers  will  be  found 
printed  in  said  H.  R.  Beport,  332,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  third  session, 
to  which  reference  is  hereby  made. 

In  this  communication  Secretary  Schurz  said,  among  other  things : 

In  view  of  all  the  facts  presented,  and  of  the  magnitude  of  the  grant,  and  manifest 
want  of  the  most  ordinary  good  faith  oii  the  part  of  the  grantee  in  securing  and  pre- 
wnting  the  evidence  for  its  .appropriation,  both  the  agent  and  the  Commissioner  of 
thts  General  Laud  Office  recommend  the  resumption  of  the  lands,  so  far,  at  least,  as 
the  same  have  not  been  patented,  or  provision  for  such  other  measures  of  compliance 
with  the  terms  of  the  granting  act  as  shall  assure  the  good  faith  of  the  beneficiary, 
before  authorizing  the  further  patenting  of  the  granted  lands. 

Fully  concurring  in  the  same  views,  I  submit  the  matter  for  the  action  of  Congress, 
sud  uutil  that  is  determined  upon,  shall  hold  further  proceedings  suspended. 

Copies  of  all  the  papers  referred  to  in  this  communication  and  in  the  schedule  of 
tlie  Commissioner's  report  of  4th  ultimo  are  herewith  transmitted. 
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The  foregoing  extracts  from  letters  of  Secretaries  Xirkwood  and 
Schurz  contain  all  the  recommendations  made  and  all  the  suggestions 
as  to  Congressional  action. 

Your  committee  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  copy  and  reprint  all  the 
laws,  actions,  reports,  evidence,  &c.,  touching  this  case,  and  will  refer 
to  said  House  ^port  332,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  third  session,  and  said 
S.  Ex.  Doc.  No.  97,  Forty- seventh  Congress,  ^rst  session,  for  same  and 
as  containing  all  the  information  obtainable. 

The  facts  briefly  are,  that  Congress,  on  July  5, 18G6,  passed  a  law  en- 
titled ''  An  act  granting  lands  to  the  State  of  Oregon  to  aid  in  the  con- 
struction of  a  military  road  from  Albany,  Oregon,  to  the  eastern  bound- 
ary of  t^e  State."  Congress  on  June  18, 1874,  passed  a  law  entitled 
^<  An  act  to  authorize  tbe  issuance  of  patents  for  lands  granted  to  the 
State  of  Oregon  in  certain  cases." 

On  October  24,  1866,  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Oregon  passed  a 
law  as  follows : 

AN  ACT  donating  certain  lands  to  the  Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Hoontain  Wagon-Road  Cona- 

pany. 

Whereas  the  last  eeasion  of  the  Congress  of  Ihe  United  States  passed  a  certain  act 
donating  land  to  the  State  of  Oregon,  which  act  is  hereby  set  forth,  to  wit:  ''An  act 
granting  lands  to  the  State  of  Oregon,  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  a  military  road 
from  Albanv,  Orecon,  to  the  eastern  boundary  of  said  State." 

(Here  follows  the  act  of  Congress.) 

Section  1.  Be  it  enacted  by  the  legislative  assembly  pf  the  State  of  Oregon,  That 
there  is  hereby  granted  to  the  Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  Wagon-Road 
Company  all  lands,  right  of  way,  rights,  privileges,  and  immunities  heretofore  granted 
or  pledged  to  this  State  by  the  act  of  Congress,  in  this  act  heretofore  recite<l,  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  said  company  in  constnicting  the  road  mentioned,  and  described  in 
said  act  of  Congress,  upon  the  conditions  and  limitations  therein  prescribed. 

Section  2.  There  is  also  granted  and  pledged  to  said  company  all  moneys,  lands, 
rights,  privileges,  and  immunities  which  may  he  hereafter  granted  to  this  State,  to  aid 
in  the  construction  of  such  road,  for  the  purposes  and  upon  the  conditions  and  limit- 
ations mentioned  in  said  act  of  Congress,  or  which  may  be  mentioned  in  any  further 
grants  of  money  or  lands  to  aid  in  constructing  snch  road. 

Section  3.  Inasmuch  as  there  is  no  law  upon  this  snbject  at  the  present  time,  thia 
act  shall  be  in  force  from  and  after  its  passage. 

Approved,  October  24,  1866. 

Hon.  L.  F.  Grover,  then  governor  of  tbe  State  of  Oregon,  at  different 
times  issued  foar  several  certificates  in  regard  to  the  completion  of  the 
road  to  different  points,  the  last  of  which  certificates  is  as  follows : 

State  of  Oregon, 

Executive  Department : 

To  all  to  whom  thew preamts  shall  come,  greeting: 

I,  L.  P.  Grover,  governor  of  the  State  of  Oregon,  do  hereby  certify  that  this  plat  or 
map  of  the  Willamette  Vallev  and  Cascade  Mountain  Military  Wagon-Road  has  been 
filed  in  my  ofBce  by  the  Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Monntain  Military  Wagon* 
Road  Company,  and  shows  the  location  of  route  as  actually  sni*veyod  (there  being  no 
public  surveys  in  connection  with  said  ronte,  to  my  knowledge)  of  the  said  Willa- 
mette Valley  and  Cascade  Monntain  Military  Wagon-Road,  from  Albany  to  the  east- 
ern boundary  of  the  State,  that  part  herein  being  from  the  36.8th  section  to  the 
44.87th  sections  inclusive,  in  line  of  said  road,  terminating  at  the  eastern  boundary 
of  the  State  of  Oregon,  as  definitely  fixed  in  compliance  with  the  act  of  Congress  ap- 
proved July  5,  A.  D.  1666,  entitled  "An  act  donating  lands  to  the  State  of  Oregon  to 
aid  in  the  construction  of  a  military  road  from  Albany,  Oreg.,  to  the  eastern  boundary 


the  company  herein  mentioned  ;  and  that  said  road/bv  my  direction,  has  been  exam- 
hied  and  accepted  from  the  36.8th  section  to  the  44.87th  section  inclusive,  terminating 
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at  th«  eastern  boundary  of  the  State  of  Oregon  aforesaid.    And  I  certify  that  the  same 
has  been  completed  according  to  said  act  of  Congress. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  signed  my  name  and  affixed  the  seal  of  the^ 
State  of  Oregon,  this  24th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1871. 
[SEAL.]  L.  F.  GROVER, 

.Governor  of  Oregon. 
Attest: 
S.  F.  Chadwick, 

Secretary  of  Slate. 

Governor  Grover  also  issued  the  following : 

The  State  of  Orboon: 

To  all  to  whom  these  preeente  ehall  come,  greeting : 

Know  ye,  that  hy  an  act  of  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America,  entitled  *^An 
act  granting  lands  to  the  State  of  Oregon  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  a  military  road 
from  Alhany,  Greg.,  to  the  eastern  boundary  of  said  State,"  approved  July  5, 1866,  and 
an  act  amendatory  of  said  act,  approved  July  15, 1870^  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  granted  unto  the  State  of  Oregon  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  a 
military  wagon-roMi  from  the  city  of  Albany,  by  way  of  Great  Ham^  Lake  YaUey, 
to  the  eastern  boundary  of  said  State,  three  fuU  sections  of  land  of  640  acres  each  for 
each  mile  of  road  that  should  be  constructed  under  the  provisions  of  said  grant,  the 
lands  to  be  selected  along  the  line  of  the  road,  and  within  a  distance  of  six  miles  on 
either  side  thereof;  that  the  State  of  Oregon,  bv  an  act  of  its  legislature  entitled  ''An 
act  donating  lands  to  the  Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  Wasou-Road  Com- 
pany," approved  October  24,  1866,  donated  and  granted  unto  said  Wiflamette  Valley 
and  Cascade  Mountain  Wagon-Road  Company,  a  body  corporate  under  the  laws  of 
Oreffon,  all  the  lands  granted  by  the  acts  of  Con^ss  aforesaid  and  all  lands  that 
might  be  thereafter  granted  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  said  military  road ;  that  said 
company,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  said  grant,  constructed  said  road  from  the  city 
of  Albany  through  the  Great  Harney  Lake  valley  and  to  the  eastern  boundary  of  th& 
State  of  Oregon,  a  distance  of  448  miles.  And  the  road  so  constructed  b^  said  com- 
pany has  been  duly  and  formally  accepted  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,, 
and  by  the  State  of  Oregon,  and  in  tne  manner  by  said  acts  of  donation  and  grant 
prescribed ;  and  the  lands  along  the  line  of  said  road,  to  the  extent  of  860,000  acres, 
Dave,  under  said  donation  and  grant,  passed  to  and  become  the  absolute  property  oi 
aaid  Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  Wagon-Road  Company,  and  are  subject 
to  said  company's  disposal. 

In  testimony  whereof  I,  L.  F.  Grover,  governor  of  the  State  of  Oregon,  have  here- 
unto set  my  hand  and  caused  the  great  seal  of  State  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  Salem  this  second  day  of  October,  anno  Domini  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  seventy-one,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  the  ninety-fifth. 

[THE  8»AL  OF  THE  L.   F.   GROVER, 

STATE  OF  OREGON.]  GoVCTnor. 

Attest :  < 

S.  F.  Chadwick, 

Secretary  of  State, 

The  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  issued  the  foUo^ing^ 
certificate,  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior : 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 

May  2,  1871.' 

I,  WiHls  Drummond,  CommiBsioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  do  herehv  certify 
that  the  foregoing,  on  pa^ea  1  to  6  incJuBive,  is  a  correct  and  true  list  of  the  tracts 
of  land  within  the  six-mile  limits  set  apart  to  the  State  of  Oregon  hy  the  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  July  5, 1866,  entitled  *'  An  act  granting  land  to  the  State  of  Oregon,  to 
aid  in  the  construction  of  a  military  road  from  Albany ^J^reg.^  to  the  eastern  bound- 
ary of  said  State/'  as  amended  b^  the  act  of  July  15, 1870,  being  the  vacant  and  un- 
appropriated odd-numbered  sections  and  parts  of  sections  within  the  limits  thereby 
granted. 

And  further  it  is  shown  by  certificates  on  file  of  governor  of  said  State,  bearing  date 
April  1, 1868,  and  September  8,  1870,  and  January  9, 1871,  that  said  Willamette  Valley 
and  Cascade  Mountain  Military  Road  Company  had  completed  their  road  from  Albany 
to  the  thirty-six  and  eight-tenth  section,  distance  three  hundred  and  sixty-eight  miles, 
in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  the  afoi*esaid  acts. 

I  respectfully  recommend  that  the  same  be  approved  subject  to  any  valid  interfer* 
^g  right  which  may  have  existed  at  the  date  of  selection. 
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la  testimony  whereof  I  have  herennto  Bubscribed  my  name,  and  caused  the  seal  of 
the  General  Land  Office  to  be  affixed,  at  the  city  of  Washington,  ou  the  day  and  year 
first  hereinabove  written. 
[SEAL.]  WILLIS  DRUMMOND, 

CommUHoner. 
Approved. 

C.  Delano,  Secretary, 

Up  to  June  19, 1876,  on  due  selection,  107,893.01  acres  had  been  pat- 
ented to  the  company.  Subsequently  other  selections  of  said  land  were 
made,  for  which  patents  are  now  demanded,  viz : 

Acres  selected. 

AprillO,  1879 77,335.80 

April  10,  1879 73,670.06 

AprillO,  1879 33,805.0e 

June  24,1879 78,223.84 

June  24,  1879 75,996.48 

August  11,  1879 76,204.51 

August  11,  1879 22,761.99 

Total  selected  and  unpatented 437,997.70 

By  deed  bearing  date  August  19,  1871^  and  duly  acknowledged,  the 
Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  Wagod-Boad  Company  con- 
veyed the  entire  grant  of  lands  to  H.  R  W.  Clarke, 

September  1, 1871,  Clarke  conveyed  by  deed  the  same  lands  to  David 
Cahn,  in  trust  for  T.  Edgenton  Hogg,  Alexander  Weill,  and  the  said 
Clarke. 

February  18, 1879,  Hogg  conveyed  his  interest  to  said  Alexander 
Weill. 

April  9, 1879,  Sarah  M.  Clarke,  widow  of  H.  R.  W.  Clarke,  and  Fred. 
W.  Clarke,  son  of  H.  R.  W.  Clarke,  by  separate  deeds,  conveyed  their 
entire  interests  to  said  Weill;  whereby  the  entire  interest  and  title  of 
the  Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  Wagon-Road  Company 
became  vested  in  and  is  now  held  and  claimed  by  said  Alexander  Weill . 

It  appears  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  received  the  following 
communication,  but  at  what  date  your  committee  are  uninformed,  and 
on  the  20th  August,  1878,  by  his  chief  clerk,  referred  the  same  to  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office.  The  letter  bears  date  March 
17, 1878,  more  than  seven  years  after  a  greater  portion,  368  miles,  and 
nearly  seven  years  after  the  last  80.7  miles  of  the  said  road  were  duly 
certified  by  the  governor  of  Oregon  to  have  been  constructed  in  accord- 
ance with  the  act  of  Congress,  and  six  years  and  seven  months  after  the 
aaid  company  had  conveyed  its  entire  interest  in  said  land  grant  to  said 
H.  R.  W.  Clarke. 

Said  communication,  dated  Prineville,  Wasco  County,  Oregon,  March 
17, 1878,  is  signed  <^  Elisha  Barnes,"  and  is  addressed  to  Hon.  Carl 
Schurz,  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  is  printed  in  full  in  said  House 
Report  332,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  third  session,  pages  4  and  5,  to  which 
reference  is  made. 

When  this  communication  was  made  public,  or  brought  to  the  knowl- 
edge of  the  present  or  any  claimant  of  the  land,  does  not  appear,  but  it 
aeems  that  no  answer  was  made  to  the  ^ame  by  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment until  October  2, 1879,  more  than  eighteen  months  after  its  date, 
when  the  Acting  Commissioner  forwarded  the  following  reply: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Wa9hingtpny  D,  C,  October  2,  1879. 

Sir:  Your  letter  of  March  17,  1878,  addressed  to  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the 
Iiit>erior,  respecting  the  Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  wagon-road,  haa 
been  referred  to  this  office. 
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In  reply,  I  have  to  state  that  uDder  date  of  Jane  24,  1871,  the  governor  of  Oregon 
formally  Certified  to  the  completion  of  said  road,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
granting  act  of  Jaly  5,  1866. 

Upon  that  certificate  the  lands  have  been  conveyed  to  the  State,  and  it  is  not  within 
the  power  of  this  department  to  inquire  into  the  regularity  of  the  governor's  act. 

Should  yon  believe  that  the  State  anthorities  have  been  imposed  upon,  and  that  the 
road  has  not  actually  been  constructed  as  reqnired  by  the  act  referred  to,  you  shonld 
present  the  facts  to  the  governor,  who  would,  I  presume,  institute  appropriate  inquiry 
in  the  premises. 

Yon  are  in  error  in  snpposing  that  the  duty  of  selling  the  lands  embraced  in  the 
grant  is  cast  upon  the  Secretary ;  it  is  imposed  by  the  act  upon  the  State. 
Very  respectfully,  ^^^^ 

.^m"  -^  J.  M.  ARMSTRONG, 

"v'  Acting  Commissioner. 

Elisha  Barxes,  Esq.,  ^^ 

PrineviUe,  Wasco  County,  Oregon,     ' 

> 

No  further  action  seems  to  have  beeti  taken  in  the  matter  until  April 
27, 1880,  when  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  the  letter  which  is  printed  in  said  House 
Keport  ^2,  at  pages  G  and  7,  to  which  reference  is  hereby  made. 

On  August  16, 1880|  the  Acting  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office  issued  a  letter  to  "  Mr.  W.  F.  Prosser,  Seattle,  Washington  Ter* 
ritory,"  authorizing  and  directing  him  "  \h  make  a  careful  personal  ex- 
amination on  the  ground  of  the  entire  lengtli  of  route,"  &c.,  and  to  make 
a  report,  &c.,  which  is  printed  in  said  House  Report,  at  pages  7  and  8. 

Said  Agent  Prosser^  on  October  30, 1880,  made  a  report,  printed  with 
accompanying  affidavits,  &c.,  in  said  House  report. 

Upon  this  report  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  on  De- 
cember 4, 1880,  submitted  a  statement  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
aecompanied  by  all  the  papers,  Prosser's  report,  &c.,  printed  in  saia 
House  report. 

Under  date  of  January  6,1881,  the  Secretary  ofthe  Interior  submitted 
to  Congress  his  communication,  containing,  among  others,  the  recom- 
mendations and  suggestions  hereinbefore  copied. 

This  communication  was  referred  in  Senate  and  House  to  the  Com- 
mittees on  Military  Affairs,  respectively. 

In  the  House  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  through  Mr.  Upson, 
made  the  said  report  No.  332,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  third  session,  Feb- 
ruary 22, 1881,  containing  some  41  pages,  concluding  as  follows : 

After  careful  consideration,  your  committee  conclude — 

Ist.  That  the  act  of  Coneress  approved  July  5,  1866;  vested  a  present  title  to  the 
land  in  qnestion  in  the  State  of  Oregon. 

2d.  That  by  the  act  of  the  legislature,  and  the  acts  of  the  governor  of  Oregon,  the 
title  to  said  land  was  vested  in  the  Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  Wajg^on- 
Boad  Company. 

3d.  That  by  the  deed  of  said  company  to  Clarke,  and  the  subsequent  deeds  from 
Clarke  and  othem,  the  title  to  said  land  is  now  lawrnlly  vested  In  the  present  claim- 
ant. Alex.  Weill. 

4th.  That  said  title  cannot  be  forfeited  or  annulled  and  reinvested  in  the  United 
States,  excepting  by  a  Judicial  proceeding,  and  that  the  same  has  become  a  vested 
right  which  Congress  cannot  impair  or  take  away. 

Wherefore  your  committee  recdmmend  no  legislation  by  Congress  in  regard  to  the 
matter  of  the  said  land  grant  submitted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  their  con- 
sideration, and  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of  the  same. 

Which  report  was  ordered  to  be  printed  and  recommitted  to  the  same 
committee. 

In  the  Senate  no  action  was  taken  by  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

In  the  present  Congress,  the  said  Ex.  Doc.  No.  97  was  transmitted  to 
Congress  and  referred,  in  the  House,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public 
Lands;  and  in  the  Senate,  to  your  committee. 

S.  Rep.  644 2 
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In  the  House,  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands,  through  Mr.  Strait, 
on  April  27, 1882,  submitted  to  the  House  Report  No.  1134,  concluding 
as  follows: 

The  acts  of  Congress,  the  act  of  the  legislature  of  Oregon,  and  the  certification  of 
the  governor  of  the  State  of  Oref^on,  above  recited,  clearly  show  that,  prima /ocie,  the 
State  of  Oregon,  or  its  assignee,  according  to  the  act  of  Congress  of  June  lo,  1874,  is 
entitled  to  patents  for  said  lands. 

Your  committee  hold  that  the  rights  claimed  in  the  premises  are  based  upon  former 
acts  of  Congress,  and  the  acts  ana  observances  of  the  State  of  Oregon  in  pursuance 
thereof. 

Wherefore  your  committee  recommend  no  legislation  by  Congress  in  the  premises, 
and  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of  the  matter. 

Upon  if)resenting  said  report,  the  following  proceedings  were  had: 

WAGON-ROAD  IN  OREGON. 

Mr.  Strait,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lauds,  to  which  had  been  referred 
Executive  Document  No.  97,  relating  to  a  grant  of  land  to  aid  in  the  construction  of 
a  wagon-road  in  the  State  of  Oregon,  reported  the  same  back  and  moved  that  the  com- 
mittee be  discharged  from  its  further  consideration,  and  that  the  same  be  laid  on  the 
table. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  , 

In  said  House  Beport  332,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  third  session,  will  be 
found  the  evidence  by  affidavits  of  many  parties  sustaining  and  contra- 
dicting the  report  of  agent  Prosser,  and  tending  to  show  compliance 
with  the  laws  of  Congress  and  of  Oregon,  and  also  to  show  non-com- 
pliance, evasion,  &c. 

The  greater  part  of  the  work  and  expenditure  in  the  construction  of 
said  road  seems  to  have  been  done  and  made  on  the  route  over  the  Cas- 
cade Mountains. 

In  the  opinion  of  your  committee  the  executive  department  of  the 
government  had  ample  authority  in  law  to  thoroughly  investigate  this 
whole  subject  matter,  and,  if  deemed  necessary,  to  institute  legal  pro- 
ceedings in  the  courts  of  the  United  States  to  secure  a  forfeiture  of  the 
said  grant  of  lands,  or  any  part  thereof,  for  non-compliance  with  the 
terms,  conditions,  &c.,  of  said  grant,  or  for  fraud,  evasion,  &c.^  on  the 
part  of  the  constructing  company,  without  any  legislation  or  instruc- 
tions irom  the  legislative  department.  It  is  simply  impossible  for  your 
committee  to  make  such  an  investigation  as  will  justify  definite  action 
by  Congress  which  would  do  justice  and  equity  in  the  premises. 

Believing,  therefore,  that  the  executive  depgirtment  has  ample  power 
and  authority  to  pursue  such  a  course  as  will  do  justice  and  equity  in 
the  premises,  and  without  expressing  any  opinion  upon  the  merits  of 
the  case,  or  the  conclusions  of  law  and  facts  arrived  at  by  the  House 
reports,  your  committee  report  back  to  the  Senate  said  Executive  Docu- 
ment as  referred  to  them,  with  the  recommendation  that  no  action  be 
taken  by  Congress,  and  that  your  committee  be  discharged  from  the 
further  consideration  thereof. 


47th  Congress,  }  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ist  Session.       )  (  Ko.  645. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  24,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  GEORGEy  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Claims  j  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  T.  W.  Tan- 
sell  for  relief^  have  duly  considered  the  claim j  and  beg  leave  to  report  as 
follows : 

That  about  the  year  1850  the  claimant  was  employed  on  the  Mexican 
Boundary  Commission  ;  that  no  law  fixed  his  compensation,  and  it  wa^ 
understood  that  he  should  be  paid  according  to  the  rates  fixed  by  the 
executive  department.  Lieutenant  Tillinghast,  who  was  commissary  and 
quartermaster  of  the  commission,  was  relieved  and  the  duties  thereof 
were  assigned  to  the  claimant.  He  discharged  those  duties  for  over  a 
year,  and  was  ordered  to  Washington  to  settle  his  accounts.  He  claims 
now  $83.65  and  $60.65  for  payments  made  by  him  on  vouchers  rejected 
by  the  Interior  Department  at  the  time.  He  claims  also  $4  per  diem  for 
personal  expenses  whilst  he  was  acting  as  commissary  and  quarter- 
master, and  whilst  he  was  settling  his  accounts  at  Washington. 

His  claim  was  made  at  the  time,  and  was  rejected  by  the  department, 
which  was  familiar  with  its  merits.  Besides,  the  compensation  of  the 
claimant  was  to  be  fixed  by  the  executive  department  and  was  not 
regulated  by  law. 

It  is  barely  possible  that  the  department  may  have  done  injustice  to 
the  claimant  in  rejecting  hia  claim  for  extra  allowance  for  personal 
expenses  and  subsistence,  but  this  injustice  is  not  shown.  We  are  asked 
now  to  rev^ise  and  reverse  the  action  of  the  department  on  a  matter 
over  which  it  has  not  only  full  jurisdiction  but  absolute  discretion.  It 
would  be  unsafe  to  do  so;  and  the  impropriety  of  this  is  increased  by 
the  great  lapse  of  time  and  the  necessary  obliteration  of  the  memory  of 
the  facts  and  circumstances  under  which  the  department  acted.  Claims 
for  extra  compensation  to  officers  and  employes  should  always  be  scruti- 
nized with  the  greatest  jealousy  and  care,  and  never  allowed  except 
upon  the  clearest  proof  of  their  justice. 

The  committee  recommend  that  the  claim  be  disallowed  and  the  peti- 
tion be  rejected. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       ]  \  Ko.  646. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UOTTED  STATES. 


May  24,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Hr.  George,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  followiDg 

REPOET: 

rXo  accompany  bill  S.  1448.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {8. 1448) /or  the 
relief  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Jones j  deceased,  have  considered  the  samCy 
and  respectfully  report : 

Thomas  Jones,  the  intestate  of  the  claimant,  was  a  citizen  of  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  in  1862,  when  the  Federal  forces  took  possession  of  ^that  city* 
The  proof  is  conclusive  that  he  was  throughout  the  war  loyal  to  the 
United  States. 

He  was  the  owner  of  a  large  number  of  brick,  then  in  kiln.  These 
brick  were  needed  by  the  United  States  for  building  magazines,  cisterns, 
fortifications,  and  chimneys  of  the  barracks  and  hospitals.  A  large 
number  were  taken  for  this  purpose  and  so  used.  What  the  exact 
number  was,  it  is  impossible  now  to  ascertain.  The  claim  is  for  1,800,779, 
and  there  is  the  proof  of  three  or  four  witnesses,  certified  to  be  reputa- 
ble, to  the  amount. 

J.  C.  Dougherty,  special  agent  of  the  Qnartermasters's  Department, 
was  sent  to  Mempnis  in  1873  to  examine  the  claim.  After  a  thorough 
examination,  he  reported  that  the  number  taken  was  equal  to  the  num- 
ber claimed.  He  reported,  however,  that  it  was  impossible  to  estimate 
how  many  of  these  brick  were  taken  by  the  Quartermaster's  Department 
and  bow  many  by  the  Engineers.  On  this  ground  the  Quartermaster's 
Department  refused  to  allow  any  part  of  the  claim,  recommending  ap- 
plication to  Congress. 

The  mistake  of  Jones,  in  his  lifetime,  was  always  to  apply  to  the 
Qnartermastei^s  Department  and  not  to  the  Engineers.  He  applied  to 
General  Sherman  at  the  time,  who  it  appears  indorsed  on  his  applica- 
tion that  the  claim  could  not  be  paid  till  the  end  of  the  war,  like  all 
other  claims,  according  to  the  circumstances  of  each  case. 

There  is  proof  of  the  sale  of  these  brick  by  the  Quartermaster's  De- 
partment after  the  war,  and  there  is  also  proof  tending  to  show  that 
they  were  less  in  number  than  the  amount  claimed,  and  reported  to  be 
correct  by  Dougherty.  It  is  impossible  now  to  fix  the  exact  number. 
It  appears,  on  the  whole,  that  1,500,000  would  not  be  far  from  right,  and 
is  most  probably  the  nearest  approximation  that  can  now  be  made  to 
justice.  This  claim  is  for  $10  per  thousand.  We  think  this  charge  too 
high.  It  appears  that  Jones  gave  $6  per  thousand  for  them.  We  there- 
fore recommend  that  he  be  paid  that  price  for  1,500,000— say  $9,000,  and 
we  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  amended  so  as  to  allow  that 
much. 

O 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  i  Eeport 

1st  Session.       )  ( Ko.  647. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  24,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Sewell,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1705.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  to  whom  wa;S  referred  the  bill  {S,  1705) 
for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Stewart^  have  considered  the  same j  and  respect- 
fully report  : 

That  upon  a  careful  examination  of  the  records,  contained  in  a  com- 
munication from  the  Adjutant-General  of  the  Arm^^,  which  is  herewith 
submitted  by  the  committee,  and  is  made  a  part  of  their  report,  giving 
a  history  of  the  service  of  Lloyd  Stewart,  the  committee  are  of  opinion 
that  a  soldier,  whose  record  is  such  as  that  disclosed  in  this  case,  has  no 
claim  upon  the  government.  The  following  is  the  communication  re- 
ferred to : 

,  War  Department,  Adjutant- General's  Office, 

Washiitgtony  May  4,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  tlie  honor  to  return  herewith  request  of  Hon.  W.  J.  Sewell,  of  Senate 
Committee  on  Military  AftairH,  for  opinion  and  such  information  as  records  contain, 
on  bill  S.  1705,  directing  payment  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  Elizabeth  Stew- 
art, widow  of  Lloyd  Stewart,  late  private  Company  D,  Second  District  of  Columbia' 
Volanteers.  the  amount  of  pay  and  bounty  due  him  at  the  time  of  his  discharge,  and 
to  inform  yon  that  the  records  of  this  office  show  Lloyd  Stewart,  Company  H,  Second 
District  of  Columbia  Tolunteors,  enlisted  August  24,  1862,  for  three  years,  deserted 
OctolK»r  1,  1862.  returned  from  desertion,  March  24, 1863,  was  subsequently  twice  tried 
by  field  officers'  court-martial  (June  8,  1864,  sentenced  to  forfeit  $6.50  for  one  month; 
November  28,  1864,  sentenced  to  forfeit  $3  for  one  mouth),  was  tried  by  general  court- 
martial  May  31,  18()5,  at  Alexandria,  Ya.,  for  conduct  prejudicial  to  good  conduct  and 
military  discipline,  in  raising  his  musket  in  a  threatening  .manner  and  attempt  to 
Mioot  John  H.  Logan,  a  colored  man  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  was  sen- 
tenced to  be  dishonorably  discharged  the  service  with  loss  of  all  pay  and  allowances 
due  or  to  become  duo  him,  and  to  be  confined  at  hard  labor  at  Fort  Delaware,  Del., 
for  the  term  of  thirty  months. 

The  sentence  was  approved  June  6, 1865,  and  its  execution  ordered  in  General  Order 
2:U,  headquarters  military  governor  of  Alexandria,  Va. 

Upon  the  order  of  the  President  of  July  18,  1865,  remitting  unexecuted  portion  of 
the  sentence,  Special  Order  No.  451,  paragraph  8,  of  August  8, 1865,  was  issued  from 
this  office,  remitting  the  unexecutedportion  of  sentence  of  confinement,  and  directing 
his  release  from  confinement  at  Fort  Delaware,  and  set  at  liberty,  having  been  already 
dishonorably  discharged. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  should  the  inclosed  bill  become  a  law  it  would  not  afford  the 
relief  contemplated,  as  by  the  terms  of  the  sentence  of  the  general  court-martial  all 
pay  and  allowances  are  forfeited. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  C.  DRUM, 

Jdjutant'Oeneral. 

The  Hon.  Secretary  of  War. 

In  accordance  with  the  opinion  expressed,  as  based  upon  the  fore- 
going communication  from  the  Adjutant-General,  the  committee  report 
back  the  bill  adversely. 

O 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ut  Session.       )  (  No.  648. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  24,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1778.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensionsj  to  irhom  was  referred  the  bill  {S.  1778)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Marian  A,  Mulligan^  having  carefully 
examined  the  same,  make  the  following  report : 

That  James  A.  MuUif^au,  the  husband  of  the  petitioner,  entered  the 
mihtary  service  of  the  United  States  early  in  April,  1861,  as  colonel  ot 
the  Twenty-third  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteers,  a  regiment  raised  prin- 
cipally by  his  personal  exertions  and  popularity,  and  which  did  continu- 
ous and  gallant  service  during  the  late  war.  Colonel  Mulligan,  after 
earning  for  himself  a  brilliant  reputation  as  a  soldier  and  commander, 
was  mortally  wounded  at  the  battle  of  Winchester,  Va.,  on  the  24th 
of  July,  1864,  and  died  on  the  26th  of  July,  leaving  a  widow  and  three 
minor  children  (daughters),  of  tender  years,  surviving  him. 

Mrs.  Mulligan,  upon  application,  was  granted  a  pension  of  $30  per 
month,  with  the  additional  sum  of  $2  per  month  for  each  of  the  chil- 
dren till  the  age  of  sixteen.  The  daughters  have  now  reached  their 
sixteenth  year.  Their  father  left  no  estate  at  his  death,  and  Mrs.  Mul- 
ligan is  without  the  means  necessary  for  the  support  of  herself  and  chil- 
flren.  The  present  bill  for  her  relief  proposes  to  increase  her  pension  to 
$100  per  month,  and  in  its  support  she  has  submitted  to  your  committee 
a  memorial  giving  a  brief  sketch  of  Colonel  Mulligan's  distinguished 
services.  This  memorial  is  not  only  a  beautiful  tribute  to  the  memory 
of  her  gallant  husband,  but  presents  her  own  claims  to  the  generosity 
and  bounty  of  the  government  so  much  more  forcibly  than  anything 
they  could  say,  that  your  committee  make  it  a  part  of  their  report,  as 
follows : 

To  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  United  States  Senate: 

Gentlemen  :  It  is  proper  that  a  brief  memorial  should  accompauy  the  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  Marian  A.  MDlligan,  ^ridow  of  the  late  Col.  James  A.  Mulligan,  in  order 
that  yon  may  appreciate  fnlly  the  justness  of  this  request,  for  an  increase  in  her 
pension  from  $30  to  $100  per  month.  The  claims  of  Mrs.  Mnlligan  are  based  npon  the 
servicea  rendered  his  country  by  her  husband  in  the  late  war.  In  view  of  this  fact 
^he  herewith  presents  for  your  consideration  a  very  brief  synopsis  of  the  life,  charac 
ter,  military  record  and  patriotism  of  her  gallant  and  patriotic  nnsband. 

Col.  James  A.  Mnlligan,  Colonel  of  the  Twenty-third  Illinois  Volunteers,  entered 
the  Army  early  in  April,  1661,  raised  his  regiment,  which  did  continuous  and  gallant 
service  during  the  war.  Witli  the  exception  of  a  few  months  he  was  always  in  com- 
mand of  a  brigade  or  division.  His  defense  of  Lexington,  Mo.,  in  September,  1861, 
was  one  of  the  most  gallant  of  the  late  war,  winning  for  him  the  title  of  *' Hero  of 
Lexington,"  and  the  admiration  and  esteem  of  the  people  of  the  entire  country.  On 
the20ni  of  December,  1861,  the  following  resolution  was  adopted  uuauimously  by  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States. 


MARIAN    A.    MULLIGAN. 
**Re8ohedf  That  the  thanks  of  Congress  he  presented  to  Col.  James  A.  Mnlligan, 


battle  of  Lexington  President  Lincoln  ottered  Colonel  Mnlligan  a  brigadier-generar.s 
commission,  which  he  declined,  as  it  would  sejiaiiite  him  from  his  own  regiment. 

On  the  24th  of  July,  1864,  while  in  command  of  a  division  at  Winchester,  Va.,  he 
was  mortally  wounded,  and  died  on  the  26th  of  July. 

No  soldier  from  Illinois  was  ever  more  beloved  than  was  Col.  James  A.  Mullligan : 
never  one  more  sincerely  mourned.  President  Lincoln  made  him  brigadier-general  for 
gallant  and  meritorious  Bervices  on  that  battle-field.  In  his  last  battle,  when  mortally 
wounded,  and  when  his  devoted  and  gallant  men  crowded  around  him  in  the  hope  of 
carrying  him  out  of  the  enemy's  lines,  he  gave  his  last  command  to  them,  and  the 
words  have  become  historical  :*  ^'  Lay  me  down  and  save  the  flag.''  The  Hon.  Isaac  N. 
Arnold,  ex-member  of  Congress,  in  whose  office  Colonel  Mnlligan  studied  law,  deliv- 
«red  before  the  Chicago  Bar  Association  a  beautiful  tribute  to  the  memory  of  Colonel 
Mulligan.    A  brief  extract  is  made  from  it : 

**  There  are  volumes  of  eloquence  in  the  seven  words  to  which  his  utterance  has  given 
immortality :  ^Lay  me  down  and  save  the  dag.'  It  is  of  the  Hag,  the  emblem  of  his 
country,  and  not  of  himself,  that  the  bleeding  soldier  thinks.  This  is  the  utterance 
of  a  spirit  as  gallant,  as  noble,  as  generous,  and  as  patriotic  as  ever  drew  the  sword  in 
a  holy  cause.  But  there  is  more  in  this  short  sentence  than  appears  at  first  glance.  It 
expresses  the  great  need  of  the  hour,  the  spirit  of  self-sacnhce— '  Lay  me  down  and 
save  the  flag.'  Would  to  God  that  this  sentiment  pervaded  every  heart  in  the  loyal 
States.  If  this  feeling  had  been  universal  our  country  would  have  been  saved  and 
peace  long  since  restored.    This  sentiment  must  prevail  and  our  country  will  be  saved." 

Colonel  Mulligan  left  a  widow  and  three  little  daughters,  the  eldest  three  years  old, 
and  the  youngest  bom  five  months  after  his  death,  without  means  for  their  support 
save  the  small  pension  of  thirty  dollars  jier  month.  To  add  to  Mrs.  Mulligan's  sorrow 
and  distress,  her  brother,  Lieut.  James  H.  Nugent,  of  Company  C,  Twenty-third  Illi- 
nois Volunteers,  was  killed  on  the  same  battle-field  with  that  of  her  husband. 

In  connection  with  this  request  it  might  be  proper  to  state  that  in  at  least  three 
cases,  namely,  the  widow  of  General  James  Shields,  the  widow  of  Fletcher  Webster, 
and  Lieut.  Col.  John  Charles  Blacks  (heroes  of  the  late  war)  have  been  very  properly 
pensioned  in  the  sum  of  |I0O  each  per  month.  Mrs.  Marian  A.  Mnlligan  prays  that 
Congress  will  provide  for  her  and  her  children  in  a  manner  that  will  keep  them  from 
want.    She  hopes  for  a  favorable  consideration  by  your  committee. 

All  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

MARIAN  A.  MULLIGAN. 

Note. — ^Herewith  is  filed  reports  on  divers  bills,  to  which  mention  has  been  made  in 
this  memorial.  Also  a  pamphlet  containing  numerous  letters  indicating  the  character 
and  standing  of  Mrs.  Mulligan,  written  by  some  of  the  most  prominent  citizens  of 
Illinois  and  other  portions  of  the  country. 

While  your  committee  think  that  the  increase  of  pension  proposed 
by  the  bill  should  not  be  granted,  they  are  of  the  opinion,  in  view  of 
the  distinguished  and  gallant  services  performed  by  Colonel  Mnlligan, 
and  the  necessities  of  his  surviving  family,  that  the  pension  should  be 
increased  to  $50  per  month. 

Although  not  actually  promoted  brigadier  till  after  ho  received  his 
mortal  wound,  he  almost  continuously,  from  the  date  of  his  entry  into 
the  service,  commanded  either  a  brigade  or  a  division,  so  that  he  really 
occupied  the  position  and  performed  the  duties  incident  to  the  rank 
(though  not  holding  the  commission  thereto)  which  would  have  entitled 
his  widow  to  a  rating  of  $50  per  month.  While  it  would  be  establishing 
a  dangerous  precedent  to  increase  Mrs.  Mulligan's  pension  to  $100  per 
month,  your  committee  think  it  entirely  proper  that  it  should  be  in- 
creased to  $50  per  month.  They  accordingly  recommend  that  the  bill 
be  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  "one  hundred"  in  the  eighth  line 
of  the  bill,  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "fifty,"  and  at  the 
end  of  the  bill  add  the  following:  "  and  that  said  increase  of  pension  take 
effect  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this  act."  As  thus  amended,  your 
committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

l8t  Session.       f  \  No.  649. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  24,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  WiNDOM,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Eelations,  submitted  tlie 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  joint  resolution  H.  R.  54. 1 

The  Committee  oti  Foreign  Relations^  to  tchom  teas  referred  the  joint  reso- 
lution (-BT.  B.  64)  to  authorize  Lieut  Henry  B,  Lemly^  United  States 
Annyj  to  accept  a  position  under  the  Oovernment  of  the  United  States  of 
Colombia  J  have  considered  the  samCj  and  respectfully  report: 

That  the  facts  in  this  case  are  fully  set  forth  in  the  following  papers; 
and,  as  the  joint  resolution  simply  permits  said  officer  to  accept  the  posi- 
tion of  instructor  at  the  military  school  at  Bogota,  and  does  not  author- 
ize him  to  accept  any  military  rauk  from  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  Colombia,  the  committee  recommend  its  passage. 


War  Department, 
Washington  City,  February  20,  1682. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  communication  of  the  8th 
instant,  inclosinc  a  copy  of  House  resolution  54,  heinga  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
Lieut.  Henry  R.  JLemly,  United  States  Army,  to  accept  a  position  under  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  of  Colombia,  and  asking  to  be  loformed  of  the  views  of  this 
department  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  legislation  proposed  therein. 

In  reply,  1  beg  to  invite  attention  to  the  inclosed  report  of  the  Adjnt ant-General  of 
the  Army,  to  whom  the  subject  was  referred,  which  furnishes  the  military  history  of 
Lieutenant  Lemly,  together  with  a  full  statement  of  the  circumstances  and  authority 
under  which  he  first  accepted  a  professorship  of  civil  and  military  engineering  in  the 
national  military  school  at  Bogota,  including  the  facts  and  circumstances  connected 
with  the  subsequent  action  of  the  Colombian  authorities  in  advancing  him  to  the  posi- 
tion of  superintendent  of  the  academy  and  conferring  upon  him  the  nonorary  rank  of 
colonel  in  the  Colombian  army,  and  the  reasons  which  governed  the  action  of  the 
President  in  revoking  the  leave  of  absence  which  had  l^en  granted  to  Lieutenant 
Lemly  to  enable  him  to  accept  the  professorship  above  referred  to,  and  directing  him 
to  terminate  his  connection  with  the  military  school  at  Bogota. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  action  of  the  Colombian  authorities  toward  Lieutenant 
Lemly  is  highly  complimentary,  and  attests,  in  a  forcible  manner,  the  earnest  appre- 
ciation of  his  service  b^  that  government;  and  as  the  zeal  and  ability  which  nave 
gained  for  him  so  flattering  a  recognition  b^  the  Colombian  authorities  are  worthy  df 
commendation,  and  as  he  went  to  Bogota  with  the  approval  of  the  President,  the  pas- 
sage of  the  above-mentioned  resolution  No.  54  is  recommended,  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

**Pravidedy  That  the  permission  hereby  given  shall  be  held  to  terminate  April  1, 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T,  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 

Hon.  Tho8.  J.  Hexdersox, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  House  of  Representatives, 
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Adjutant-General's  Office, 

Washington^  February,  14,  1882. 

Sir!  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  House  resolution  No.  54,  anthorizioflr 
Lieut.  Henry  R.  Lemly,  Third  Artillery,  to  accept  from  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  Coloinbia  *'a  position  of  instructor  nt  the  military  school  at  Bog^ota/'  which 
was  referred  by  the  Committee  on  Military  AjSairn,  House  of  Bepresentatives,  for  the 
views  of  the  department  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  legrislation  proposed  therein,  and 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  this  office  for  report  and  previous  history  of  the  case. 

Lieutenant  Lemly  graduated  from  the  U.  S.  Military  Academy,  and  was  ap^iointed 
second  lieutenant  Third  Cavalry,  June  14,  1872 ;  was  transferred  to  the  Third  Artil- 
lery October  7,  1878,  and  promoted  tirst  lieutenant  February  23,  1880.  On  April  21, 
1^,  he  was,  by  direction  of  the  President,  granted  leave  of  absence  for  three  yean, 
with  permission  to  go  beyond  se^  The  instructions  of  the  President  directing  that 
Lieutenant  Lemly  be  granted  this  leave  are  indorsed  upon  a  letter  from  D.  H.  Star- 
buck,  statins  that  **  Lieut.  Henry  R.  Lemly,  of  the  Army,  is  desirous  to  visit  South 
America,  and  has  the  offer  of  a  professorship  of  civil  and  military  engineering  in  the 
national  military  school  at  Bogota,  which  he  desires  to  accept  for  a  term  of  three 
years,  provided  he  can  obtain  a  furlough  or  leave  of  absence  for  that  time."  Upon 
this  paper  the  President  indorsed  as  follows :  '*  April  19, 1880.  Having  fully  considered 
this  application,  I  direct  that  the  leave  asked  for  be  allowed  First  Lieut.  H.  R.  Lemly, 
Third  Artillery,  for  the  purpose  herein  expressed." 

Under  date  of  September  30, 1881,  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State  transmitted  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  a  copy  of  a  dispatch  from  the  minister  of  the  United  States  at  Bo- 
f^ota,  stating  that  Lieutenant  Lemly,  "  by  his  knowledge,  tact,  and  devotion  to  duty, 
has  secured  the  approval  of  the  Colombian  authorities  and  respect  of  this  community 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  be  advanced  to  the  position  of  superintendent  of  the  academy, 
officially  styled  *  chief  director  of  the  studies  of  the  school  of  civil  and  military  engi- 
neering,' and  that  as  a  special  mark  of  distinction  this  appointment  has  been  accom- 
panied by  a  decree  conferring  upon  him  the  rank  of  colonel  in  the  Colombian  army." 

Upon  these  papers  the  Secretary  of  War,  on  November  4, 1881,  directed  the  General 
of  tne  Army  to  cause  Lieutenant  Lemly  to  be  informed  that  *'the  President,  while 
commending  Lieutenant  Lemly  for  the  earnestness  and  ability  which  he  has  exnibi ted 
in  the  performance  of  the  duties  assumed  by  him  under  the  Colombian  Government, 
directs  that  he  be  informed  that  a  cousideration  of  a  clause  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  [Par.  8,  Sec.  9,  Art.  1]  not  only  prevents  the  acceptance  by  Lieutenaut 
Lemly  of  either  of  the  offices  named  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Navy 
of  the  United  States  of  Colombia,  but  compels  the  revocation  of  the  order  of  the 
President  bearing  date  April  19, 1880,  granting  to  Lieutenant  Lemly  a  leave  of  absence 
for  three  years  for  the  purpose  of  accepting  a  professorship  Mn  the  national  ^hool  at 
Bogota.'" 

The  instructions  of  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War  were  communicated  to  Lieu- 
tenant Lemly  by  letter  from  this  office  dated  November  17,  1881,  and  he  was  directed 
to  terminate  his  connection  with  the  military  school  at  Bogota  upon  receipt  of  the 
letter,  and  to  return  tQ  the  United  States  as  soon  thereafter  as  practicable. 

Subsequently,  however,  on  November  17. 1881,  the  President,  through  the  Secretary 
of  War,  directed  'Hhat  Lieutenant  Lemly  be  authorized  to  remain  at  Bogota,  if  he  so 
desires,  on  leave  of  absence  a  reasonable  time,  to  allow  application  to  be  made  on  his 
behalf  to  Congress  for  its  consent  to  his  keeping  position  in  national  school,"  but 
that  he  must  **  immediately  disconnect  himself  from  any  foreign  official  position  und 
so  remain  until  consent  of  Congress  is  obtained." 

These  instructions  were  communicated  to  Lieutenant  Lemly  by  letter  from  this  office 
of  November  18,  18^J1. 

Under  date  of  January  4, 1882,  Lieutenant  Lemly  reports  receipt  of  the  instructions 
of  November  18, 1881,  and  that  in  obedience  thereto  he  had  disconnected  himself  from 
**  any  foreign  official  position,"  &,c. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  C.  DRUM, 

AdJutant-GcneraL 

The  honorable  Secretary  of  War. 


War  Department, 
Washington  City,  May  5,  1882. 

-Sir:  1  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  25th  ultimo, 
inclosing  a  copy  of  joint  resolution  (H.  R.  54)  ^*  to  authorize  Lieut.  Henry  R.  Lemly, 
United  States  Army,  to  accept  a  position  under  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
of  Colombia,"  and  requesting  information  as  to  the  amount  of  pay  Lieutenant  Leraly 
is  now  receiving  from  this  government,  and  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  him  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  of  Colombia. 
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In  reply  I  beg  to  inclose  herewith  a  report  of  the  Paymaster-General,  dated  the  29th 
nltimo,  giving  the  information  asked  for  as  to  the  amount  of  pay  Lieutenant  Lemly  is 
receiving  from  this  government,  and  to  iuclose  also  a  communication  from  the  Aqjn- 
tant-General,  dated  the  4th  instant,  and  its  accompanying  papers,  which  include  a 
copy  of  the  contract  between  Lieutenant  Lemly  and  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  Colombia,  in  which  is  stipulated  the  amount  of  compensation  to  be  paid  to 
him  by  that  government ;  said  copy  having  lieen  made  from  a  copy  transmitted  to  this 
department  by  the  Department  of  State,  under  date  of  the  6th  ultimo. 
Very  respectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  Wm.  Windom, 

Chairman  Commiitee  on  Foreign  Belations^  United  States  Senate. 


War  Department,  Payma8ter-Gexera^,'8  Office, 

Washington^  Ajynl  29,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  letter  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  of  the  Senate  of  the  25th  instant,  with  the  accompanying  bill  and  report,  in 
reference  to  Lieut.  Henry  R.  Lemly,  United  States  Army,  and  to  state  in  reply  that 
Lieutenant  Lemly  is  now  receiving  the  sum  of  (68. 75  per  month,  being  half  pay  of  his 
grade  of  first  lieutenant  of  artillery,  he  beinff  on  leave  of  absence.  As  long  as  he  shall 
continue  on  leave  he  will  be  reduced  to  half  pay. 

With  reference  to  the  last  inquiry  in  the  letter  of  the  committee,  '*  the  amount  he 
will  be  paid  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  of  Colombia  should  the  permis- 
sion asked  be  granted  "  this  oOlce  is  not  able  to  respond. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  B.  ROCHESTER, 

Pa jfmaster- General,  U.  S.  A. 
The  honorable  Secretary  of  War. 


Adjutant-General's  Office, 

May  4,  1882. 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  communication  from  the  chairman  of 
Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  of  the  25th  ultimo,  requesting  certain  infor- 
mation in  the  case  of  First  Lieut.  Henry  R.  Lemly,  Third  Artilleiy,  in  connection  with 
a  joint  resolution  (H.  R.  54),  and  to  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  Lieut-enant  Lemly's 
contract  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States  of  Colombia  received  through  the 
State  Department. 

This  information  as  to  the  nature  of  the  contract  and  the  compensation  Lieutenant 
Lemly  was  to  receive  from  the  Colombian  Government  was  not  received  until  after 
the  report  of  this  office  of  February  14, 1882  (printed  in  House  report  No.  483,  a  copy 
of  which  accompanies  the  letter  from  the  Senate  committee),  had  been  made,  and  is 
the  only  information  of  record  in  this  office  touching  the  inquiry  of  the  committee  an 
to  what  amount  Lieutenant  Lemly  '^  will  be  paid  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  Colombia  should  the  permission  asked  for  be  granted.'' 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  C.  DRUM, 

Adjutant-General. 
The  honorable  Secretary  of  War. 


Department  of  State, 

Washington^  April  6, 1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith,  in  connection  with  previous  correspond- 
ence from  your  department  upon  the  subject,  a  copy  of  a  dispatch  from  our  minister 
resident  at  Bogota,  of  February  17  last,  relative  to  the  case  of  Lieut.  H.  R.  Lemly, 
of  the  United  States  Army,  who  is  now  employed  by  the  Government  of  Colombia  ; 
also  a  copy  of  Lieutenant  Lemly's  contract  with  that  government  inclosed  with  the 
ministers  dispatch. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

FREDK.  T.  FRELINGHUYSEN. 
Hon.  Robert  T.  Lincoln, 

Secretary  of  War. 
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No.  10.]  Legation  of  the  United  States, 

Bogoiay  Ftkrwiry  17,  1682. 

Sir  :  Inclosed  copy  of  contract  with  the  Colombian  Gk>vemment  is  respectfolly  for- 
warded with  the  view  of  affording  the  President  and  Congress  the  fullest  information 
in  the  case  of  Lieutenant  Lemly,  United  States  Army,  treated  of  in  department  dis- 
patches Nos.  6  and  8. 

It  is  my  advice.  The  Colombian  Government  desires  Lientenant  Lemly's  services  for 
Ihe  terms  of  the  contract,  and  taking  the  view  he  was  permitted  to  enter  into  it  by 
the  highest  officials  of  our  government  at  the  time,  claims  it  woald  be  neither  oonrt«- 
ons  nor  proper  to  deprive  it  of  his  services  before  the  expiration  of  the  time  for  which 
it  was  made. 
Have  thought  it  but  proper  t<o  impart  this  information  to  the  department. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

GEO.  MANEY, 
MiniBter  Resident, 
Hon.  Fredk.  T.  Frrlinghuysen, 

Secretary  of  State,  Washington, 

Be  it  known  by  this  document  that  we,  the  undersigned,  J.  A.  Echsverria,  of  the 
city  of  New  York,  in  the  name  and  by  request  of  Francisco  J.  Cisneros,  of  the  same 
city,  now  absent  in  the  republic  of  the  United  States  of  Colombia,  party  of  the  first 
part,  and  Henry  Rowan  Lemly,  of  Washington,  D.  C,  party  of  the  second  party,  have 
entered  into  a  contract,  under  the  following  conditions : 

Article  the  1st.  Francisco  J.  Cisneros,  and  in  his  name  J.  A.  Echserria,  do  here 
declare :  Firstly,  that  by  the  law  No.  69  of  1877  of  the  U.  S.  of  Colombia,  it  was  or- 
dered that  a  school  of  civil  and  military  engineeriug  should  bo  established  in  the  city 
of  Bogota,  capital  of  the  republic;  secondly,  that  in  fulfillment  of  said  law  and 
of  the  decree  issued  by  the  executive  power  of  the  republic,  dated  at  Bogota  the  26th 
of  November,  1879,  tlie  school  of  civil  and  military  enf^ineers  must  have  been  estab- 
lished the  2nd  day  of  the  present  month,  in  the  building  known  bv  the  name  of 
''Candelaria";  thirdly,  that  according  to  article  3rd  of  said  decree,  besides  the  di- 
rector, and  several  professors  and  employees,  there  must  be  at  the  school  two  foreign 
professors,  with  the  salary  and  emolument  agreed  upon  in  their  contract,  to  teach  mili- 
tary science  and  any  other  one  that  may  be  recommended  to  them,  specially  staff  and 
artillery  instruction;  and,  fourthly,  that  Francisco  J.  Cisneros  has  been  expressly 
commissioned  and  authorized  by  the  executive  of  the  republic  of  Colombia  to  engage 
in  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  above-mentioned  professors,  under  the  in- 
structions received  by  him  from  the  secretary  of  the  War  and  Navy. 

Article  the  2nd.  In  virtue  of  his  authorization,  Francisco  J.  Cisneros,  in  the 
name  of  the  Government  of  Columbia,  does  hereby  engage  Mr.  Henry  Rowan  Lemly 
for  one  of  the  two  professorships  of  military  science  in  the  school  of  civil  and  mili- 
tary engineering  of  Bogota,  with  the  salary  of  three  thousand  five  hundred  dollars 
per  year,  payable  in  monthly  installments  of  $291.66|  each;  in  lawful  gold  or  silver 
money. 

Article  the  3rd.  The  salary  of  Mr.  Henry  Rowan  Lemly  will  run  from  the  date 
of  his  departure  from  New  York  for  Savanilla  and  Bogota ;  this  having  to  take  effect 
with  the  shortest  possible  delay. 

Article  the  4th.  Besides  the  above-mentioned  salary,  the  Government  of  Colombia 
will  pay  the  passage  out  and  all  regular  traveling  expenses  of  Mr.  Lemly  and  wife 
from  New  York  to  Bogota. 

Article  the  5th.  This  contract  will  be  for  the  term  of  three  years  from  the  date 
of  the  departure  of  Mr.  Henry  R.  Lemly  from  New  York. 

Article  the  6th.  Mr.  Henry  R.  Lemly  ought  to  oblige  himself  to  take  charge  of 
such  classes  as  will  be  allotted  to  hiin^  according  to  articles  8th,  9thf  and  lOtn,  of 
the  decree  of  November  26th,  1879 — to  give  the  theoretical  and  practical  instruction  re- 
quired in  each  branch  of  teaching — to  comply  with  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
schools,  and  to  fulfil,  in  a  word,  all  and  every  duty  of  his  professorship,  with  the 
assiduity,  steadiness,  and  intelligence  that  the  Government  of  Colombia  expects  from 
him. 

Article  the  7th.  Mr.  Henry  R.  Lemly,  on  his  part,  accepts  the  salary  of  three 
thousand  and  five  hundred  dollars  per  year,  payable  in  monthly  installments  of  an 
equal  amount,  and  the  payment  of  his  passage  and  travelling  expenses  from  New  York 
to  Bogota,  that  the  Government  of  Colombia,  represented  by  Mr.  Francisco  J.  Cisneros, 
offers  him  to  pay ;  acknowledges  that  he  is  instructed  of  articles  of  the  decree  of 
Nov'er  26th,*  1879,  alluded  to  in  the  foregoing  paragraph;  obliges  himself  to  teach 
scientifically  and  practicaUy  the  subjects  allotted  to  nim,  specially  in  relation  to  mil- 
itary science;  to  comply  with  the  rules  and  regulations  enacted  by  proper  authority 
for  the  government  of  the  school ;  and,  finally,  to  fulfil  all  the  duties  deriving  from 
his  contract,  during  its  term  of  three  years,  to  the  best  of  his  abilities. 

Article  the  8th.  It  is  understood  that  in  case  Mr.  Henry  R.  Lemly,  for  any  cause 
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whatever,  shoald  be  called  to  take  charge  of  a  single  class,  the  redaction  spoken  of 
in  article  18th  of  the  decree  of  Nov'er  ^th,  1879,  will  not  apply  to  him,  and  his  full 
salary  will  be  in  snch  case  paid  to  him,  as  agreed  npou  in  this  covenant* 

Articlb  the  9th.  This  contract  will  be  considered  as  provisional  until  the  arrival 
of  Mr.  Henry  R.  Lemly  to  Bogota,  when  it  will  be  ratified  by  the  secretary  of  the 
anny  and  naw. 

Both  parties  being  agreed  in  the  foregoing  articles,  sign  two  copies  of  the  same 
tenor,  which  they  reciprocally  exchange  in  the  city  of  New  York,  &c. 

(Signed)    JOSfi  A.  ECH8VERRIA.     [seal.] 
(Signed)    HENRY  R.  LEMLY,  [seal.] 

1  lAeut.  3d  U,  S,  ArVy,  Deapacho. 
Witness : 

L.  Del  Monte. 
John  S.  Slaolb. 
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47th  Congress,  •  SENATE.  (  Report 

1st  Session.       J  \  Ko.  650. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  24,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  ludian  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT*: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1923.] 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Mrs.  Louisa  Boddy^  of  Oregon^  praying  eomenpsationfor  losses  and  itijuries 
inflicted  by  the  Modoc  Indians  in  the  year  1872,  have  had  the  same  under 
consideration^  and  submit  the  folloicing  report: 

It  appears  by  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Louisa  Boddy  that  her  husband,  to- 
gether with  a  son-in-law  and  one  grown  son,  became  settlers  upon  the 
public  lands  of  the  United  States,  in  the  valley  of  Lost  River,  in  Lake 
County,  Oregon,  some  four  months  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the 
late  Modoc  Indian  war,  which  said  war  began  November  29,  1872,  and 
terminated  in  June,  1873.  Long  prior  to  said  settlement  the  Indian  title 
to  said  lands  had  been  extinguished  by  a  treaty  with  the  Klamath,  Mo- 
doc, and  other  Indians,  which  said  treaty  w^as  signed  October  14, 1864, 
and  ratified  by  the  United  States  Senate  July  2, 1866.  Said  lands  were 
afterwards  surveyed  by  the  United  States  and  opened  to  settlement  in 
1869. 

On  the  6th  of  August,  1872,  the  Boddy  family,  consisting  of  the  hus- 
band of  the  petitioner,  her  son-in-law,  Nicholas  Schira,  and  wife,  who 
was  the  daughter  of  the  petitioner,  and  her  two  sous,  one  a  minor,  made 
settlement  on  said  lands. 

On  the  29th  of  November,  1872,  the  government  undertook,  witli  an  in- 
adequate military  force,  consisting  of  James  Jackson,  First  United  States 
Cavalry,  and  35  men,  to  remove  by  force  the  Modoc  Indians  from  said 
public  lands,  where  they  had  been  roaming  contrary  to  the  injunctions 
of  the  Indian  agent  having  charge  of  them,  to  the  Klamath  reservation. 
Such  an  insignificant  force  could  not  and  did  not  have  any  effect  to  in- 
timidate the  Indians.  The  result  was  that  Indian  hostilities  were  at 
once  precipitated,  and  a  most  cruel  slaughter  was  immediately  com- 
menced by  those  Indians  upon  the  unoffending  and  unsuspecting  set- 
tlers of  Lost  River  Valley,  which  slaughter  began  immediately  after  the 
attack  upon  Captain  Jack's  camp  by  Lieutenant  Jackson  on  the  morn- 
ing of  November  29, 1872,  at  early  light.  Among  those  who  were  mas- 
sacred were  the  husband  of  the  petitioner,  her  two  sons,  and  her  son-in- 
law,  who  were  peaceably  pursuing  their  usual  vocations. 

The  petitioner  further  states  in  a  graphic  manner  her  discovery  of  the 
lifeless  forms  of  her  husband  and  sons,  stripped  and  mutilated,  and  how, 
struck  with  fear,  she  and  her  daughter  fled  at  once  to  the  neighboring 
mountains,  where,  without  food  or  shelter,  and  thinly  clad,  with  snow 
on  the  ground,  they  remained  for  two  days  before  daring  to  make  their 
way  to  any  friendly  shelter. 
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After  the  massacre  the  Indians  destroyed  and  carried  off  all  the  per- 
sonal property  of  the  families,  embracing  horses,  sheep,  hogs,  cattle, 
poultry,  clothing,  provisions,  &c.,  and  also  including  $829  in  gold  and 
silver  coin,  and  burned  the  houses.  The  mutilated  bodies  of  those  who 
were  killed  were  afterwards  recovered  and  buried  at  Linkville  by  the 
Oregon  Volunteers. 

By  this  disaster  the  petitioner  was  reduced  at  once  from  a  condition 
of  comparative  affluence  to  one  of  poverty  and  wretchedness. 

The  petioner  duly  presented  her  claim  for  property  thus  stolen  and 
destroyed,  amounting  to  $6,180,  in  due  form  to  the  Indian  Bureau,  and 
placed  a  duplicate  copy  thereof  in  the  hands  of  the  local  Indian  agent. 
No  relief,  however,  of  any  kind  has  ever  been  received  by  her.  She 
therefore  appeals  to  Congress. 

This  petition  is  sustained  by  the  names  of  one  hundred  substantial 
citizens  of  Oregon  and  residents  of  Lake  County  and  vicinity,  including 
Jesse  Applegate,  one  of  the  Mo<loc  peace  commissioners;  L.  S.  Dyar, 
Indian  agent  at  the  time  of  the  massacre;  J.  H.  Book,  Indian  agent  at 
the  time  of  signing  the  petition;  S.  B.  Cranston,  register  of  the  United 
States  land  office ;  and  Quincy  A.  Brooks,  assistant  quartermaster-gen- 
eral of  Oregon  Volunteers,  who  certify  '<  that  the  facts  set  forth  in  said 
petition  are  correct  and  true." 

In  forwarding  to  the  Indian  Department  the  claim  of  Mrs.  Boddy  for 

depredations  committed  by  the  Modoc  Indians,  as  before  stated,  the 

local  Indian  agent,  Mr.  Dj'ar,  wrote  as  follows  to  the  Commissioner  of 

Indian  Affairs: 

Klamath  Agency,  Oregon, 

April  24,  1876. 

Sir  :  I  iucloso  herewith  papers  relating  to  claims  of  Mrs.  Lonisa  Boddy  and  Mrs. 
Kate  Nurse,  for  depredations  committed  by  the  Modoc  Indians. 

I  hav^  examined  them,  and  tind  that  the  prices  charged  for  hay,  flonr,  groceries, 
and  sheep  are  not  above  the  rnling  rates  at  the  time  and  place  of  the  depredations. 
I  am  knowing  to  the  fact  that  these  clai-mants  were  great  suiSerers  from  the  Modocs ; 
that  their  husbands  and  other  itiembers  of  their  famines  were  murdered,  and  much  of 
their  property  destroy ed  by  these  Indians. 

I  am  unable  to  present  the  case  to  the  Indians,  as  required  in  article  4  of  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Department  relative  to  such  claims,  as  the  x)eri)etrators  are  now 
located  upon  the  Quanaw  Reservation  in  the  Indian  Territory. 
Very  respectfullv,  vour  obedient  servant, 

L.  S.  DYAR. 
United  States  Indian  AgenL 
Hon.  J.  Q.  Smith, 

CommisBioner  of  Indian  Affairs, 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  are  affidavits  of  four  disinterested  citizens, 
Mr.  Hartery,  John  Fritz,  Dan  Calwell,  and  W.  S.  Bybee,  who  were  the 
nearest  neighbors  to  the  Boddy  settlement,  who  testify  to  the  amount 
and  character  of  the  property  destroyed  as  near  as  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  would  admit.  Mrs.  Boddy's  own  affidavit,  made  in  this  city 
during  the  present  session  of  Congress,  also  gives  further  particulars 
and  satisfactory  account  of  all  the  circumstances  of  her  losses. 

In  view  of  the  pi'emises,  and  in  consideration  of  the  whole  case,  the 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Aflairs,  on  request  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, communicated,  under  date  of  March  10, 1882,  the  following  letter, 
which  has  been  submitted  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to  wit: 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  Indian  Affairs, 

Washington^  March  10,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  be  in  receipt,  by  department's  reference  for  report,  of  a 
petition  (herewith  inclosed)  to  Congress  by  Mrs.  Louisa  Boddy,  of  Lake  County,  Ore- 
gon, praying  for  compensation  for  losses  and  injuries  inflicted  by  Modoc  Indians  in 
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November,  1872.  A'daplicate  of  this  petition,  toeetber  with  other  papers  in  the  case 
(aome  of  which  bad  before  been  in  this  office,  ana  were  submitted  to  the  department 
Jane  12,  1876,  for  transmittal  to  Conffress),  were  also  filed  in  this  office  jresterday  by 
J.  F.  Kinney,  attorney  for  Mrs.  Boddy.  These  papers  are  also  herewith  inclosed. 
Among  them  is  a  copy  of  the  report  of  this  office,  above  referred  to,  of  June  12,  lo76, 
upon  uie  claim  of  Mrs.  Boddy,  which  had  been  filed  in  this  office  for  preliminary  ex- 
amination under  the  laws  and  departmental  regulations  governing  the  settlement  of 
Indian  depredation  claims,  and,  as  will  be  seen,  upon  the  papers  then  before  one  of 
my  predecessors,  he  arrived  at  the  following  conclusion  : 

*'  There  is,  therefore,  no  doubt  as  to  the  fact  of  the  depredation,  but  there  is  no  re- 
liable evidence  in  the  case  to  show  the  extent  of  it,  or  the  amount  and  value  of  the 
property  lost.  I  cannot,  therefore,  do  otherwise  than  recommend  a  disallowance  of 
the  claim.  The  depredation  was  committed  in  November,  1872,  and  the  claim  was  not 
presented  for  adjustment  until  April  last  [1B76],  and  is  therefore  barred. '' 

By  reference  to  the  declaration  and  proofs  of  the  claimant  upon  which  my  prede- 
cessors acted  (see  papers  marked  A,  herewith),  it  will  be  seen  that  four  witnesses  lo  the 
<lepredation  were  M.  Hartery,  John  Fritz,  Dan  Calwell,  and  W.  8.  By  bee,  who  could 
no'^  swear  that  they  knew  of  their  own  personal  knowledge  that  the  identical  property 
enumerated  in  the  schedule  sworn  to  by  Mrs.  Boddy  was  the  property  destroyed  by 
the  Modocs,  but  they  swear  they  were  neighbors  of  William  Boddy,  deceased,  and 
know  that  '*  valuable  property  belonging  to  said  affiant  (Louisa  Boddy)  was  destroyed, 
injared,  or  taken  away  ^'  by  the  hostile  Modocs,  and  that  "  they  believe  the  foregoing 
statement  of  articles  aestroyed,  injured,  or  taken  away  by  said  Indiana,  together  with 
the  value  thereof,  and  of  each  and  every  item  of  said  account,  as  set  forth  m  the  fore- 
going affidavit  (the  affidavit  of  Mrs.  Boddy),  to  be  correct  and  true." 

Their  inability  to  swear  with  more  particularity  and  the  impracticability  of  obtain- 
ing more  specific  evidence  are  explained  by  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Boddy  to  Congress  and 
hy  her  affidavit  dated  5lh  instant  in  this  city,  which,  of  course,  were  not  before  my 
predecessor  when  he  acted  ou  the  case.  Particular  attention  is  invited  to  these.  They 
iihow  that  the  husband  of  Mrs.  Boddy,  her  two  sons,  aged  respectively  eighteen  and 
twenty-two  years,  and  her  son-in-law,  who  constituted  all  the  men  in  their  immediate 
settlement,  and  who  perhaps  alone  could  have  sworn  to  the  exact  amount  of  stock  owned 
by  Mr.  Boddy  and  the  exact  number  destroyed,  stolen,  or  lost,  were  killed  ou  the  29th  of 
November,  when  the  loss  occun*ed;  that  her  daughter  (her  only  remaining  child)  and 
herself,  upon  seeing  the  Indians  stripping  the  dead  bodies  of  her  son  and  son-in-law,  tied 
to  the  mountains  to  keep  from  being  munlered,  and  remained  there  two  days  without 
food  or  shelter  and  thinly  clad,  with  snow  on  the  ground ;  that  the  witnesses,  W.  S. 
Bybee  and  Dan  Calwell,  who  were  her  nearest  neighbors,  lived  three  miles  south  of  the 
Boddy  settlement,  and  that  Mr.  Hartery  and  John  Fritz,  who  were  her  nearest  neigh- 
bors on  the  north,  lived  five  and  ten  miles  distant,  respectively,  and  that  these  wit- 
nesses, as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  massacre,  assisted  in  collecting  the  scattered 
stock  oelonging  to  the  Boddy  family;  that  they  were  frequent  visitors  at  the  home 
of  Mrs.  Boddy  before  the  massacre  and  depredation,  and  that  ^'  each  of  the  said  men 
ha<l  a  good  idea  of  the  amount  and  value  of  the  property  and  stock"  owned  by  the 
family,  and  also  were  the  only  persons,  exce^^t  Mrs.  Boddy  and  her  daughter,  who  had 
knowledge  of  the  amount  of  stock  recovered. 

These  papers  also  show  that  William  Boddy  and  family  removed  from  Roseburg, 
Oreg.,  where  he  had  been  engaged  in  merchandizing,  to  the  farm  occupied  by  them 
when  he  was  killed,  only  about  four  months  before  the  massacre,  taking  with  him  the 
remnants  of  a  stock  of  goods  pertaining  to  a  general  country  store,  about  three  thou- 
sand sheep,  about  seventy-five  head  of  cattle,  and  about  thirty-five  head  of  horses. 
The  claim  made  by  Mrs.  Boddy  includes  only  five  horses,  one  cow,  and  five  hundred 
sheep,  the  inference  being  that  the  balance  of  the  stock  was  recovered. 

The  remainder  of  the  claim  as  presented  to  this  office  for  settlement  embraces  such 
articles  as  would  naturally  be  found  in  the  house  of  a  man  engaged  as  Mr.  Boddy  had 
previously  been,  and  was  at  the  time  of  his  massacre. 

The  respectability  of  Mrs.  Boddy,  and  the  truthfulness  of  her  statement  as  to  the 
loss  of  property,  is  abundantly  attested  by  the  signatures  of  about  one  hundred  per- 
m)UB  attached  to  her  petition,  and  among  them  that  of  L.  S.  Dvar,  who  was  the  agent 
for  these  Indians  in  1872,  when  the  depredation  was  committed,  and  who,  under  date 
of  April  24,  1876,  in  reporting  to  this  office  upon  this  claim,  said  that  the  "prices 
charged  for  hay,  flour,  gro^erIes,  and  sheep  are  not  above  the  ruling  rates  at  the  time 
and  place  of  the  depredations."  In  that  letter  he  also  states,  from  personal  knowledge, 
that  Mrs.  Boddy  was  a  great  sufi'erer  from  the  Modocs,  and  that  much  of  her  property 
was  destroyed  by  these  Indians. 

From  the  evidence  now  before  me  I  am  satisfied  that  the  property  mentioned  in  the 
schedule  found  in  the  paper  marked  A  belonged  to  William  Boddy  (husband  of  Mrs. 
Louisa  Boddy  )  in  his  lifeti  me,  and  was  lost  or  destroyed  as  stated  in  the  papers  in  the  case; 
but  the  vagueness  as  to  the  amounts  of  quite  a  number  of  the  articles  mentioned  leads 
me  to  think  that  in  all  probability  the  actual  value  of  some  of  these  articles,  at  least^ 
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has  been  overestimated,  and  that  the  sum  of  85,400  wonld  cover  the  loss,  and  I  there- 
fore respectfully  recommend  that  the  papers  herewith  be  returned  to  the  Senate  Com- 
luittee  on  Indian  Aifairs,  vrith  the  request  that  an  appropriation  of  that  amount  be 
made  in  favor  of  Mrs.  Louisa  Boddy,  widow  of  William  Boddy,  deceased. 

It  is  proper  to  state  that,  in  view' of  the  fact  that  ever  since  the  Modocs,  who  per- 
petrated the  depredation  under  consideration,  were  removed  to  the  Indian  Territory, 
they  have  been  ref^arded  by  this  office  and  by  Congress  as  having  forfeited  all  right 
to  any  of  the  benefits  inuring  to  other  Modocs  under  the  treaty  of  October  14,  lS>4, 
with  the  Klamath,  Modoc,  and  other  Indians  (16  Stat.,  p.  707),  and  have  been  assisted 
in  self-support  by  a  small  gratuity  annually  appropriated  by  Congress,  so  that  it 
would  seem  that  the  amount  which  may  be  appropriated  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Boddj- 
should  be  taken  from  the  public  funds.  It  may  be  proper  to  state,  also,  that  the  lim- 
itation of  time  (three  years)  fixed  by  the  seventeenth  section  of  the  act  of  June  30, 
1834  (4  Stat.,  p.  732),  within  which  Indian  depredation  claims  may  be  presented, no 
longer  obtains,  as  this  limitation  is  omitted  in  the  Revised  Statutes. 

Since  the  foregoing  was  written,  the  attorney  fur  Mrs.  Boddy  has  presented  a  brief 
in  support  of  the  claim,  which  is  also  herewith  transmitted. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

H.  PRICE, 
CifmmiasUmer, 
Hon.  S.  J.  KiKKWooD, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
• 

From  all  the  facts  iu  this  case  it  is  quite  apparent  that  the  massacre 
of  the  settlers  on  Lost  River  by  the  Modocs,  on  the  29th  of  November, 
1872.  was  not  the  result  of  an  ordinary  outbreak  of  those  Indians,  but 
the  direct  result  of  the  attack  of  the  United  States  troops  upon  their 
camp  on  the  morning  of  that  day,  with  inadequate  force  for  the  purpose 
of  their  removal  to  the  Klamath  Reservation,  whither  they  refused  to  go, 
which  attempt  upon  the  part  of  the  military  authority  was  made  with- 
out notice  to  the  settlers  scattered  along  Lost  River.  Your  committee 
think  that  this  fact  makes  this  an  exceptional  case,  and  gives  this  claim- 
ant an  equitable  right  to  relief,  and  therefore  fully  concur  with  the  Com- 
missioner in  his  recommendation  that  the  sum  of  $5,400  be  appropriated 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.Louisa  Boddy,  widow  of  William  Boddy,  deceased, 
in  full  com])ensation  of  her  losses  as  hereinbefore  stated,  and  therefore 
report  for  that  purpose  the  accompanying  bill,  and  recommend  its  pass- 
age. 
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Ut  Session.       f  \  No.  651. 
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May  25,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mf.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  tbe  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biH  S.  152:J.] 

The  Committee  on  Claimsy  to  tthom  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  1523)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  reimbursement  of  costs  and  expenses  in  certain  judicial 
proceedings  and  for  the  relief  of  George  C.  Ellison^  having  examined  the 
samCy  mcilce  the  following  report: 

That  the  facts  of  the  case,  as  they  appear  from  the  papers  on  file,  are 
correctly  set  forth  in  the  report  (No.  555)  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Claims  to  the  present  session  of  Congress,  as  follows: 

First.  The  committee  iind  as  facts  established  in  this  case — 

(1.)  That  esaid  George  C.  Ellison  was  appointed  as  chief  engineer  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  Forty-fourth  Con^rress,  after  and  pursuant  to  the  result  of  a 
stringent,  critical,  aud  competitive  examination  as  to  character  and  qualifications, 
and  that  he  was  not  appointed  for  political  reasons. 

(2. )  That  he  entered  upon  the  discharge  of  his  duties  and  was  proven  to  be  a  careful, 
capable,  and  proper  person  for  the  position  of  chief  engineer. 

(3.)  That  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties  under  such  appointment  he  wns  required  to 
give  his  constant  aud  uureinittiug  attention  to  his  responsible  trust.  Seo  report  and 
verified  letter  of  Capt.  Wm.  W.  W.  Wood,  chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  dated 
March  23,  1880,  as  foHows: 

"  Wasiiingtox,  D.  C,  March  23, 1880. 

"Dear  Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  22d 
instant,  requesting  me  to  furnish  you  with  a  verified  statement  as  to  my  knowledge  of 
the  steam  apparatus,  «&c.,  for  ventilating  and  heating  the  House  of  Representatives, 
location  of  rooms,  and  the  care  uiul  uttciition  necessary  for  security,  &c.,  on  the  part 
of  the  chief  engineer  of  the  same. 

**  In  reply  I  liave  re.*ipectfull>  to  inform  you  that  some  time  since  it  became  necessary 
for  me  to  familiarize  myself  with  the  character  and  location  of  this  heating  and  venti- 
lating apparatus  above  referred  to  in  detail,  the  location  of  the  boiler  and  engine- 
rooms,  passages,  and  chambers  in  which  are  erected  the  heating  batteries  or  radiators, 
&c.,  together  with  the  fan,  forcing  and  exhaust  blowers;  all  of  which  are  located  in 
the  sub-basement  of  the  south  wing  of  the  Capitol  building. 

**The  care  and  attention  necessary  for  »ecurity  in  the  management  of  this  apparatus 
when  in  operation  demand  at  all  times  tli*^  most  rigid  and  careful  cuadnct  of  compe- 
tent men,  under  the  supervision  of  skillful  and  experienced  engineers,  especially  in  the 
lK>i1er-room,  where  neglect  in  this  respect  by  absence  or  incompetence  might  result  in 
great  disaster  aud  loss  c»f  life  and  government  property  by  explosion,  perhaps  equal 
in  its  consequences  to  the  diacharge  of  a  mine  of  gunpowder. 

^'Constant  aud  unremitting  attention  on  the  part  of  the  chief  engineer  and  his  sub- 
ordinates is  the  only  guarantee  against  accidents  and  the  disastrous  couse'iuences 
which  might  result  from  explosion  or  fleranp:fM»MMir. 

*'That  under  no  ei  cnmst.inces  slonlrt  th»-  engineer,  upon  who-n  <!evolve  for  rl"»'  time 
being  the  resp  msibility,  cai-e.  aud  mauagt)ii«eut  of  this  department,  absent  himsi'lf 
without  proper  and  competent  relief,  ihar.  the  supervision  necessary  to  maintain  its 
effiriencv  and  avoid  danger  be  at  all  times  exercised. 
'*!  am,  respectfully,  your  obuuic-ut  servant, 

"WM.  \V.  W.  WOOD, 
^  *  Chief  Engineei'f  late  Engineer-iH-Chie/f  U,  S.  JViary. 

**HoD.  Richard  Crowley, 

'*  UnUfd  StattH  House  of  Bepresentatitea, 
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"DI6T..ICT  OF   COLUMUIA,  «•: 

**In  verification  tif  the  above,  the  writer,  \Vm.  W.  W.  Wood,  peraonally  apjicared 
before  ine,  notary  public  in  and  for  the  Difltrict  of  Columbia,  and  states  that  he  is  at 
present  a  chief  engineer  in  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  and  late  Eiigineer>in-Chief 
of  the  Bureau  of  bteam  Engineering  of  the  Navy  Department,  and  the  opinion  given 
in  the  above  letter  of  reply  to  the  Hon.  Mr.  Crowley,  made  at  the  request  of  the  lat- 
ter, is  true  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief. 

[m:al.]  **A.  C.  RICILA.RDS, 

(4.)  That  during  said  Ellison\s  term  or  occupancy  of  the  office  of  chief  engineer,  to 
wit,  on  the  7th  day  of  March,  1^77,  and  at  various  times  prior  thereto,  one  David 
Small,  a  former  employ^  in  Ellison's  department,  ma'Ie  threa  s  of  killing  said  Ellison, 
or  of  doing  him  great  bodily  harm,  because  he  thought  Ellison  had  been  instrumental 
in  procuring  his  discharge ;  that  the  reason  of  the  discharge  of  said  Small  was  bis  in- 
temperance aud  improper  conduct,  unfitti'ig  him  for  the  discharge  <«f  his  dutiets,  as 
shown  by  the  letter  of  Hon.  George  M.  Adams,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  by  letter  of  Edward  Clarke,  Architect  of  the  United  States  Capitol,  dated  May  4, 
IdtiO,  annexed  and  marked  Exhibits  A  and  H,  respectively. 

(5.)  That  on  the  7th  day  of  March,  1877,  said  David  Small,  while  under  the  influ- 
ence of  intoxication  (see  affidavits  of  Wm.  M.  Long,  May  19,  1879;  of  Joseph  Reese, 
May  20,  1879;  and  of  Eppa  Norris,  May  30,  1879,  annexed,  and  marked  C,  D,  and  E, 
respectively),  forcibly  invaded  the  engine-room  in  the  sub-basement  of  the  Capitol, 
where  said  Ellison  was  en|^aged  in  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties  as  an  officer  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  renewed  threats  u|)on  and  against  Ellison,  which 
he,  said  Small,  had  repeatedly  made  to  others,  and  which  had  come  to  the  knowledge 
of  Ellison.  (See  affidavit  of  Wm.  M.  Long,  Joseph  Reese,  cit.  tupra,  and  of  Capt. 
Robert  H.  Ryan,  May  27,  1870,  and  of  Rev.  Thos.  W.  Coiiwav,  of  April  29,  1880,  an- 
nexed and  marked  Exhibits  F  and  G,  respectively.)  That  Ellison,  under  the  circum- 
stances, had  grave  reason  to  apprehend  assassination  or  great  bodily  harm  from  said 
Small  at  this  time ;  that  Ellison  endeavored  to  avoid  both  conflict  aud  controversy 
with  said  Small  on  this  occasion;  that  Ellison  retreated  from  Small,  who  was  shown 
to  be  physically  a  much  larger  mun  than  Ellison;  that,  according  to  the- affidavit  of 
Eppa  Norris,  the  only  witness  to  the  encounter,  Small  continued  to  advance  on  Elli- 
son with  threats,  his  right  hand  in  his  pocket  behind,  as  if  to  shoot,  and  his  left  hand 
violently  gesticulating;  that  Ellison  picked  up  a  wooden  ax-handle  aud  ordered 
Small  out  of  the  engine-room;  that  Small  refused  to  go,  when  Norris,  the  affiant, 
"jumped  aside,  tliiuking  Small  was  going  to  shoot,''  and  Ellison,  b>  ing  unable  to  pre- 
vent Small's  continued  threatening  advances  as  if  to  shoot  him,  struck  Small  one 
blow  with  the  ax-handle  aud  knocked  him  down;  that  Small  got  up  and  left  the 
engine-room,  making  further  threats  aeainst  Ellison  as  he  departed;  but  Ellison 
made  no  further  attempt  to  strike  Small;  that  Small's  conduct  was  violent  and  un- 
justitiable,  aud,  by  his  interference  with  Ellison  while  on  duty  as  chief  engineer,  he 
imperiled  the  property  of  the  government,  and  eveu  the  lives  of  Ellison  and  other 
citizens,  officials,  and  members  of  Congress  in  the  Capitol  to  a  degree  that  was  highly 
perilous.  (See  affidavit  cited,  testimony  in  case  of  The  United  States  vs.  Ellison,  and 
letter  of  Wm.  W.  W.  Wood,  chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  given  above.  J 
That  for  these  reasons  the  act  of  Ellison  was  in  the  line  of  his  duty  to  protect  life  and 
pn)perty,  both  of  himself  and  others,  members  of  the  House;  that  at  the  time  of  this 
transaction  Ellison  was  acting  under  the  orders  or  rules  of  tbe  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  of  his  superior  officera  in  remaining  on  duty  as  such  chief  engineer.  (See 
House  Rules  and  Regulations  for  Employes  and  Officers.) 

(6.)  That  for  several  days  after  the  encounter  aforesaid,  said  Small  went  about, 
continuing  dissipated,  and  in  about  fifteen  days  from  said  7th  day  of  March,  died. 

(7.)  That  thereupon  said  Ellison  voluntarily  surrendered  himself  for  trial  and  was 
indicted  for  thtf  murder  of  said  Small,  and  was  thereupon  suspended  as  chief  engineer, 
April  1,  IH78. 

(8. )  That  in  the  latter  part  of  December,  1677,  an  assistant  of  Mr.  Ellison  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  as  Ellison's  successor. 

(9.)  That  after  two  trials,  both  of  which  retmlted  in  a  failure  to  convict  Ellison  of 
murder  or  of  any  other  lesser  offense,  a  nolle  prosequi  was,  with  the  approval  of  the 
court  aiHl  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  entered  on 
the  2(>th  of  November,  1878.  (tSee  letter  of  Rev.  Stephen  H.  Tyng,  jr.,  to  Rev.  Dr 
Lanahau,  dated  November  13,  1878,  and  recommendation  entered  thereon  by  Presi- 
dent Huycs,  annexed  and  marked  Exhibit  H.) 

(10.)  That  not  only  was  it  shown  that  Ellison  acted  in  self-defense,  but  Judge  An- 
drew \Vylie,  who  tried  the  case,  in'  a  cimversation  with  Rev.  Dr.  Lanahan,  but  more 
especially  in  a  letter  to  the  Hon.  Stephen  L.  Mayham,  tiled  in  evidence  annexed  and 
marked  Exhibit  I,  clearly  and  distinctly  states  that  Ellison  acted  in  self-d^ense. 

(11.)  That  during  the  pendency  of  said  trials,  and  up  to  the  19th  of  March,  1879, 
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EUiflou  was  willing  to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  office  as  chief  engineer.  That  up 
to  the  filing  of  Ellison's  petition  no  official  notice  of  discharge  has  been  given  to 
Ellison. 

(12.)  That  on  or  abont  the  date  last  aforesaid  Ellison  was  duly  appointed  to  and 
entered  upon  the  discharge  of  his  duties  as  clerk  to  the  Committees  on  Agricultare, 
Manufactures,  and  Militia  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

(13.)  That  in  and  about  his  defense  of  said  prosecution  under  such  indictment  said 
Ellison  was  necessarily  subjected  to  great  cost  and  expense.  (See  summary  of  ex- 
penditures.) 

(14.)  That  by  reason  of  his  suspension  from  the  discharge  of  his  duties  as  chief 
engineer,  from  April  1,  1H77,  to  await  the  result  of  the  proceedings  against  him,. said 
ElUson  was  deprived  of  his  pay  and  salary  as  such  officer,  'which  salary  was  fixed  at 
the  stun  of  $1,700  a  year. 

IX. 

Upon  the  facts  aforcHaid,  as  established  by  documentary  and  other  proofs  before  us, 
the  committee  find,  as  resulting  from  these  facts,  the  following  conclusions: 

(1.)  That  Greorge  C.  Ellison,  on  the  7th  day  of  March,  1^77,  being  on  duty  as  chief 
engineer  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  acting  under  the  orders,  rnl«8,  and 
regulations  of  the  House,  was  justified  or  exonerated  from  blame  in  defending  him- 
seuT,  his  position,  his  duties,  and  the  momentous  trusts  confided  to  him,  even  to  the 
extent  of  knocking  down  Small,  as  he  did.  That  he  was  not  guilty  of  any  crime,  but 
was  acting  properly,  as  the  emergency  seemed  to  require,  as  an  officer  and  employ^ 
of  the  House.  But  one  blow  was  struck,  and  that  in  defense,  and  this  defens*^  of  him- 
self was  in  defense  of  the  House  likewise;  and  no  malice  or  misconduct  as  an  officer 
or  as  a  man  was  shown  on  Ellison's  part.  (See  letters  of  Rev.  Dr.  Lanahan  of  May 
26. 1SJ79,  with  addition  by  Hon.  Andrew  Wylie,  the  judge  before  whom  Ellison  was 
tried,  and  of  Judge  Wylie'to  Hon.  Stephen  L.  Mayham,  dated  March  22,  IHriO,  annexed 
and  marked  Exhibit  .J.) 

(2.)  That  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  protect  and  preserve  the 
safety  and  efficiency  of  its  officers  and  employes  so  long  as  they  are  acting  in  the  line 
of  their  duties,  or  whenever  they  may  be  required,  in  great  emergencies,  to  <lo  acts 
not  held  or  found  to  be  unlawful,  for  their  personal  and  official  protection,  while  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties,  or  to  enable  them  to  properly  discharge  such  duties; 
and  that  such  duty  to  protect  and  defend  its  officials  and  employes  extends  to  the  duty 
of  reimbursing  Hneh  officials  and  employes  for  any  and  all  expenses  properly  and  nec- 
essarily incurred  in  and  about  such  duties,  or  lawful,  or  unusual  and  not  unlawful  acta 
demanded  by  the  exigencies  of  the  situation  for  the  proper  and  efficient  discharge  of 
their  duties;  and  we  consider  this  principle  as  justly  ap^dicable  to  Ellison's  caso. 

The  following  precwlents  fully  warrant  this  rule,  and  in  the  case  acted  upon  by  the 
House  favorably  on  the  17th  of  February,  1881,  the  principle  is  carried  to  the  cas?i  of 
acts  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  to  be  unlawful. 

[Private— No.  29.] 

AX  ACT  fur  the  relief  of  General  John  C.  McQuiston  and  Jeremiah  D.  Skeen,  of  Indiana. 

Be  it  enacted  hti  the  Senate  and  House  of  Represenlatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  astiembledy  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  direct*'d  to  pay  to  John  C.  McQuiston  and  Jeremiah  D.  Skeen,  of  Indiana, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasurv  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  two  thou- 
sand dollars,  to  reimburse  them  tor  expense  incurred  in  satisfaction  of  a  judgment  re- 
covered against  them  in  the  Ripley  circuit  court  in  favor  of  Jerome  Huntington,  upon 
a  charge  of  false  imprisonment,  founded  upon  an  arrest  made  by  the  said  John  C.  Mc- 
Qaiston  as  provost-marshal  of  the  fourth  district  of  Indiana,  and  Jeremiah  D.  Skeen, 
his  deputy,  while  acting  under  the  onler  of  General  Baker,  the  provost-marshal  of  the 
State  of  Indiana,  and  Brigadier-General  Wilcox. 

Approve<l  Februarv  27,  1871. 

(16  U.  S.  Stilt.,  0-3:5,  chap.  75.) 

[Pkivate— No.  34.] 

AN  ACT  makinic  an  appropriation  to  aatlRfy  a  Judgment  obtained  against  Grenville  M.  Dodge,  latf 
an  officer  of  the  1  nited  States,  and  others,  for  acts  done  by  theni  in  the  line  of  their  duty. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  ffouse^of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled^  That  the  sum  of  live  thousand  dollars,  or  as  much  thereof  as  may 
he  necessary,  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  to  enable  trie  Secretary  of  War  to  satisfy  a  judgment  obtained  against 
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(freuville  M.  Dodge,  late  an  officer  of  the  United  States,  and  others,  for  acts  done  by 
them  in  the  line  of  their  daty,  under  orders  from  their  superior  officers,  and  to  defray 
the  costs  of  defending  the  suits  at  law  in  which  such  judgment  was  recovered. 

Approved  May  6,  1070. 

(16  U.  S.  Stat.,  638,  chap.  97.) 

[Private— No.  101.] 

AX  ACT  fur  tLe  icFicf  of  the  family  of  the  late  JbLn  T.  Ehi^  nud  of  L.  B.  Cutler. 

\Vhcroa8  John  T.  King,  lately  employed  as  a  carpenter  and  cabinet- maker  about  the 
Capitol,  while  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties,  was  killed  by  an  explosion  of  gas  in  the 
closet  under  the  eastern  stairway  of  the  Senate,  leaving  a  wife,  three  children,  two 
grandchitdreu,  and  a  mother-in-law  without  any  u.eans  of  support;  and 

Whei-ea-s  L.  B.  Cutler,  principal  assistant  in  the  foldiug-rouui  of  the  Senate,  was  so 
injured,  at  the  same  time  and  under  the  same  circumstances,  as  to  be  disabled  for  life, 
leaving  a  wife  without  means  of  support,  and  a  mother  to  whoso  support  he  has  partly 
contributed:  Ther«fore, 

Beit  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  HouBe  of  Jieprescntatires  of  the  United  States  of  Ametica 
fit  Congress  assembled^  That  th»«  sum  of  three  thousand  dollars  for  the  aid  and  support 
of  th*4  family  of  the  late  John  T.  King,  and  the  further  sum  of  three  thousand  dollars 
for  the  aid  and  support  of  L.  B.  Cutler,  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in 
trust  for  the  above  mentioned  ]>urposcs,  who  mav,  at  his  discretion,  pay  the  same  to 
the  respective  parties  in  annual  installments,  or  all  in  one  payment,  or  invest  the  same 
for  their  use  and  benefit,  as  h£  unvy  think  most  expedient. 

Approved  July  19,  I87rt. 

(19  U.  S.  Stat.,  455,  chap.  215.) 

On  March  3,  1877,  second  session  Forty-fourth  Congress,  Journal  of  the  House,  page 
67d,  Mr.  Knott  (the  rules  having  been  suspended  for  the  purpose)  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing resolution,  which  was  received,  considered,  and  agreed  to,  viz: 

**Fesolred^  That  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  of  the  House  be  nereby  authorized  to  retain 
counsel  in  the  cause  in  which  Haiiet  Kilbourn  is  plaintiff  and  John  G.  Thompson  and 
others  are  defendants,  for  the  purpose  of  prosecuting  or  defending,  as  the  case  may 
bo,  the  cause  aforesaid  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Stat^js." 

On  June  23,  ld74.  House  Journal,  first  session  Forty-third  Congress,  ])age  1321, 
Jeremiah  N.  Wilson,  by  unanimous  consent,  submitted  the  following  resolution,  which 
was  received,  considered,  and  agreed  to,  viz: 

**Jie8o1vtd,  That  the  House  assume  the  defense  of  the  Speaker  and  SOrgeant-at-Arms 
in  the  Huiis  Mgainst  them  by  Joseph  B.  Stewart  for  alleged  false  imprisonment  while  in 
castody,  under  the  oider  of  the  House,  as  a  recusant  witness  in  February,  1873,  re- 
cently decided  against  Stewart  by  the  supreme  court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
the  expenses  of  said  defense  be  paid  by  the  Clerk,  from  the  contingent  fund,  upon  the 
approval  of  Committee  on  Ace<mntH." 

Under  resolution  of  August  9,  1876,  to  pay  W.  M.  Merrick  and  W.  H.  Tuscott  and 
Henry  \V.  Garnett,  counsel  for  defense  in  the  case  of  Hallett  Kilbouni  versus  Michael 
C.  Kerr  and  others,  two  tliou.^^and  two  hundred  and  titty 'dollars  were  appropriated, 
one-half  of  which  only  may  be  paid  to  them  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives during  the  progress  of  the  suit.-    (See  19  IT.  S.  Statutes,  225,  chai».  36.) 

On  March  3,  1H77,  the  House  passed  the  following: 

**Beso1vedf  That  the  Clerk  of  the  House  pay,  and  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  pay,  out  of  the  contingent  fund,  to  George  C.  Ellison,  chief  engineer  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  $100  to  indemnify  him  lor  moneys  expended  by  him  and  incurred 
by  hint  in  and  about  certain  legal  proceedings  in  defending  the  title  and  retaining  the 
1M>sse8sion  of  certain  property  belonging  to  the  national  government  in  his  eu><tody  as 
an  olticer  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  (See  House  Journal,  second  session,  FoVty- 
fourth  Congress,  page  287.)'^ 

On  1st  March,  187i>,  Senate  passed  the  following: 

**  Whereas  S.  S.  Blackford,  in  the  proper  discharge  of  his  duties  as  captain  of  the 
Capitol  police,  while  making  an  arrest  in  the  Capitol  on  the  26th  d  y  of  December, 
1H78,  was  seriously  injured,  having  the  top  bone  of  his  right  arm,  ami  only  arm,  firac- 
tun^l,  and  his  arm  otherwise  disabled,  so  as  to  render  him  almost  entirely  helpless  for 
a  period  of  more  than  six  weeks,  and  from  the  result  of  which  injurie.s  he  may  never 
recover;  Therefore, 

•  *^Resolredf  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be,  and  he  is  hereby  authoiized  and  di- 
rected to  pay  to  the  said  S.  S.  Blackford,  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  the 
sum  of  ;gL-,u0,  to  enable  him  to  pay  for  medical  an^  other  expenses  incurred  ou  account 
of  said  injuries.'* 

See  Record  of  March  1,  79. 
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In  tub  House  of  Kkpresrntatives. 

January  31,  1881.— Read  twice,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and 

ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  CrLBKittiON  introduced  the  following  bill : 

A  BILL  to  provide  for  the  a^iu*^™^'!*^  o'  coats  and  expcDses  in  certain  judicial  proceedings. 

He  it  enacted  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepreseniaiivea  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled^  That  the  sum  of  three  thousand  three  hundred  dollars  be,  and 
is  hereby,  appropriated  for  the  payment  on  account  of  fees  to  this  date  to  Frank  H. 
Hnrd,  in  the  case  of  Hallet  Kilbourn  versus  John  G.  Thompson,  out  of  which  the  said 
Hnrd  shall  pay  all  fees  of  associate  counsel  and  exiHjnsos  of  priming  and  costs  ad- 
judged in  Snpreme  Court  in  this  case. 

[House  Report  No.  153,  46th  Congrcaa,  3d  seaaion.] 
FKimuART  4, 188L — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Accounts  and  ordered  to  bo  printed. 

Mr.  CoLDSRSOX,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  submitted  the  following  re- 
port (to  accompany  bill  H.  R.  7071): 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary ^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H,  R,  7071)  to  provide  fo^ 
the  adjustment  of  the  costs  and  expenses  in  certain  judicial  proceedings,  respectfully  re 
port: 

That  Frank  H.  Hurd  was  regularly  retained  in  the  case  of  Hallet  Kilbourn  vs.  John 
(t.  Thompson  ei  al,  by  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  House,  under  a  resolution  passed 
March  3,  1877 ;  that  since  that  time  Mr.  Hurd  has  given  the  case  attention,  making 
the  last  argument  in  the  case  in  the  last  term  of  the  Snpreme  Court  of  the  United 
States. 

The  committee  tind  that  the  costs  and  expenses  of  printing  and  of  attendance  upon 
court  from  Ohio  amounted  to  about  $400,  and  that  the  ^um  of  $800  ought  to  be  paid 
the  local  assistant  counsel  in  the  case. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  that  the  sum  of  $3,300  1»e  appropriated  to  Frank 
II.  Hurd,  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House,  to  pay  the  costs,  expenses,  and  fees 
in  the  said  case  of  Kilbourn  vs,  Thompson  et  al. 

They  further  recommend  that  the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Accounts, 
and  that  the  following  resolution  be  adopted  by  the  House : 

^  Rfsohed,  That  the  sum  of  $3,300  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  a])propriated  to  pay 
Frank  H.  Hurd  for  all  costs,  expenses,  and  fees  in  the  case  of  Hallet  Kilbourn  vs,  John 
6.  Thompson  et  a/. 

Such  a  principle  has  not  only  been  frequently  applied  in  other  cases,  but  it  is  the 
only  one  consistent  with  the  dignity,  safety,  and  order  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, or  of  any  legislative  body ;  and  it  is  proper  to  add  that,  owing  to  the  delicate, 
highly  responsible,  and  unremitting  character  of  the  duties  of  the  chief  engineer  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  that  officer  and  his  position  appeal  most  strongly  for 
the  fullest  and  most  effectual  protection  and  support  to  the  Housf,  in  every  possible 
case  where  it  is  consistent  witn  his  duties,  to  accord  him  protection  and  support.  It 
is  bu^  proper  to  state  that  no  officer  who  ever  held  the  position  of  chief  engineer  of 
the  House  ever  obtained  it  under  more  honorable  circumstances,  or  discharged  its 
(Inties  more  satisfactorily  and  efficiently  than  Mr.  p]llison,  the  claimant  in  this  case, 
as  was  shown  by  the  special  investigation  reported  to  Congress  in  House  Report  No. 
'^l  of  the  first  session  of  the  Forty -fourth  Congress,  dated  August  15,  1876.  With  this 
kind  of  an  officer,  and  in  the  light  of  all  the  facts,  we  are  clearly  of  the  opinion  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  Congress  to  reimburse  Mr.  Ellison  the  amountof  his  necessary  and 
proper  costs  and  expenses  incurred  in  his  defense  in  the  trials  above  referred  to. 

This  case  was  reported  favorably  by  the  Committee  on  Claims  of  the  Forty-sixth 
Congress,  and  the  foregoing  facts'  are  substantially  those  embraced  in  the  report  of 
that  committee.  The  accounts  of  the  claimant,  as  presented  to  and  reported  by  that 
committee,  are  appended  to  this  report. 

Vour  committee  report  adversely  upon  that  portion  of  the  petition  claiming  for 
salary,  another  person  having  actually  performed  the  service  and  duties  since  his  sa»- 
peusion. 

Your  committee  have  carefully  examined  all  the  vouchers  in  this  case,  and  all  of 
the  items  of  the  claimant's  accounts  in  the  defense  of  said  trials,  as  embraced  in  the 


6  GEORGE    C.    ELLISON. 

report  of  the  committee  of  the  Forty-sixth  Cod^ss,  and  which  are  presented  to  yonr 
committee,  and  we  deduct  the  following  items  in  said  accounts : 

FIRST  TRIAL. 

To  expenses  in  jail  (70  days) $250 

To  expenses  of  wife,  sous,  and  daughters  iu  comiug  to  and  returning  from  Wash- 
ington, and  boarding  while  here 2^0 

To  expenses  telegraphing  witnesses 47 

To  securing  bail  ($12,000)  and  iudemnifyiiig  surety 525 

Making  in  all  a  deduction  of 1,072 

We  deduct  from  said  accounts  the  following  items  of  the  second  trial: 

SKCOND   TRIAL. 

J.  Harry  Thompson,  M.  D.,  exi>ert,  $500  (we  deduct  $350  of  this  item) $250 

Wife,  sous,  and  daughters'  expenses  to  and  from  Washiugton,  and  board  while 

here... 250 

Telegraphing  witnesses iW 

Making  in  all  a  deduction,  on  the  second  trial,  of 538 

The  total  deduction  from  said  accounts  beiug 1,610 

The  remaining  items  in  said  accounts,  amounting  to  $8,0:^5.79,  we  think  are  correct, 
and  the  claimant  has  produced  to  your  committee  satisfactory  vouchers  therefor.  We 
recommend  that  a  bill  appropriating  to  said  Ellison  tbe  sum  of  $8,035.79  in  full  of  his 
claim  be  reported  by  this  committee,  and  we  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  here- 
with reported. 

Vouchers  and  accounts  of  George  C.  Ellison. 

FIRST   TRIAL. 

Washington,  D.  C,  Juncy  1879. 

The  following  is  a  true  itemized  account  of  expenses  incurred  by  George  C.  Ellison 
in  defending  himself  while  on  trial  for  the  alleged  murder  of  David  Small,  in  supremo 
court  of  the  District.     Case  called  May  2,  1877  : 

To  Col.  William  A.  Cook,  chief  counsel  in  case,  including  services  of  three 

medical  experts  in  case $1, 450  00 

To  Joseph  E.  Hayden,  associate  in  same  case 800  OO 

To  legal  services  in  New  York,  H.  B.  Stanton 100  OO 

To  legal  services,  Cluirles  P.  Shaw 100  00 

To  expenses  in  jail  (70  days) 250  OO 

To  expenses  of  wife,  sons,  and  daughters  in  coming  to  and  returning  from 

Washington,  and  boarding  while liere .^ 250  OO 

To  expenses  telegraphing  witnesses * 47  OO 

To  M.  A.  Clancy,  professional  stenographer,  making  verbatim  reports 310  25 

To  securini^  ($12,000J)  bail  and  indemnifying  Hurety 525  00 

Mileage,  witnesses*  fees,  and  board '. 992  09 

First  trial. 4,824  34 

SECOND  TRIAL. 

Washington,  D.  C.,.  »7Mnc,  1879. 

The  following  is  a  true  itemized  account  of  expenses  incurred  by  George  C.  Ellison 
in  defending  himself  while  on  trial  the  .second  time  for  the  alleged  murder  of  David 
Small.     Case  called  June  20,  1878: 

To  Col.  W.  A.  Cook,  chief  counsel $1,000  00 

To  Hon.  Stephen  L.  Mayham,  counsel 1,000  00 

John  Swinbum,  M.  D.,  expert 551  20 

J.  Harrv  Thompson,  M.  D.,  expert ; 500  00 

D.  W.  Bliss.  M,  D.,  expert 250  00 

Robert  Reybum,  M.  D.,  expert 250  00 

W.  S.  Wells 250  00 
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S.  A.  H.  McKimm ^25  00 

Wife,  B0U8,  and  daughter:)'  expenses  to  aud  from  Washington,  and  board 

while  here 250  00 

Telegraphing  witnesses 1 38  00 

Professional  st-enographer,  taking  testimony  ($250  not  claimed) 0000 

Julius  Veidt,  account  making  diagram  of  engine-rooms 52  00 

To  mileage  and  fees  of  witnesses,  and  expenses  of  same 655  25 

Second  trial 4,821  45 

First  trial 4,824  34 

Total 9.645  79 

Upon  this  conclusion  and  recommendation  of  the  House  report  .vour 
committee  ai'e  not  agreed.  A  portion  of  the  committee  think  the  present 
case  is  clearly  distinguishable  from  the  ca«es  referred  to  in  the  House  re- 
port as  authorities  or  precedents  in  support  of  the  bill ;  that  the  cases  ci  ted 
rest  upon  the  principle  that  subordinate  oflBcers  or  agents  of  the  gov- 
ernment or  of  Congress  are  entitled  to  indemnity  in  executing  the  or- 
ders and  directions  of  their  superior,  and  that  petitioner's  case  does  not 
come  within  the  operation  of  this  principle.  In  their  opinion  petit'oner's 
assault  upon  Small  was  in  no  sense  made  under  the  order  or  by  the  au- 
thority and  direction  of  the  House  of  Representatives ;  neither  was  it 
an  act  done  in  the  defense  or  protection  of  the  public  property  intrusted 
to  his  care  and  keeping.  They  consider,  on  the  contrary,  that  he  was  en- 
gaged in  a  personal  altercation — an  altercation  improperly  and  wrongfully 
brought  on,  as  appears,  by  Small  and  under  circumstances  that  justified 
petitioner  in  striking  the  blow  which  caused  the  death  of  the  former  and 
led  to  the  trial  the  expenses  of  which  the  bill  proposes  to  reimburse.  Pe-. 
titioner  simply  resisted  a  threatened  |>tfr«onaZ  attack,  or  defended  himself 
against  anticii)ated  danger  of  bodily  harm.  The  fact  that  the  difficulty  oc- 
curred while  he  was  the  engineer  of  the  House,  aud  at  his  post  of  duty, 
does  not  affect  the  transaction,  or  change  its  character  from  b,  private  to 
an  official  act.  Small  was  not  interfering  or  attempting  any  interference 
with  or  control  over  the  government  property  in  charge  of  petitioner, 
who  had  an  assistant  present  to  look  aft^er  and  manage  the  engines  and 
machinery,  so  that  no  increased  risk  or  danger  would  have  resulted  to 
the  House  in  the  event  of  accident  to  petitioner.  The  government  can- 
not undertake  to  indemnify  its  employes,  or  protect  them  against  the 
consequences  of  their  private  quarrels  and  personal  difficulties,  although 
occurring  while  the  officer  or  employ^  is  on  duty. 

To  estoblish  such  a  precedent  would  be  attended  with  most  mis- 
chievous consequences. 

For  these  reasons  a  part  of  your  committee  are  opposed  to  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill.  Other  members  of  the  committee,  while  not  dissenting 
from  the  foregoing  views,  are  of  the  opinion  that,  inasmuch  as  petitioner 
was  an  officer  of  the  House  of  Representatives — which  appears,  by  its 
report,  to  have  considered  the  safety  of  its  members  more  or  less  in- 
volved and  endangered  by  the  act  of  Small  in  seeking  a  difficulty  with 
its  engineer  in  the  engine  room— the  Senate,  as  a  matter  of  comity, 
should  concur  in  the  conclusion  of  the  House  report  upon  the  question. 

Under  these  circumstances  your  committee  have  deemed  it  proper 
to  report  the  bill  back  to  the  Senate  without  recommendation,  which 
they  accordingly  do,  and  ask  to  be  discharged  from  its  further  consid- 
eration. 


^TH  CONGBESS,  \  SENATE.  (  BEPOBT 

l8t  SesHm.      }  \  No.  652. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  25,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  MgDill,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colambia,  snb- 

mitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1657.] 

TJie  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  whom  was  referred  bill  K 

1657,  heg  leave  to  report  as  follows : 

Daniel  Donovan  has  been  in  the  employ  of  the  corporation  of  Wash- 
ington and  the  District  since  A.  D.  1868,  and  is  now  a  clerk  in  the  office 
of  the  auditor  and  comptroller;  has  had  special  training  as  a  surveyor 
and  accountant. 

In  1877,  one  Samuel  Strong  began  certain  suits  in  court  against  the 
District  for  extra  woik  performed  and  materials  furnished,  the  claim 
amounting  to  $240,000. 

By  order  of  the  Commissioners,  Mr.  Donovan  was  assigned  as  an 
expert  assistant  to  the  attorneys  for  the  District  in  said  suits,  said  order 
being  made  June  12, 1877.  He  was  so  employed  until  June,  1878,  the 
cases  having  been  referred  to  Eugene  Carusi,  special  auditor,  and  was 
constantly  employed  reviewing,  collating,  and  cooipariug  books,  plans, 
vouchers,  diagrams,  maps,  and  estimates. 

June  3,  1878,  the  special  auditor's  report  was  set  aside  and  a  trial  by 
jury  ordered. 

September  4, 1878,  Donovan  was  again  appointed  to  assist  in  the  trial 
of  the  suits,  and  was  reappointed  August  22, 1879.  At  all  times  when 
assigned  to  such  duty  he  was  assured  by  the  Commissioners  and  coun- 
sel that  he  would  be  liberally  compensated  for  his  services.  He  con- 
tinued in  service  to  the  close  of  the  trial  of  said  suits,  February  20, 1880. 
In  that  service  he  often  worked  from  9  a.  m.  till  after  midnight,  and 
often  Sundays.  He  also  incurred  small  sums  of  expense  in  copying 
book  accounts,  visiting  and  measuring  work  in  Georgetown  and  the 
city  of  Washington. 

Mr.  Carusi,  special  auditor,  characterizes  his  services  as  "  invaUiable 
and  indispensable,^  and  says  his  labors  extended  beyond  midnight  for 
many  consecutive  nights. 

Francis  Miller,  assistant  attorney  of  the  District,  gives  testimony  to  the 
same  effect,  as  does  also  A.  G.  liiddle,  esq.,  attorney  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  who  says  the  proposed  compensation  is  small  paj'.  The  Com- 
missioners, in  a  letter  of  May  5,  say  the  claim  is  just  and  reasonable. 

For  this  service,  extending  from  June  12,  1877,  to  June  3,  1878,  and 
again  from  August  22, 1877,  to  February  20,  1880,  the  bill  proposes  to 
allow  the  sum  of  $1,200.    His  salary  as  clerk  was  and  is  $1,400. 
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Section  1764  Bevised  Statates,  prohibiting  any  allowance  or  compen- 
sation to  officers  nnless  expressly  aathorized  by  law,  is  a  limitatoin  upon 
accounting  and  disborsing  officers,  and.was  intended  to  deprive  them  of 
any  discretionary  power  with  reference  to  payment  of  money  or  the 
allowance  of  accoonts,  bat  where  a  case  is  presented  showing  a  jast 
and  equitable  claim  for  comi)ensation  it  shoold  be  provided  for  by  law. 
Thus  is  such  a  case,  and  the  committee  recommend  its  passage. 


47th  Congbess,  )  SENATE.  f  Repobt 

Ist  Session.      )  ( No.  653. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  26,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Vance,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1651.] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (S.  1651) 
for  the  relief  of  Antoine  J.  Gorbesierj  having  Jiad  the  same  under  consid- 
eration^ beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report: 

The  bill  proposes  to  commission  Antoine  J.  Corbesier,  sword-master 
ia  the  United  States  Navy,  with  the  rank  and  pay  of  master,  subject  to 
the  same  rules  and  regulations,  and  entitled  to  the  same  rights  and 
privileges  as  other  persons  in  the  Navy  of  said  rank,  but  not  to  be  in 
the  line  of  promotion. 

Your  committee,  having  given  this  bill  careful  examination,  are  of 
the  unanimons  opinion — and  it  is  also  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy — ^that  the  necessities  of  the  service  do  not  require  that  the  person 
appointed  to  perform  the  special  duties  of  sword-master  at  the  Naval 
Academy  should  be  commissioned  as  an  officer  of  the  Navy.  The  pass- 
age of  this  bill  by  Congress  would  create  an  additional  grade  in  the 
service,  and  your  committee  do  not  deem  it  advisable  at  this  time  to 
make  such  a  recommendation. 

They  therefore  report  the  bill  back  adversely,  and  recommend  its  in- 
definite postponement. 


47th  Congbess,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ist  Sesfnon,       ]  \  No.  654. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  26,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  priuted. 


Mr.  Frye,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  305.  j 

The  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  vcas  referred  tJie  hill  (S,  30o)  for  tlie 
relief  of  the  heirs  of  Richard  W.  Meadej  respectfully  report: 

1.  Bichard  W.  Meade  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  a  merchant 
of  Philadelphia,  engaged  in  Soath  American  commerce,  and  in  1804 
visited  Spain  in  order  to  superintend  great  commercial  transactions  in 
which  he  was  personally  interested.  For  nearly  ten  years  he  was  en- 
gaged in  a  very  large  and  prosperous  business,  and  during  the  war  in 
which  Spain  was  engaged  he  furnished  large  qaantities  of  provisions 
and  other  supplies  to  that  government. 

In  1816,  when  the  French  had  been  expelled  and  the  Spanish  King 
restored  to  his  throne,  Mr.  Meade  fell  under  the  displeasure  of  the 
Spanish  Government,  was  arrested  and  imprisoned,  his  business  ruined, 
bis  property  destroyed  or  taken  for  public  use,  and  great  personal  indig- 
nities put  upon  him.  His  friends  made  known  the  facts  to  John  Quincy 
Adams,  then  Secretary  of  State,  and  upon  his  demand  Mr.  Meade  was 
released. 

Upon  his  return  to  America  Mr.  Meade  applied  to  the  United  States 
to  assist  him  in  enforcing  his  claims  against  Spain.  While  negotiations 
were  x>6nding,  about  the  year  1818,  the  Spanish  Government  offered  to 
settle  Mr.  Meade's  claims  by  conveying  to  him  large  tracts  of  land  in 
the  Floridas. 

This  offer  of  the  Spanish  Government  was  by  Mr.  Meade  submitted 
to  our  Secretary  of  State,  who  informed  him  that  such  a  cession  would 
not  be  recognized,  as  our  government  was  then  negotiating  with  Spain 
for  the  Florida^. 

The  claims  of  Mr.  Meade  against  the  Spanish  Government  amounted 
in  all  to  about  $400,000,  all  of  which  were  filed  by  him  in  the  State  De- 
partment on  the  17th  day  of  January,  1819.  Other  claims  of  American 
citizens  against  Spain  were  also  filed,  and  out  of  these  claims,  including 
that  of  Mr.  Meade,  grew  the  negotiations  which  resulted  in  the  treaty 
between  the  two  governments,  signed  on  the  22d  of  February,  1819. 

Under  this  treaty,  Florida  was  acquired  by  the  United  States,  and 
the  United  States  agreed  to  pay  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States 
against  the  Spanish  Government  to  the  extent  of  $5,000,000. 

The  treaty,  although  signed  on  the  22d  of  February,  1819,  was  not 
ratified  until  the  24th  day  of  October,  1820. 

By  the  terms  of  this  treaty,  the  United  States  renounced  to  Spain — 

All  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  upon  the  Spanish  Government,  statements 
of  which,  solicting  the  interposition  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  had  been 
presented  to  the  Department  of  State,  or  to  the  minister  of  the  United  States  in  Spain, 
since  the  date  of  the  convention  of  1802,  and  until  the  signature  of  this  treaty. 
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And  by  the  eleventh  article  of  the  treaty  it  was  si)ecifically  provided 
that  all  such  claims  should  be  considered  as  entirely  cancele<l. 

The  claim  of  Mr.  Meade  originated  after  the  year  1802,  and  prior  to 
the  signing  of  the  treaty  on  the  22d  of  February,  1819;  and  he,  prior  to 
the  signing  of  that  treaty,  filed  his  claim  in  the  tState  Department,  and 
had  solicited  the  interposition  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  in 
aid  of  its  collection. 

It  was,  therefore,  by  the  express  terms  of  the  treaty  above  reft^rred 
to,  entirely  canceled  by  the  United  States. 

Owing  to  civil  commotions  in  Spain,  the  treaty  wiis  not  ratified 
by  her  within  the  time  designated,  and  the  United  States  in  August, 
1819,  gave  notice  that  this  government  would  not  be  bound  by  said 
treaty. 

In  1820,  the  constitutional  government  of  Spain  was  restored,  and 
Mr.  Meade  applied  to  the  S[ianish  Government  for  a  settlement  of  his 
claims.  The  King  appointed  a  commission,  or  junta,  to  adjust  and  set- 
tle these  claims.  Before  this  tribunal  Mr.  Meade  api)eared,  presented 
his  books,  receipts,  and  vouchers,  and  submitted  his  evidence. 

In  June,  1820,  this  commission,  or  junta,  reported  to  the  King  their 
award,  in  which  they  found  the  amount  due  to  be  $373,879.88;  and 
for  this  amount  gave  Mr.  Meade  a  judicial  certificate,  and  the  award 
of  this  amount  was  confirmed  by  the  King  in  council. 

Subsequently,  in  July  1820,  the  Spanish  Cortes  considered  the  Amer- 
ican treaty  of  February  22,  1819,  and  while  said  treaty  was  pending  be- 
fore that  body,  the  question  arose  as  to  whether  the  claim  of  Mr.  Meade 
was  embraced  within  the  provisions  of  the  treaty.  The  Cortes  appointed 
a  committee  who  waited  upon  the  American  minister  at  Madrid,  Mr. 
Forsythe,  and  informed  him  that  if  the  claims  of  Mr.  Meade  were  not  in- 
cluded, the  treaty  would  not  be  ratified.  This  committee  was  assured 
bj"^  our  minister  that  the  claims  of  Mr.  Meade  were  regarded  by  the 
American  Government  as  included,  and  would  be  paid  by  the  American 
Government  if  tbe  treaty  should  be  ratified.  Spain  ratified  the  treaty, 
and  the  ratifications  were  duly  exchanged  between  the  contraeting 
powers. 

After  the  treaty  had  been  ratified  by  the  United  States,  but  before 
its  ratification  by  Spain,  the  United  States  notified  Spain  that  the  article 
in  the  treaty  which  provided  that  all  grants  of  land  made  by  Spain  in  the 
Floridas,  after  the  24th  of  January,  1818,  should  be  declared  null  and 
void,  had  been  agreed  to  on  the  part,  of  the  United  States,  and  that  the 
exchange  of  ratifications  must  be  with  this  understanding. 

When  the  Cortes  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty,  that  body  re- 
fused to  annul  the  three  private  grants  of  land  that  had  been  ma<le  in  the 
Floridas  until  the  United  States  should  agree  to  discharge  the  indebted- 
ness of  Spain  to  Mr.  Meade,  found  by  the  award  of  the  royal  commis- 
sion. Thereupon  the  United  States,  by  their  minister  at  Msidrid,  gave 
to  Spain  the  assurance  that  the  debt  due  to  Richard  W.  Meade  wouhl 
be  paid  by  the  United  States  if  the  treaty  were  ratified  by  Spain  and 
the  grants  of  lands  in  Florida  annulled.  Upon  the  faith  of  this  a^ssur- 
ance,  Spain  annulled  the  grants  and  ratified  the  treaty  whereby  the 
Floridas,  unincumbered,  passed  to  the  United  States. 

After  the  exchange  of  ratifications.  Congress  passed  an  act  creating  a 
commission  to  hear  and  determine  claims  against  Spain,  and  to  distrib- 
ute the  funds  which  the  United  States  were  to  pay  to  such  claimants. 

Shortly  after  the  organization  of  this  commission  Mr.  Meade  pre- 
sented his  claim,  and  filed  the  regularly  certified  copy  of  the  award  of 
the  royal  commission  in  Spain.    This  was  held  under  consideration  by 
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the  comiuissiou  until  the  winter  of  1823,  when  it  was  decided  that  Mr. 
Meade  must  prodace  the  original  proofs  upon  which  his  claims  against 
Spain  were  foundetl.  These  proofs  were  all  in  Spain,  having  been  filed 
in  the  various  departments  of  the  government  to  which  the  several 
chiims  pertained  after  the  award  by  the  Spanish  commission. 

The  treaty  contained  aprovision  that  the  Spanish  Government  sliould, 
at  the  request  of  the  United  States,  furnish  all  papers  and  vouchers  in 
its  possession  necessary  to  substantiate  the  demands  of  the  claimant. 

Mr.  Meade,  immediately  upon  the  announcement  of  the  decision  of 
the  commission,  preferred  a  request  through  the  American  Government 
upon  Spain  for  such  papers  and  vouchers.  This  was  forwarded  to  Mr. 
Nelson,  our  minister  at  Madrid,  but  owing  to  the  disturbed  condition 
of  Spain,  and  the  disorganization  of  her  departments,  the  proofs  could 
not  be  obtained  to  be  used  before  the  commission.  The  commission  there- 
fore disallowed  the  claim  and  distributed  the  entire  fund  provided  by 
the  treaty  to  other  claimants  pro  rata. 

This  was  done  upon  the  plea  that  the  commission  had  authority  only 
to  pass  upon  unliquidated  claims,  and  that  the  award  in  Mr.  INIeade's 
case  having  been  made,  his  claim  was  a  liquidated  one  and  beyond  the 
power  of  the  commission  to  adjudicate. 

Mr.  Meade  x)resented  his  claim  to  Congress,  and  bills  for  its  payment 
have  twice  passed  the  Senate,  and  once  the  House  of  Eepresentatives, 
but  never  both  houses  during  the  same  session. 

In  1863  the  wTiole  question  w^as  referred  by  Congress  to  the  Court  of 
Claims.  That  court,  after  a  thorough  examination  of  the  case,  held 
that  the  commission  was  a  special  judicial  tribunal  having  exclusive 
jurisdiction,  and  that  its  judgment  upon  the  subject-matter  was  conclu- 
sive ;  that  Congress,  upon  referring  the  matter  to  the  court,  had  not  re- 
moved the  bar  of  that  judgment,  and  therefore  the  judgment,  by  a  di- 
vided court,  was  against  the  claimant.  All  the  judges,  however,  agree 
as  to  the  justice  of  this  claim. 

In  the  decision  in  this  case  the  Court  of  Claims  used  the  following 
language : 

In  rendering  judgment  adverse  to  the  claimant,  we  vield  obedience  to  authorities 
which  we  cannot  disregard.  We  feel  most  keenly  che  Hardships  that  have  attended 
and  snrrounded  the  case.  The  fruits  of  a  laborious  and  successful  life  of  a  merito- 
rions  citizen,  who  honored  the  name  of  American  merchant  abroad,  have  been  appro- 
priated by  the  United  States  nearly  fifty  years  ago.  To  this  hour,  not  a  farthing's 
compensation  has  been  made.  He  long  since  died,  straggling  to  obtain  from  his  coun- 
try some  recognition  of  his  claim.  His  faithful  wife  pursued  the  same  object  for  a 
quarter  of  a  century  longer,  with,  that  hope  deferre<l  which  makes  the  heart  sick,  un- 
til the  grave  closed  over  her  labors  and  his  disappointments.  It  has  descended  to 
their  family,  now  rendered  illustrious  by  the  great  and  patriotic  services  of  one  of 
their  sons,  rendered  to  the  country  in  the  hour  of  her  peril.  That  we  cannot  now 
award  them  what  their  father  was  justly  entitled  to  forty-five  years  ago,  is  to  us  a 
matter  of  sincere  regret. 

And  Mr.  Justice  S"ott,  in  his  dissenting  ox)inlon,  uses  this  language : 

For  more  than  fifty  years  this  claim  has  been  pressed  upon  the  attention  of  two 
governments.  Its  equity  has  never  been  denied.  The  American  Government  has 
urged  it«  claim  npon  Spain,  and  the  Spanish  Government  has  alleged  that  its  pay- 
ment involved  the  honor  of  the  United  States;  and  each  has  admitted  tJiat  it  should 
be  paid.  It  has  received  the  commendation  of  the  second  Adams,  of  Monroe,  Everett, 
Buchanan,  and  Clay.  It  has  received  the  favorable  reports  of  three  committees  iiL 
the  Senate,  and  of  ten  committees  in  the  House;  and  a  bill  providing  for  its  payment 
has  twice  passed  the  former  and  once  passed  the  latter,  but  never  so  as  to  become  an 
act  of  the  same  Congress.  It  also  has  oeen  once  tried  by  this  court,  and  divided  the 
jiidges,  who  have  given  conflicting  opinions  of  unusual  learning,  ability,  and  research. 
Finally,  the  debt  was  due  to  an  eminent  merchant  who  always  received  from  the  two 
govemmeuts  of  America  and  Spain  distinguished  and  perhaps  unequalled  consider- 
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ation,  aud  whose  name  is  now  honorably  statDpedy  by  illastrions  public  services,  npon 
the  greatest  successes  of  our  national  arms.  With  all  these  great  advantages,  and 
while  a  thousand  unworthy  claims  have  been  successfully  carried  through  Congress, 
this  one  remains  unsettled  to-day,  as  when  it  was  first  presented  to  the  government 
in  1808,  having  well  nigh  worn  but  two  generations  in  the  weary  pursuit  of  tardy 
and  uncertain  justice.  Whether  that  justice  can  be  awarded  by  a  court  of  law,  is  the 
important  question  which  I  now  with  reluctance  proceed  to  examine. 

The  case  was  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  is  reported  in  9 
Wallace,  p.  725. 

Upon  the  question  as  to  whether  the  claims  of  Mr.  Meade  came  clearly 
within  the  p^o^a8ions  of  the  treaty,  the  Supreme  Court  held : 

Beyond  question  they  were  at  that  date  unliquidated  claims  of  a  citizen  of  the  United. 
States;  statements  of  which,  soliciting  the  interposition  of  our  government,  had  not 
only  been  presented  to  the  Department  of  State,  but  also  to  the  minister  of  the  Uniteil 
States,  showing  to  a  demonstration  that  the  claims  of  the  ancestors  of  the  appellant 
were  within  the  very  words  of  the  treaty. 

The  commission  held  that  they  were  not  unliquidated,  and  upon  this 
point,  and  this  point  only,  decided  against  Mr.  Meade. 

The  Supreme  Court,  however,  upheld  the  Court  of  Claims  upon  the 
point  that  Congress  had  failed  to  remove  the  bar  created  by  the  decision 
of  the  commission. 

From  the  time  the  United  States  Government  assumed  the  payment 
of  this  claim  upon  tibe  award  of  the  Koyal  Commission  of  Spain,  it  han 
been  continuously  pressed  upon  Congress  for  settlement : 

First,  by  Eichard  W.  Meade  himself,  until  his  death ;  then  by  his 
widow,  until  her  death ;  then  by  his  son,  Eichard  W.  Meade,  until  his- 
death ;  and  now  by  Margaret  6.  Meade,  his  daughter,  for  the  benefit  of 
all  the  heirs. 

In  the  Forty-sixth  Congress,  this  claim  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims  of  the  House,  and  a  unanimous  report  was  made  in  favor  of 
the  claimants,  in  which  the  whole  subject  was  most  elaborately  re- 
viewed. 

Your  committee  is  therefore  of  opinion: 

1.  That  the  Spanish  Government  was  honestly  indebted  to  Eichard 
W.  Meade  in  the  sum  of  $373,879.88. 

2.  That  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  an<l 
Spain,  this  government  became  liable  to  pay  this  amount. 

3.  That  the  Spanish  Cortes  refused  to  ratify  the  treaty  until  assured 
bv  the  American  minister  that  the  award  in  favor  of  Eichard  W.  Meade 
would  be  paid  by  the  United  States. 

4.  That  the  Spanish  Government  was  willing  to  pay  said  claim  by 
granting  to  the  claimant  large  tracts  of  land  in  the  Floridas. 

5.  That  the  claimant  was  prevented  from  accepting  such  grants  by 
the  declaration  of  our  Secretary  of  State  that  this  government  would 
consider  such  grants  null  and  void. 

6.  That  the  agreement  by  the  United  States  to  fully  pay  and  satisfy 
this  claim  was  a  part  of  the  consideration  for  the  cession  of  the  Floridas.. 

Of  the  justice  of  the  original  award  there  is  no  doubt,  and  that  pay- 
ment has  been  most  unjustly  delayed  is  equally  clear. 

Taking  into  consideration  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  the  na- 
ture of  the  claim,  the  stipulations  of  the  treaty,  the  promises  made  by 
our  highest  officials,  the  fact  that  the  commissioners  should  have  con- 
sidered Mr.  Meade's  claim ;  that  their  decision  that  said  claim  was  liqui- 
dated and  not  within  their  jurisdiction  has  not  been  sustained  by  the- 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States ;  that  they  should  at  the  time  have 
allowed  his  whole  claim  as  determined  by  the  Sp<'inish  junta,  your 
committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  provision  should  be  made  for  the- 
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payment  of  the  same  percentage,  to  wit,  92  per  cent,  of  the  amount  ot 
his  said  award,  that  hieing  the  percentage  allowed  by  said  commission 
and  paid  by  the  United  States  to  the  other  claimants,  whose  claims 
were  proven  before  said  commission.  While  recognizing  the  force  of 
the  arguments  for  allowing  interest  on  said  claim,  your  committee, 
under  the  rules  which  prevail  in  Congress,  are  obliged  to  report  ad- 
versely as  to  that  item. 

Your  committee  report  back  the  accompanying  bill,  amended  as  fol- 
lows: Striking  out  in  the  sixth  line  all  after  the  word  ^^of,"  down  to  and 
including  the  word  ^<  twenty,"  in  the  ninth  line,  and  inserting  instead 
thereof  the  words,  ^' three  hundred  forty-three  thousand  nine  hundred 
and  sixty-nine  dollars  and  forty-eight  cents,"  and,  as  amended,  recom- 
mend its  passage. 

S.  Rep.  664 2 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  23,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  George,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  305.]  • 

Our  examination  into  this  case  has  led  us  to  conclusions  directly  the 
reverse  of  those  reached  by  the  majority,  both  as  to  the  law  and  the 
facts. 

It  is  our  duty,  therefore,  to  present  the  merits  of  this  claim  as  we  un- 
derstand them  after  a  somewhat  laborious  investigation.  This  will  be 
best  done  by  a  history  of  the  case  from  its  origin  to  the  present  time. 

In  the  year  1803  Eichard  W.  Meade,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
went  to  Spain,  and  soon  after  his  arrival  in  that  country  engaged  in 
commercial  transactions  to  large  amounts.  In  the  course  of  his  business 
he  made  many  contracts  with  the  Government  of  Spain,  selling  and 
lending  provisions  and  supplies  for  its  army.  The  Spanish  Govern- 
ment was  engaged  in  a  desperate  war  with  Napoleon,  with  its  resources 
greatly  strained,  its  finances  much  disordered,  its  credit  low,  and  cash 
demands  on  its  treasury  generally  unsatisfied. 

In  the  course  of  these  transactions  large  claims  accrued  to  Meade  for 
unpaid  balances  on  contracts,  and  these  claims  were  greatly  augmented 
by  damages  for  non-compliance — for  interest  and  damages  on  protested 
bills  of  exchange. 

Meade  continually  and  persistently  pressed  for  a  settlement  and  pay- 
ment of  his  claims ;  but,  owing  to  the  distressed  financial  condition  of 
Spain  and  the  disordered  state  of  affairs  then  prevailing,  his  efforts 
were  fruitless. 

About  the  year  1815,  whilst  these  transactions  between  Spain  and 
Meade  were  in  i)rogress,  Meade  was  appointed  by  a  Spanish  court 
receiver  or  curator  of  the  estate,  situated  in  S])ain,  of  one  Glass,  who 
had  been  dec^lared  a  bankrupt  in  England.  On  a  settlement  of  his- 
accounts  it  was  ascertained  that  the  sum  of  $52,0(K)  in  specie  was  in  his- 
hands.  This  was  left  in  his  custody  under  a  bond  which  he  had  given 
to  account  for  it  to  the  court  from  which  he  had  received  his  appoint- 
ment. Soon  afterwards  a  claimant,  a  British  subject,  appeared  for  this 
fund,  who  commenced  judicial  proceedings  to  recover  it.  The  claimant 
being  unable  to  give  proper  security  for  the  return  of  the  money  in  case 
liis  claim  was  not  sustained,  the  court  ordered  Meade  to depositit  in  the 
Spanish  treasury.  Meade,  having  in  his  possession  treasury  warrants 
which,  owing  to  the  insolvency  of  the  treasury,  could  not  be  paid, 
induced  the  treasurer  to  receive  them  instead  of  specie,  taking  a  receipt, 
however,  in  which  the  treasurer  agreed  to  ac(!Ount  for  the  amount  in 
specie.  This  agreement,  he  claimed,  made  the  deposit  effective  specie. 
It  was  no%  however,  effvciire  to  produce  the  specie  on  deu'ancl,  which, 
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being  well  kiiowu  to  the  court  and  the  British  niiiiiHter,  the  former,  at 
the  instance  of  the  latter,  in  due  course  of  Judicial  proceedings  in  the 
cause,  adjudged  that  no  legal  and  proper  deposit  had  been  made,  and 
ordered  Meade  to  make  a  new  deposit  in  8])ecie.  Meade  refused  to  do 
this.  He  was  arrested  and  detained  in  prison  for  two  years.  This  ini- 
l)risonment,  as  it  originated  in  the  illegal  deposit  made  by  Meade,  for 
aught  that  appears,  might  have  been  terminated  at  an^-  time  by  his 
making  the  deposit  in  specie.  It  is  certain  that  the  treasury  was  bank- 
rupt, and  was  unable  to  respond  to  the  receipt  of  the  treasurer  bj'  pay- 
ment in  specie,  and  it  is  also  certain  that  the  imprisonment  was  pro- 
longed by  the  same  inability. 

Tlie  King  seems  to  have  been  pressed  on  both  sides,  b^'  the  British 
minister  and  the  claimant  demanding  the  money,  and  by  the  claim  of 
Meade  that  he  had  the  royal  treasurer's  receipt  agreeing  to  pay  in 
specie,  for  which  the  honor  of  the  ciown  was  pledged,  and  hence  the 
evasions  and  delays  in  acting  on  Meade's  application  for  a  release.  The 
King  felt  the  disgrace  of  prolonging  the  imprisonment  for  a  failure  to 
dei)osit  mone}',  when  his  treasurer  had  received  warrants  on  the  trea^sury 
which  were  payable  on  demand ;  and  yet  he  hesitated  to  order  a  release, 
which  would  give  the  claimant  a  right  to  demand  money,  which  he  was 
unable  to  pay.  His  imprisonment  was,  however,  finally  decided  by  the 
King  to  have  been  illegal.  The  exact  nature  of  this  imprisonment  does 
not  appear.  He  was  imprisoned  in  the  Castle  of  St.  Cataliua,  jet  it  is 
sometimes  said  he  was  coniined  in  a  dungeon ;  sometimes  it  is  said  to 
have  been  in  a  felon's  cell.  But  Mrs.  Meade,  in  her  memorial  to  the 
President,  dated  4th  December,  1817,  near  the  end  of  his  imxnisonment, 
in  describing  it,  only  complains  ''that  he  was  locked  up  at  night  for 
several  months."  (See  4  Am.  St.  Papers,  loO-l.)  For  this  imprison- 
ment, in  the  liquidation  hereinafter  mentioned,  he  was  allowed  damages 
to  the  amount  of  $75,000.    . 

Immediately  on  his  release,  about  7th  May,  1818,  Meade  renewed  his 
efforts  for  a  settlement  and  liquidation  of  his  various  claims  on  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Spain,  including  among  them  a  demand  for  $100,000  for  his 
imprisonment. 

Negotiations  were  then  pending  between  Spain  and  the  United  States 
for  a  cession  of  the  Floridas  to  the  latter,  the  defining  the  boundaries 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Spanish  Provinces  in  North  America 
to  the  south  and  west,  and  for  the  settlement  and  payment  of  variouH 
claims  preferred  by  the  United  States  for  damages  suffered  by  their  citi- 
zens from  illegal  captures  and  seizures;  and  embracing  also  certain 
claims  by  Spain  in  favor  of  Spanish  subjects.  On  the  24th  .Fanuary, 
1818,  more  than  three  months  prior  to  Meade's  release,  Spain  IukI 
formally  proposed  to  the  United  States  to  make  a  cession  of  East  and 
West  Florida.  This  date,  as  will  be  hereafter  seen,  is  important  to  l)e 
kept  in  mind;  and  it  will  also  be  well  to  remember  that  from  the  outset 
'  of  the  negotiations  the  price  to  be  paid  by  the  United  States  to  Spain 
for  the  Floridas  was  the  fund  to  which  both  parties  looked  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  claims  of  American  citizens. 

Meade's  release  from  imprisonment  was  procured  l)y  the  active  inter- 
position of  the  United  Stiites;  and  their  minister  at  Madrid  seems  to 
have  seconded  the  efforts  of  Meade  to  secure  a  liquidation  of  his  claims. 
In  a  month  after  Meade's  release  from  imprisonment,  to  wit,  on  6th 
June,  1818,  he  addressed  a  letter  to  Mr.  Adams,  Secretary  of  State,  in 
which  he  stated  that  the  (Tovernment  of  Spain  was  indebted  to  him  in 
a  considerable  amount;  that  for  the  last  five  years  he  had  been  making  " 
the  most  enormous  sacrifi(*e.s  to  procure  payment  for  property  which  he 
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had  entrusted  to  their  liands ;  that  from  the  date  of  his  arrest  (2d  May, 
1816)  every  species  of  payment  had  been  suspended;  that  the  object  of 
the  government  wa«  to  exterminate  a  creditor  whose  claims  were  too 
just  to  be  denied;  that  his  resistance,  the  justice  of  his  demands,  tlie 
protecting  iiand  of  bis  (my)  governmeut  had  disappointed  the  expecta- 
tions of  those  who  had  planned  his  ruin;  that  ho  feels,  however,  sensible 
that  to  the  want  of  inclination  is  to  be  added  the  want  of  means  of  satis- 
fying his  claims;  that  he  fears  a  delay  which,  in  the  present  state  of  the 
political  relations  between  Spain  and  the  Uuite<l  States,  may  prove  fatal 
to  him.    He  then  proceeds  to  state: 

That  it  had  been  insinuated  to  him  that,  if  he  would  advance  a  further  sum  in  cnsh,  a 
-cession  of  lands  might  be  procured  in  either  of  the  Floridsis  to  cover  the  probable 
amount  of  the  advance  and  his  (my)  chiims;  that  no  specific  prl)posal  has  been  made  to 
him,  nor  had  he  dared  even  to  listen  to  any  till  ho  should  receive  the  approbation  of 
the  Prcaident,  as  he  had  been  led  to  supposo  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
have  required  or  said  that  no  cession  of  lands  would  be  recognized  after  a  certain  date, 
should  they  acquire  the  Floridan;  yet  »is  the  object  of  the  demand  on  these  provinces 
and  their  cession  to  the  United  States,  if  it  should  take  place,  is  designedly  and  ex- 
pressly for  the  purpose  i>f  remunerating  tin*  citizens  of  the  United  States  for  injuries 
Mistaineil,  or  damages  claimed  by  thein  from  Spain,  he  concludes  no  objection  could 
Dccnr  to  the  arrangement  proposed.  He  has,  however,  abstained  from  making  or  re- 
ceiving any  formal  proposal  till  he  should  receive  a  specific  decision  fro:n  the  Presi- 
dent. 

He  continues — 

Shoul<l  I  be  fortunate  enough  to  make  an  arrangement  of  the  kind,  I  shall  always 
be  willing,  if  the  Government  of  the  United  States  think  proper  to  assume  the  grant 
made  to  me,  to  give  it  up  to  them  for  a  sum  equal  or  equivalent  to  my  demands  on  this 
(Spanish)  Government. 

He  then  states  that  he  will  wait  in  Madrid  for  an  answer : 

And  slionld  it  ba  unsatisfactory',  or  should  I  find  it  impracticable  even  to  obtain 
this  modeof  aiTangemcnt  from  the  Spanish  Government,  in  case  of  your  answer  being 
satisfactory,  I  shall  enter  my  protest  and  leave  the  kingdom,  and  place  a  full  reliance 
on  my  government  for  supporting  mgjnst  demands,  whenever  an  arrangement  shall  take  place 
hrtween  the  two  countries j  being  confident  that  whenever  such  an  event  does  take  place 
provision  will  be  made  for  the  claims  of  our  citizens  (4  Am.  St.  Papera,  720). 

The  President  indorsed  on  this  letter  that  the  injuries  of  Mr.  Meade 
bad  been  deeply  felt  by  the  government — 

But  no  particular  arrangement  can  be  made  for  the  payment  of  his  claims,  by  Spain, 
in  the  lauds  in  the  fc^loridas  that  can  be  countenanced  or  admitted  by  the  executive.  His 
claim,  with  those  of  every  other  citizen,  will  be  carefully  attended  to  and  provided 
for  so  far  as  the  government  may  be  able  «&c.  (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  721). 

Mr.  Adams,  on  September  18, 1818,  wrote  a  letter  to  Meade,  in  which 
he  informed  him,  that  his  letter  of  June  0  had  been  submitted  to  the 
President,  and  that  by  his  direction  he  would  state  that,  in  the  negotia- 
tions pentling  between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  President  that  provision  shall  be  made  for  the  eventual  adjust- 
ment and  satisfaction  of  the  just  claims  of  many  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  among  which  every  attention  which  may  be  proper  will  be  shown 
to  yours ;  that  it  has  been  contemplated  that  means  might  be  found  by 
tbe  cession  of  the  Floridas  for  this  satisfaction,  in  a  manner  which  may 
not  be  burdensome  to  Spain ;  which  expectation  would  bo  disappointed 
if  the  property  of  all  the  vacant  lands  in  the  province  should  be  granted 
by  the  King  of  Spain  to  individuals  before  tbe  cession  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion to  the  Unit<^d  States;  and  it  is  expected  therefore  that,  in  case  of 
tbe  conclusion  of  a  treaty  including  this  cession,  all  grants  after  a  cer- 
tain date,  to  be  agreed  on,  will  be  annulled.  ''  It  is  not  in  my  power  to 
say  what  that  will  be,  nor  to  give  you  any  hope  of  an  early  and  favor- 
able conclusion  of  the  negotiation"  (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  721). 
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• 

Mr.  Meade  seems  to  have  acquiesced  iu  the  manifest  propriety  of  thi* 
coarse ;  so  he  made  no  farther  efforts  to  get  satisfaction  in  lands,  which, 
if  he  had,  would  have  ended  in  failure,  since  his  first  efforts  in  this  di- 
rection were  three  mouths  subsequent  to  the  date  fixed  in  the  treaty — 
after  which  all  grants  were  annulled. 

He  now  turned  his  attention  to  getting  satisfaction  through  the  treaty, 
iu  common  with  other  American  citizens.  He  seems  also  to  have  kept 
i\\}  with  the  progress  of  the  negotiations,  and  to  have  known  in  advance 
the  provisions  of  the  fifth  renunciation  in  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty,, 
which  required  a  presentation  of  the  claims  of  any  citizen  to  the  Unitecl 
States,  or  to  their  minister  in  Madrid,  prior  to  the  signature  of  the 
treaty,  in  order  to  bring  them  within  the  protection  afforded  by  it.  (See 
8  U.  S.  Stat,  at  Large,  p.  258.) 

Accordingly  Mr.  Meade,  on  November  5, 1818,  at  Madrid,  made  out  a 
memorial  or  statement  of  his  claims  against  Spain  and  transmitted 
it  to  his  wife,  who,  on  January  17,  1819,  as  his  agent,  inclosed  it 
to  Mr.  Adams,  stating  it  was  imperfect,  being  made  in  haste,  be- 
cause  it  was  thought  important  that  some  statement  should  be  imme> 
diately  forwarded,  ''knowing,"  as  she  says,  "that  in  the  event  of  a 
speedy  conclusion  of  a  treaty  between  our  country  and  Spain,  the  doc- 
ument may  serve  for  a  guide  for  that  i)rotection  which  his  (Meade's)  gov- 
ernment may  think  proper  to  give  him."  The  statement  get  out  a 
claim  of  between  $300,000  and  $400,000.  It  will  be  noted  that  it  was 
sent  to  the  State  Department  just  one  mouth  prior  to  the  signature  of 
the  treaty.    (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  721). 

The  next  day  after  this  letter,  Mr.  Erving,  our  minister,  at  MJidrid, 
at  the  instance  of  Meade,  communicated  to  the  Spanish  minister  his 
two  memorials,  praying  the  King  to  appoint  a  commission  or  junta  to 
liquidate  his  own  claims,  and  the  claims  of  several  others,  for  whom 
he  was  agent,  (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  721),  and  on  March  4,  1819,  Mr. 
Erving  wrote  again,  complaining  of  the  constitution  of  the  comniissiou 
as  first  organized,  and  expressing  some  satisfaction  at  leiirning  it  had 
been  changed.  It  appears,  also,  from  his  memorial  to  Congress,  in  Jan- 
uary, 1825,  that  in  July,  1818,  and  again  in  December,  1818,  Meade 
had,  through  Mr.  Erving,  presented  similar  memorials  for  a  settlement 
of  his  claims  to  the  Spanish  minister  (Am.  St.  papers,  512). 

In  his  aforesaid  memorial  to  Congress,  Meade  says  the  junta  or  com- 
mission was  appointed  on  9th  May,  1819,  and  proceeded  to  execute  its 
commission,  but  from  the  extent  and  variety  of  the  contracts  to  be  ex- 
amined, the  number  of  the  departments  from  which  information  was  to 
be  sought,  and  the  multiplicity  of  vouchers  and  documents  and  evidence 
to  be  examined,  they  did  not  make  their  report  till  September  30,  1810. 
This  was  about  forty  djiys  after  the  expiration  of  the  six  mouths  in 
which  the  treaty  was  to  be  ratified,  Spain  having  failed  to  ratify  within 
the  time  limited.  They  confirmed  their  award  on  November  19, 1819,  and 
it  was  finally  ratified  by  the  King  on  May  9,  1820. 

On  June  10, 1820,  the  award  was  communicated  to  the  American  min- 
ister at  Madrid  (Mr.  Forsyth),  who,  on  the  29th  of  the  same  month,  ac- 
knowledged its  reception,  with  the  statement  that  he  would  com- 
municate it  to  his  government,  "which  receives  with  pleasure  every 
indication  of  good  will  from  that  of  his  majestv."  (4  Am.  St.  Pax>ers, 
724.) 

On  August  17, 1820,  Meade  communicated  the  award  to  Mr.  Adams, 
stating  that  "  the  perusal  of  the  documents  will,  I  trust,  convinCvC  the 
President  and  yourself  that  the  interference  of  the  government  has  not 
been  bestowed  on  a  person  unworthy  of  the  high  protection  he  has  re- 
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■ceived.'*  He  also  expresses  his  willingness  to  meet  Mr.  Adams  and 
make  explanations  concerning  affairs  in  Spain,  informing  him  that  the 
Cortes  met  on  July  9,  and  could  under  the  constitution  remain  in  ses- 
sion only  four  months  j  that  everything  that  needs  to  be  done  must  be 
accomx^lished  in  that  period,  or  lie  over  for  one  year.  4  Am.  St.  Papers, 
725.) 

Mr.  Adams,  on  September  6,  1820,  in  aeknowledging  the  receipt  of 
the  foregoing,  states — 

That  it  gives  me  great  pleasure  toofier  von  my  congratulations  iipou  the  adjustment 
of  your  accounts,  and  to  assure  you  that  the  government  feels  no  little  gratification  in 
having  at  all  contrihuted  to  so  satisfactory  a  result. 

It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  at  the  date  of  these  letters  the  treaty 
was  in  the  state  of  failure  to  be  ratified  by  Spain  within  the  period  fixed 
by  it,  and  that  negotiations  were  being  pressed  by  the  United  States  to 
secure  its  ratification,  with  prospects  of  very  doubtful  success,  a  suppo- 
sition which  all  previous  negotiations  with  that  country  well  warranted, 
since  it  was  only  on  21st  December,  1818,  that  the  treaty  concluded  be- 
tween the  two  countries  in  1802  was  ratified  by  Spain,  notwithstanding 
a  provision  in  it  that  "  the  ratifications  should  be  exchanged  as  soon  im 
possible."    (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  407.) 

The  foregoing  leaves  Meade's  claim  in  the  condition  in  which  he  placed 
it  by  bis  letter  of  June  6, 1818,  and  his  memorial,  dated  November  5,  of 
that  year,  and  transmitted  by  Mrs.  Meade,  his  agent,  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  on  January  17,  1819,  viz,  of  presentation  to  the  government 
for  its  good  offices  in  making  provision  for  it  in  the  pending  treat}^,  in 
common  with  the  claims  of  other  citizens,  and  an  acceptance  of  this  trust 
by  the  government  on  the  terms  stated  in  President  Monroe's  indorse- 
ment of  Meade's  letter  of  June  6,  and  Mr.  Adams  reply  to  it,  viz,  that 
no  particular  provision  would  be  made  for  that  claim,  but  that  it,  with 
the  claims  of  every  other  citizen,  would  be  carefully  attended  to  and 
provided  for  so  far  as  the  government  was  able.     (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  721.) 

On  this  idea,  the  ratification  of  the  ti^eaty  had  been,  by  the  most  urgent 
demands  of  the  United  States  against  numberless  evasions  and  distress- 
hig  delays,  secured. 

It  still  wanted  the  second  ratification  by  the  Senate,  as  the  first  bad 
become  void  by  the  non-action  of  Spain. 

Whilst  it  was  in  this  condition,  and  the  United  States  were  about  to 
reap,  after  so  long  a  time,  the  fruits  of  the  treatj'  in  the  settlement  of 
all  pending  disputes  with  Spain,  Mr.  !Meade,  on  February  8,  1821,  ad- 
dressed an  elaborate  memorial  to  the  President.  (See  4,  Am.  St.  Pa- 
pers, 704.)  In  this  be  i)rotests  against  the  power  of  the  United  States 
to  cominomise  or  releafc>e  his  claim  against  Spain,  but  states  his  willing- 
ness to  accept  the  United  States  as  his  debtor  in  lieu  of  Spain  if  the 
obligation  to  pay  be  coextensive  with  that  of  Spain,  lie  relies  on  the 
lifiuidation  of  his  claims  by  Spain,  and  protests  against  being  compelled, 
as  provided  in  the  eleventh  article  of  the  treaty,  to  exchange  "  an  as- 
certained debt  with  a  consummate  obligation  for  a  mere  outstanding 
claim,  open  to  fresh  and  reiterated  contestation  from  unknown  parties 
and  mere  intermeddling  stangers,  without  privity  or  interest  in  the 
original  contract  or  any  motive  for  engaging  in  the  controversy,  but  an 
eager  emulation  for  the  apportionment  of  a  very  inadequate  sum  set 
apart  for  the  satisfaction  of  all  claims." 

He  complains  that  it  is  to  be  re-examined  and  adjudicated  over  again  by 
a  new  commission,  which  will  not  be  closed  for  three  years,  and  which, 
if  it  decides,  as  it  may,  to  investigate  anew  the  merits  and  details  of  his 
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claim,  will  have  to  invoke  documentary  evidence  from  a  foreign  country 
I)eculiarly  tenacious  of  its  archives.  He  objects  to  being  compelleil  to 
wait  for  three  years  for  a  contingent  quota  or  dividend  out  of  a  gross  sum 
set  apart  for  the  entire  mass  of  claims.  He  insisted  that  his  claim  had 
been  substantially  and  distinctly  provided  for  in  the  negotiations,  and. 
that  it  should  be  paid  in  full  out  of  the  appropriations  to  be  made  for 
carrying  the  treaty  into  effect.  He  claimed,  also,  that  his  property  had 
been  used  in  the  i)urchase  of  the  Floridas.  He  asked  that  a  rider  be 
attached  to  the  treaty,  distinctly  recognizing  his  claim ;  and  if  that 
cannot  be  done,  that  the  treatj'  be  amended,  so  as  distinctly  to  exclude 
it  from  its  operation,  so  that  he  might  be  left  free  to  prosecute  his  claitn 
against  Spain  "  unembarrassed  by  the  imposing  renunciation  of  his 
country,"  preferring  "to  abide  the  issue  of  an  appeal  to  the  moial 
sense  and  good  faith  of  that  nation,  rather  than  the  chance  of  that  con- 
tingent and  long-deferred  iudomnitj'  for  the  other  claims  in  whose  com- 
l)any  mine  (his)  had  been  introduced  by  the  treaty." 

This  memorial  was  submitted  by  the  l^resident  to  Mr.  Adams,  who^ 
in  reply,  among  other  things,  stated: 

Witli  refrard  to  the  material  facts  alleged  by  Mr.  Meade  Id  support  of  his  elaini  to  a 
dlMtiiict  and  separate  engajjenieiit  involved  in  the  treaty  on  the  part  of  the  I'nite*! 
i^tates  to  pay  the  whole  of  his  liquidated  demand  upon  Spain,  he  has  been  l-•.i^i1l- 
formed.  Neither  his  nor  any  other  individual  claim  was  ever  mentioned  between  tlio 
negotiators  of  the  treaty.  *  *  *  It  was  known  that  Mr.  Meade  had  a  large,  nu- 
lic^uidated  demand,  •  *  ♦  a^d  he  had  been  informed,  according  to  his  rtymstf 
that  it  would  be  considered  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  in  common  with 
others,  at  the  negotiation  of  the  treaty;  but  of  the  amount  or  validity  of  the  claim 
this  government  had  no  knowledge  bufficient  to  warrant  any  special  engagement  to 
assume  it  had  such  a  proposal  been  made :  and,  by  his  own  statement,  it  was  not 
liquidated  until  nearly  a  year  after  the  signature  of  the  treaty,  and  then  withtmt  the 
privity  of  this  government,  and  not  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  treaty  for  all 
claims  provided  for  by  it. 

^Ir.  Adams  further  stated  that  Mr.  Meade's  argument,  drawn  i'roni 
the  law  of  nations,  is  founded  upon  a  statement  of  facts,  the  most  es- 
sential of  which  are  unfounded.  Ue  admits  that  the  government  un- 
asked cannot  interfere  to  settle  contracts  between  its  citizens  and  other 
states ;  but  insists,  if  the  claimant  appeals  (as  Meade  did)  to  his  govern- 
ment for  adventitious  aid,  he  voluntarily  makes  his  claim  a  subject  of 
negotiation  and  of  those  compromises  in  which  all  national  ad  justmeivts 
of  individual  claims  must,  and  do  always,  consist. 

No  special  provision  for  the  individual  claim  of  Mr.  Meade,  no  express  renunciation 
of  it,  Wiis  ever  made  or  contemplated  by  the  treaty,  nor  was  any  mention  made  to  nie 
of  it  by  Greneral  Vives  in  delivering  to  me  the  ratilication  of  his  sovereign.  (4  Am. 
8t.  Papers,  704.) 

The  memorial  was  delivered  to  the  Senate  before  they  acted  on  the 
treaty,  and  they  ratified  it  w  ithout  assenting  to  the  claims  of  Mr.  Meade. 

Notwithstanding  this  distinct  repudiation  by  the  Executive  and  the 
Senate  of  Mr.  Meade's  jiretensions,  now  again  set  up  and  recognized  by 
the  majority  of  the  committee,  he,  at  the  same  session  of  Congress  at 
which  the  treaty  was  ratified,  reiterated  them  in  a  memorial  to  Con- 
gress, demanding  again  a  8ei)arate  substantive  provision  for  the  pay- 
ment of  his  claim  in  full.     (See  3  Court  of  Claims  Reports,  p.  22(i.) 

On  the  14th  May,  1821  (see  lb.),  he  applied  to  Spain  for  payment,  or 
for  direction  to  the  source  from  which  payment  could  be  obtained,  and 
was,  on  16th  June,  officially  advised  by  the  Spanish  minister  that  his 
claim  was  embraced  in  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty,  a  position  never 
disputed  by  the  United  States  Government,  and  fully  recognized  by  the 
commissioners  appointed  under  the  eleventh  article  of  that  instrument^ 
and  which,  if  Meade  had  acquiesced  in,  would  have  saved  him  from  the 
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loss  now  sought  to  be  indemnified,  which  is  distinctly  and  clearly 
attribatable,  as  will  be  hereinafter  shown,  to  his  failure  to  do  so  and  to 
his  setting  vip  pretensions  for  full  payment  outside  of  the  treaty,  re- 
jected at  Uie  time  both  by  Spain  and  his  own  government,  and  recently 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

By  the  eleventh  article  of  the  treaty  (see  U.  S.  Stat,  at  L.,  260)  pro- 
vision was  made  for  the  appointment  of  three  commissioners,  by  and 
with  the  advice  of  the  Senate,  to  adjudicate  the  claims  of  American 
citizens,  from  which  Spain  had  been  exonerated  by  the  ninth  article. 
They  were  to  meet  in  the  city  of  Washington,  and,  within  the  space  of 
three  years  from  the  time  of  their  first  meeting,  they  were  "to  receive, 
examine,  and  decide  upon  the  amount  and  validity  of  all  claims''  pro- 
vided for  in  the  treaty  (among  which,  as  we  have  seen,  was  Meade's). 
They  were  **  authorized  to  hear  and  examine,  on  oath,  every  question 
relative  to  said  claims,  and  receive  all  suitable,  authentic  testimony 
concerning  the  same''^  and  the  Spanish  Government  was  "to  furnish  all 
such  documents  and  elucidations  as  may  be  in  their  possession  for  the 
adjustment  of  said  claims  according  to  the  principles  of  justice,  the 
laws  of  nations,  &c.,  the  said  documents  to  be  specified  when  demanded 
by  the  commissioners."  As  before  noticed,  the  claims  were  all  those  of 
which  "statements  soliciting  the  interposition  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  have  been  presented  to  the  Department  of  State,  or 
to  the  minister  of  the  United  States  in  Spain,  since  the  date  of  the 
convention  of  1802,  and  until  the  signature  of  this  treaty,"  and  the 
Ignited  States  undertook  "to  make  satisfaction  for  the  same  to  an 
amount  not  exceeding  85,000,0CD." 

These  commissioners  met  and  organized  on  the  7th  of  June,  1821,  and 
their  powers  expired  on  June  7,  1824. 

Mr.  Meade  did  not  present  his  claiui  to  them  till  January  6,  1822, 
seven  months  after  their  first  meeting.  In  his  memorial  to  them  ho 
insisted  that  Spain  was- still  liable  to  him,  denying  the  power  of  the 
United  States  to  release  his  claim  without  full  payment;  and  he  also 
insisted  that  the  United  States  were  bound  to  make  full  payment,  and 
pn)tested  that  his  application  to  one  government  should  be  construed 
as  a  release  of  the  other.  He  i)resented  his  claim  solely  in  its  liquidated 
form,  and  claimed  full  x'ayment  in  preference  to  all  other  claimants. 
flis  memorial  concluded  with  two  prayers: 

1.  That  the  commission  would  determine  whether  his  claim  was  in- 
cluded in  the  renunciations  of  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty. 

2.  Whether,  if  so  comprehended,  he  was  not " entitled  to  a  substantive 
and  full  satisfaction  of  his  claims,  whatever  may  be  the  pro  rata  allow- 
ance to  the  general  mass  of  claimants  out  of  the  si)ecific  fund  provided 
by  the  treaty." 

The  commissioners  were  in  doubt  at  first  whether  Meade's  claim  (pre- 
sented as  it  was  solely  in  its  liquidated  form)  was  included  in  the  treaty. 
A  correspondence  ensued  between  them  and  Mr.  Adams  on  that  subject, 
in  which  the  latter,  on  March  9,  1822,  stated  that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  executive  department  that  it  was  included,  but  that  the  amount 
and  validity  of  that  and  all  other  claims  must  be  determined  by  the 
commission — that  it  was  their  peculiar  province  to  determine  on  the 
validity  of  the  claims,  and  that  the  executive  department  did  not  have 
and  never  had  the  means  of  so  determining.  He  also  stated  explicitly 
that  all  the  claims  should  have  the  same  benefit  of  the  provisions  of 
the  treatv — 

And  be  subjected  to  the  same  iuvestigation,  and  be  decided  upon,  not  by  any  snb- 
Rfqnont  transaction  between  the  claimant  and  the  Spanish  Government,  bnt  by  the 


8  RICNARD    W.   MEADE. 

commissiouers  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  treaty  and  upon  such  proof  as  they 
should  require  for  ascertaining  their  amount  and  validity;  and  that  this  was  fully 
understood  as  the  final  judgment  of  the  negotiators.    (See  3  Ct.  Claims  R.,  340.) 

On  April  4, 1822  (about  a  montli  after  the  date  of  tbis  letter),  Meade 
addressed  a  letter  to  Mr.  Anduaga,  the  Spanish  minister  at  Washing- 
ton, sending  a  copy  of  this  correspondence  between  the  commissioners 
and  Mr.  Adams,  and  stating  that  "his  principal  motive"  for  writing  was 
to  apprise  the  Spanish  Government  of  the  view  which  the  American 
Secretary  of  State  seemed  disposed  to  take  of  the  liquidation  of  his 
claim. 

Notwithstanding  it  was  made  in  the  most  formal  manner  by  the  commissioners  of 
Spain,  at  the  express  solicitation  of  the  American  minister  at  Madrid,  and  was  consum- 
mated before  the  effectual  ratification  by  either  Spain  or  the  United  States. 

He  then  proceeds  to  throw  doubt  upon  the  truth  of  the  statement  in 
Mr.  Adams's  letter,  that  it  was — 

» 

The  full  understanding  of  the  contracting  parlies  that  all  the  claims,  iucluding  of 
course  his  (my)  own,  should  bo  decided  by  the  commissioners  upon  such  proof  as  tboy 
shouhl  think  proper,  and  that  such  a  transaction  as  the  liquidation  of  his  (my)  claim 
is  to  be  of  no  etfect  whatever. 

And  suggests,  if  such  be  the  fact,  it  must  be  known  to  the  minister 
or  the  Spanish  Government.  He  then  asks  the  interposition  of  the  min- 
ister to  secure  the  vouchers,  and  concludes  by  saying  he  is  not  without 
hoi)e,  notwithstanding  the  expression  of  a  contrary  opinion  by  one  of  the 
coniniissioncrs,  that  the  commissioners  will  not  reject  the  liquidation, 
which  course  he  regarded  as  ''  contrary.to  the  tiindamental  rules  of  evi- 
dence, and  more  especiallv  the  comity  of  nations."  (3  Ct.  of  Claims  K., 
342.) 

On  the  27th  June,  1822,  the  commissioners  decided  that  the  liquida- 
tion was  not  sufficient  evidence,  and  that  a  production  of  the  proofs  of 
the  amount  and  validity  of  the  claim  was  necessary,  of  which  formal 
notice  was  given  to  Mr.  Meade.  No  rei)ly  having  been  sent  by  tlie 
Spanish  minister  to  Meade's  letter  of  April  4,  he,  on  10th  October,  1822, 
four  months  after  the  decision  of  the  commissioners  just  noticed,  ad- 
dressed another  letter  to  Mr.  Anduaga,  in  which  he  informed  the  min- 
ister of  that  decision,  stating  that,  "  though  still  not  without  hope,  that 
further  reflection  will  satisfy  the  commissioners  how  utterly  inconsist- 
ent such  a  course  of  proceeding  would  be  with  the  soundest  rules  of 
evidence  and  the  comity  of  friendly  nations,"  he  desired  to  prei)are  for 
the  worst,  and  he  again  made  application  for  the  vouchers. 

On  October  16, 1»22,  Mr.  Anduaga  replied  to  both  letters,  and  being 
thus  invited  by  Mr.  Meade  to  criticise  and  condemn  the  position  of  Mr. 
Adams  and  the  decision  of  the  commissioners,  who,  by  the  joint  consent 
and  solemn  contract  of  Spain  and  the  United  States,  as  expressed  in  the 
treat}',  were  made  the  absolute  judges  of  the  evidence  on  which  they 
would  ])roceed,  he  did  so  in  no  stinted  measure.  Ho  expresses  his  sur- 
prise at  the  decision  of  the  commissioners,  and  flatters  himself  that  they 
will  not  persist  therein  when  they  reflect  on  the  injustice  it  involves, 
and  the  libel  it  import^s  on  his  government ;  defends  the  high  character 
of  the  tribunal  making  the  liquidation,  and  relieves  it  from  the  charge 
of  collusion  by  stating  that  when  the  liquidation  was  made  it  by  no 
means  appeared  that  the  United  States  would  assume  to  pay  the  debt. 
He  further  says  it  was  made  at  the  instigation  of  the  American  minister, 
and  when  it  was  communicated  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
they  expressed  their  gratification  at  the  result;  and  finally  he  denounces 
the  decision  of  the  commission  as  a  serious  insult  to  his  government, 
and  bases  a  refusal  to  furnish  the  vouchers  on  what  the  King  deems  due 
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tt)  the  diguity  of  the  cro\ni,  the  reputation  of  its  ministers,  and  the  in- 
tegrity of  its  tribunals^  all  of  which  would  be  imperiled  if  the  King  were 
"to  consent  that  a  foreign  commission  should  deem  itself  authorized  to 
reverse  their  decrees." 

Being  fortified  by  this  refusal  of  the  Spanish  minister,  resulting,  if 
not  secured  by  this  personal  and  private  correspondence  with  him,  a 
mode  of  application  for  the  vouchers  not  authorized  by  the  treaty,  as  he 
himself  confesses  in  the  extract  given  below,  Mr.  Meade  again  memori- 
alized the  commissioners  for  an  allowance  of  his  claim  in  its  liquidated 
form.  He  called  their  attention  to  this  refusal,  stating  his  earnest  efforts, 
and  his  failure  to  get  the  vouchers;  protests  against  the  decision  they 
had  made,  reiterated  the  arguments  against  it  contained  in  Mr.  An- 
duaga's  letter,  and  manifestly  relied  on  it  to  secure  a  reversal  of  the 
decision.  He  claimed,  however,  tliitt  he  had  evinced  his  disposition  to 
throw  every  light  on  the  subject  which  could  be  desired,  and  concluded 
by  expressing  his  confident  hope  that  the  liquidation  would  not  be 
regartled  as  wholly  null  and  void,  but  in  the  event  it  .should,  acknowl- 
edging 

That  a  renort  must  be  had  to  the  elecenth  article  of  the  treaty ^  trhivh  pointn  out  the  course  to 
br  pursued  inall  similar  caacSf  a  course  mutually  agreed  upon  by  the  United  States  and  Spain j 
which  the  commissioners  alone  are  competent  to  take;  ^'and  the  only  one  from  which  a  satiti- 
factory  result  can  be  reasonably  expected.''^    (See  3  Ct.  CI.  R.,  345.) 

This  course  was*  for  the  United  States  to  make  a  demand  for  the 
vouchers  on  the  call  and  specification  of  the  commissioners. 

We  can  ascertainjio  date  for  this  memorial,  and  Mr.  Everett,  in  his 
report  (3  Ct.  CI.  R.,  p.  321),  expresses  the  same  inability.  Presumably, 
however,  it  was  presented  a  very  short  time  before  the  decree  of  i\\^ 
commissioners  confirming  their  former  decision,  and  making  the  de- 
mand for  the  vouchers  as  requested,  which  was  in  April,  1823,  and  prior 
to  the  18th  day  of  that  month.  This  presumption  is  justified  by  the 
fact  that  no  complaint  has  been  made  of  any  delay  in  the  action  of  the 
couiraissioners,  and  there  seems  to  have  been  no  occasion  for  the  con- 
sumption of  time  in  reiterating  a  judgment  which  had  already  been  pro- 
nounced, in  plain  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  treaty,  and  with 
the  construction  put  on  it  by  our  government  and  Spain.  It  may  safely 
be  assumed,  therefore,  that  Mr.  Meade  made  no  requisition  on  the  com- 
mission to  demand  these  papers  until  nearly  two  of  the  three  years  in 
which  the  commission  could  act  ha4  exi)ired. 

i.n  the  18th  April,  1823,  the  commissioners  communicated  to  Mr.  Ad- 
ams their  demand  for  the  vouchers,  accompanied  by  the  necessary  spec- 
ifications of  them  furnished  by  Mr.  Meade.  Three  days  prior  to  the 
sending  of  this  list  by  the  commissioners  to  Mr.  Adams,  it  is  a  remark- 
able fact  that  Mr.  de  Rivas  y  Salmon,  the  successor  of  Mr.  Anduaga, 
before  any  demand  was  made  by  our  government  on  Spain,  having  in- 
formation of  the  decision  from  some  source,  and  being  moved  by  an 
influence  not  disclosed  in  the  records,  certainly  not  by  his  own  govern- 
ment, as  will  be  hereinafter  seen,  presented  what  Mr.  Everett  in  his 
report  denominates 

A  vigorous  remonstrance  in  a  formal  protest  to  the  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  Adams), 
continuing  Mr.  Anduaga's  letter  of  the  16th  of  October  preceding,  and  stating  that 
thf»  rejection  of  the  certificate  of  liquidation  was  a  slight  upon  the  most  respertable 
authorities  and  upon  the  King  of  Spain  himielf.    (See  \\  Ct.  CI.  R.,  331.) 

We  quote  further  from  Mr.  Everett's  report  to  show  the  fate  of  the 
application : 

The  documents  required  hy  Mr.  Meade  were  demanded  by  the  American  Ciovoniment 
through  Mr.  Nelson,  the  American  minister,  then  about  to  sail  for  Spain.     Mr.  Nelson, 
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on  arriviug  at  Cadiz,  found  it  blockaded  by  a  French  squadron  and  was  unable  to 
enter  it.  After  the  surrender  of  Cadiz  he  returned  to  that  port  and  thence  proceeded 
to  Madrid,  arriving  there  a  few  months  only  before  the  commission  at  Washington 
closed  their  sessions.  Mr.  Nelson  addressed  himself  to  the  Spanish  Oovemment  for 
the  documents  required,  and  the  Spanish  Government  pro/es9ed  its  perfect  willingness  to 
furnish  them.  In  consequence,  however,  of  the  great  quantity  of  the  documents  and 
of  the  confusion  into  which  the  public  oftices  liad  been  thrown  by  the  i-emoval  of  the 
government  to  Seville  and  Cadiz,  Mr.  Nelson  was  given  to  understand  that  some  de- 
lay would  attend  their  beiu^  furnished.  A  few  days  before  the  expiration  of  the 
commission  under  the  Florida  treaty  intelligence  t-o  the  foregoing  efiect  was  received 
from  Spain,  and  on  the  29th  of  May,  1824  (ten  days  before  the  close  of  the  commission), 
Mr.  Meade's  claim  was  rejected  for  want  of  sufficient  evidence  to  establish  its  validity. 
(See3C.  Cls.  R.   321.^ 

The  date  of  Mr.  Adams's  letter  to  the  Spanish  secretary,  makiDg  the 
demand,  was  13th  May,  1824,  and  the  date  of  Mr.  Nelson's  application 
to  the  Spanish  minister  for  the  voucl^ers  was  in  the  following  December, 
a  few  days  after  his  arrival  at  Madrid. 

Up  to  this  point  there  is  no  fault  attributable  to  the  United  States  in 
making  the  demand,  for  it  could  only  be  made  oii  a  list  of  the  papers 
furnished  by  ]Mr.  Meade,  and  there  is  no  fault  on  the  part  of  Spain,  for 
the  correspondence  between  Mr.  Meade  and  Mr.  Anduaga  was  wholly 
personal,  was  unauthorized  by  the  treaty,  and,  so  far  as  appears,  was 
not  communicated  to  the  Spanish  Governmei.t,  and  was  of  a  character 
that  if  it  had  been,  that  government  was  not  bound  to  notice  it-  It  will 
be  noted  also  that  though  the  two  Spanish  ministers  at  Washington 
assumed  to  treat  the  demand  for  the  vouchers  a.s  a  serious  insult  to  the 
dignity  of  the  Crown  and  an  imputation  upon  its  honor  and  the  fairness 
of  its  tribunals,  that  no  such  sentiments  were  entertained  by  the  Spanish 
(iovernment  itself,  which,  as  soon  as  the  demand  was  communicated,  ex- 
pressed, in  the  most  obliging  and  polite  terms,  its  entire  willingness  to 
ccmiply  with  it.  That  this  expression  was  sincere,  and  that  Spain  in  good 
faith  endeavored  to  furnish  the  vouchers  in  time,  is  abundantly  shown. 
Mr.  Meade  hiuiself,  in  his  memorial  to  Congress  dated  January  0,  1825, 
bears  this  testimony : 

No  rt'lnctnnco  whatever  has  b(M»n  manifested  by  the  Spanish  autboritiert  to  comply 
with  these  calls  for  the  papers,  which,  in  fact,  have  been  attended  to  with  as  much 
al:icrity  au<l  expedition  as  are  at  all  consistent  with  the  habits  of  business  or  perhaps 
practicable  in  the  existing  state  of  affairs.  The  delay  has  been  produced  solely  by 
imperious  eircumstanccs  beyond  any  human  control,  and  by  the  latene^/i  of  the  hour  at 
which  the  application  haa  hcen  made,  itself  the  effect  of  the  same  imperious  circumstances. 
(4  Am.  .St.  Papers,  716.) 

At  the  next  session  of  Congress  after  tlie  expiration  of  the  commis- 
sion, to  wit,  in  January,  1825,  Mr.  Meade  presented  an  elaborate  memo- 
rial to  that  body,  asking  redress  by  a  payment  in  full  of  his  claim.  This 
was  his  original  position,  and  though  utterly  unfounded,  and  frequently 
rejected  by  all  the  dei)artments  of  this  government,  and  tinally  held  to 
be  "wholly  inadmissible"  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Cnited  States, 
he  pursued  it  from  the  date  of  his  remonstrance,  8th  February,  1821, 
against  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  by  the  Senate,  till  the  end  of  his 
life — an  error  which  caused  the  loss  of  the  allowance  of  his  claim  under 
the  treaty,  and  that  damage  for  which  redress  is  now  and  has  for  years 
been  sought  at  the  hands  of  Congress.  In  this  memorial  he  again  in- 
sists f>n  the  conclusiveness  of  his  liquidation,  presenting  with  great 
elaboration  and  ability  all  his  previous  arguments,  and  insisting,  as  a 
new  ground  of  indemnity  (as  we  understand  it),  that  if  he  originally 
gave  authority  to  the  United  States  to  treat  with  reference  to  his  claim, 
it  was  clearl}^  revoked  by  the  failure  of  Spain  to  ratify  the  treaty  within 
the  time  prescribed  in  it,  and  that  it  was  not  continued  by  its  redinte- 
gration Jifterwards.     (See  4  Am.  St.  Papers,  709-718.) 
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At  the  first  session  of  Nineteenth  Congress  (anno  1826)  Mr.  Forsyth^ 
from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  Meade  and  all  others  whose  claims 
had  been  lost,  by  a  failure  of  proof,  from  the  archives  of  Spain.  The  re- 
port considered  the  decision  of  the  commissioners  as  conclusive,  and 
that  the  whole  subject  of  claims  of  citizens  of  United  States  on  Spain 
prior  to  1818  should  be  deemed  settled ;  that  the  commissioners  deemed 
the  claim  of  Meade  sls  embraced  in  the  treaty ;  that  at  his  instance  a 
demand  was  made  on  Spain  for  the  evidence  necessary  to  a  fair  exami- 
nation of  it ;  that  this  demand  was  not,  o^ing  to  unforeseen  circumstan- 
stances,  made  until  shortly  before  the  expiration  of  the  commission^ 
"  although  application  for  the  vouchers  by  Meade  had  been  made  to  the 
United  States  fourteen  months  prior  thereto."  The  report  states  that 
Meade  should  uot  suflFer  by  the  delay  to  furnish  evidence  in  the  hands  of 
Spain ;  that  we  had  demanded  the  vouchers  and  Spain  was  bound  to 
funiish  them.  The  committee  reported  a  bill  to  give  him  the  means  of 
establishing  his  claim  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  commission  still  existed. 
(SeeSCt.Cl.  R.,  317.) 

On  January  14,  1838,  Mr.  Archer,  from  same  committee,  reported  a 
bill  in  accordance  with  the  above  views,  lestablishiug  a  board  to  decide 
on  ^leade's  claim,  who  were  to  proceed  in  the  same  manner  that  the  com  - 
missianers  did,  ou  the  original  evidence,  disregarding  the  liquidation.  (3 
Ct.  CI.  R.,  318.) 

On  8th  January,  1828,  Mr.  Everett,  from  same  committee,  made  an 
elaborate  report  on  this  claim,  reviewing  all  the  facts,  and  concluding, 
as  the  ba*sis  of  granting  relief,  that  it  was  Spaiyi^s  fault  that  the  vouchers 
were  not  furnished^  and  that  the  United  States  were  bound  under  the  treatif 
to  nee  that  Spain  complied  with  her  stipulations  to  furnish  them. 

The  committee  base  their  judgment  as  to  the  default  of  Spain  on  the 
letter  of  the  Spanish  minister  (Mr.  Anduaga)  to  Mr.  Meade,  in  October, 
1822,  declining  to  furnish  the  papers  on  his  demand,  and  insisted  that 
under  the  treaty  Spain  was  bound  to  supply  the  papers  when  demanded 
in  that  way,  as  the  provision  that  they  were  to  be  specified  ichen  de- 
manded at  the  instance  of  the  commissioners  did  not  preclude  their  being 
demanded  in  any  other  way;  that  the  demand  made  by  Meade  was  in 
sufficient  time. 

The  committee,  in  answer  to  Meade's  request  that  the  clabn  should  he 
submitted  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  deaUne  to  recommend 
it  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  a  novel  experiment  of  doubtful  expe- 
diency, and  that — 

As  a  more  serious  objection,  it  would  be  submitting  the  claim  to  a  tribuiuil  totally 
tiifferent  from  the  one  to  wliioh  all  other  claimants  under  the  treaty  were  referred,  an<l 
ibey  report  a  bill  to  place  Meade's  claim  as  nearly  as  possible  ou  a  footing  with  the 
others. 

Meade  died  in  182-,  but  his  claim  has  been  constantly  urged  since 
l\v  his  legal  representatives. 

In  1855  Meatle's  administrator  sued  the  United  States  in  the  Court  of 
Claims  ou  this  demand.  In  1859  the  court  decided  adversely  to  him^ 
and  on  26th  February,  1801,  the  Senate  referred  the  same  back  to  the 
court  for  a  rehearing.  In  December,  1860,  the  court  again  decided  ad- 
versely to  the  claim.  An  api)eal  was  taken  to  tlie  Supreme  Court,  which 
in  1869  affirmed  the  judgment  in  an  opinion  which  swejit  away  the  main 
grounds  upon  which  the  claim  was  prosecuted.  (See  Meade  v.  U.  S..  9 
Wall.,  709.) 

We  have  given  at  length  the  history  of  this  case,  procei*ding  with  some 
minuteness  as  to  details.    Most  of  the  questions  involved  in  it  have  been 
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the  subject  of  discussion  both  in  the  courts  and  Oong^ress.  E  ver>'  position 
on  which  is  based  the  liability  of  the  United  States  to  pay  this  claim 
has  been  fully  met  in  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  and  the  Court 
of  Claims.  We  state  generally  the  conclusions  at  which  we  have  arrived, 
with  some  of  the  reasons  on  which  they  are  founded : 

I.  It  is  clear  that  Meade  submitted  his  claim  to  the  United  States  for 
settlement  by  the  negotiations  which  led  to  the  treaty  of  1819. 

This  position  is  distinctly  affirmed  by  the  SupremeCourt.  (8ee9  Wall., 
page  724.) 

He  had  not  only  in  1818  written  to  Mr.  Adams  on  the  subject,  but 
expressed  his  intention  to  submit  his  claims  to  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment for  that  protection  which  the  government  might  see  proper  to 
give  them,  and  in  January,  1819,  a  month  prior  to  the  signature  of  the 
treaty,  he  caused  a  list  of  his  claims  to  be  filed  with  the  State  Depart- 
ment, manifestly  with  the  desire  to  bring  them  within  the  treaty. 

Thus  is  swept  away  the  principal  ground  on  which  he  based  his  claim 
against  the  United  States. 

II.  It  is  equally  clear  there  was  no  valid  revocation  of  this  authority. 
His  eftbrt,  after  negotiations  had  proceeded  to  the  securing  of  a  ratifica- 
tion of  tlie  treaty  by  Spain,  to  prevent  its  ratification  by  the  United  States 
without  an  amendment  providing  for  the  full  payment  of  his  claim,  or 
if  that  failed  to  exclude  it  from  the  treaty,  was  not  a  revocation  of  this 
authority.    On  this  point  the  Supreme  Court  (9  Wall.,  page  725)  says : 

Tho  proposition  [referring  to  the  revocable  nature  of  the  authority]  is  whollif  iiiad' 
misftiblc,  as  the  effect  would  be  that  whenever  such  misunderstandiDg  [referring  to  tlie 
disputes  whicli  delayed  the  ratification  of  the  treatyl  should  arise  between  the  con- 
tracting powers,  the  negotiations  might  bo  controlled  by  a  single  party  having  a 
pecuniary  interest  in  the  treaty. 

And  the  same  court,  on  the  same  page,  referring  to  the  alleged  actual 
revocation  by  the  liquidation,  continues  as  follows:  "The  proposition  is 
even  less  defensible  than  the  preceding  one,  as  it  would  enable  one  of 
the  contracting  parties  by  making  terms  with  a  citizen  of  the  other  party 
to  avoid  the  obligation  of  fulfilling  a  treaty  stipulation.-' 

III.  There  is  no  just  foundation  for  the  position  taken  in  Mr.  Everett'ij 
report,  that  the  cause  of  the  loss  of  the  claim  before  the  commission  was 
the  fault  of  Spain,  and  hence  our  duty  to  pay  and  hold  Spain  responsi- 
ble.   This  position  is  overturned  conclusively  by  the  following  facts: 

1.  Meade  himself  completely  refutes  it  in  the  extract  hereinbefore 
given  from  his  memorial  to  Congress,  in  which  hi}  fully  exonerates  Spain ^ 
and  attributes  the  failure  to  get  the  vouchers  to  imperious  circumstances, 
and  the  delay  in  making  the  demand.  The  last  view  receives  support 
from  Mr.  Forsyth  in  the  report  before  mentioned. 

The  request  made  by  Meade  to  the  Spanish  minister,  before  alluded  to, 
was  not  such  a  request  as  that  government,  even  if  it  had  been  commu- 
nicated to  it,  was  bound  by  treaty  to  comply  with.  The  contract  to  fur- 
nish the  vouchers  w^as  between  the  two  governments;  they  were  the 
contracting  parties.  Neither  was  bound  except  to  the  other.  Diplo- 
matic correspondence  could  be  carried  on  only  between  them.  No  pri- 
vate persons  had  the  right  to  demand  possession  of  the  archives  of  the 
government  of  Spain.  The  treaty  does  noteven  allow  the  commission- 
ers to  demand  these  vouchers.  They  could  only  be  demanded  through 
the  United  States  government  at  the  instance  of  the  commissioners. 
(See  article  11  of  the  treaty.) 

3.  Spain  was  only  bound  to  furnish  the  documents  ''for  the  elucida- 
tion and  adjustment  of  said  claims."  When  Me<ade  made  his  personal 
request  for  them  no  proceeding  had  been  instituted  in  which  such  doc- 
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umeuts  could  be  used  or  were  needed.  Meade  had  refused  to  proceed 
on  Mh  unliquidated  demand,  and  had  claimed,  contrary  to  the  treaty^  full 
payment  of  it,  as  expressed  in  the  liquidation. 

i.  The  letter  of  Meade  to  the  Spanish  mmister,  Mr.  Anduapra,  seems  to 
have  invited,  if  not  solicited,  a  refusal.  It  was  more  of  a  protest  against 
an  apprehended  decision  of  the  commissioners,  which  had  been  clearly 
foreshadowed,  and  a  rei)ly  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Adams,  in  which  he  had 
informed  the  commissioners  that  the  claim  must  be  examined  as  an  un- 
liquidated one.  The  answer  of  Mr.  And uaga  was  in  the  same  strain. 
He  does  not  pretend  that  he  speaks  by  authority  of  his  government,  or 
that  he  had  consulted  it,  and  the  implication  is  that  he  had  not,  since 
be  expresses  his  willingness  to  use  "every  good  ofBce  under  my  govern- 
ment" which  may  be  deemed  necessary,  except  on  that  point  alone.  (3 
C.  C.  R.,  257.) 

And  it  is  to  be  noted,  too,  that  no  objection  was  made  by  the  Span- 
ish Government  when  the  American  minister  applied  for  the  papers. 
On  the  contrary,  the  answer  to  tlie  request  promised  diligence  in  com- 
plying with  it,  and  they  did  so  act,  as  both  to  satisfy  Mr.  Nelson,  our 
minister,  and  Mr.  Meade  himself.  The  correspondence  between  Mr. 
Anduaga  and  Mr.  Meade  seems  to  have  been  wholly  personal  and  pri- 
vate, in  which  each  party  felt  at  liberty  to  indulge  in  censorious  criti- 
cisms on  the  action  of  our  government;  and,  besides,  it«  manifest  pur- 
lK>8e  was  to  influence  the  commissioners  to  a  reversal  of  their  decree, 
by  furnishing  a  pretext  for  the  position  that  in  no  other  way  could  the 
Just  claim  ot  Meade  be  realized.  This  correspondence  cannot,  there- 
tore,  be  made  a  just  ground  for  the  charge  that  Spain  was  in  default 
for  a  failure  to  supply  the  voucher  in  due  time. 

5.  The  cause  of  the  failure  to  get  the  documents  and  vouchers  is  directly 
and  clearly  attributable  to  Meade.  In  fact,  his  whole  course,  after  the 
ratification  of  the  treaty  by  Spain  in  October,  1820,  was  marked  by  the 
most  strenuous  and  persistent  efforts  to  wichdraw  his  claim  from  the 
operation  of  the  treaty,  and  to  procure  a  separate,  substantive,  and  in- 
dependent provision  for  himself,  payment  in  full,  and  on  the  basis,  and 
on  that  alone^  of  the  liquidation  by  the  Spanish  Government. 

In  pursuance  of  this  plan,  as  before  shown,  he  protested  against  the 
ratification  of  the  treaty  by  our  government  at  the  last  hour,  after  it  had 
for  nearly  18  months  used  every  effort  to  secure  its  ratification  by  Spain, 
even  urging,  as  the  correspondence  between  Spain  and  the  United  States 
abundantly  shows,  that  Spain  was  bound  to  ratify  it,  and  could  not  re- 
cede from  it  without  dishonor  and  the  grossest  breach  of  faith.  After 
the  ratification  by  Spain  had  been  thus  secured,  Mr.  Meade's  demand 
was  not  only  wholly  inadmissible,  as  stated  by  the  Supreme  Court,  but 
was  an  impertinent  and  officious  attempt  to  control  the  diplomatic  re- 
lations of  this  government  in  a  matter  involving  the  most  serious  public 
and  private  interests,  if  not  the  peace  of  the  country  itself. 

Secondly.  After  the  ratification  by  the  United  States  he  immediately 
applied  to  Congress  for  payment  in  full  of  his  claim  thus  liquidated,  in- 
dependent of  the  provisions  of  the  treaty,  protesting  that  the  government 
had  no  power  to  make  such  provision  in  relation  to  it,  and  insisting  on 
his  right  to  go  to  Spain  for  payment  if  Congress  should  refuse  his  de- 
mand. 

Thirdly.  He  neglected  to  present  his  claim  before  the  commission  for 
seven  months  after  it  was  organized,  and  for  nearly  a  year  after  the  rat- 
ification of  the  treaty,  notwithstanding  he  knew  that  the  life  of  the 
toinmission  was  fixed  by  it  at  three  years.  And  when,  finally,  he  did 
apply  to  the  commission,  he  presented  his  claim  as  a  liquidated  one 


14  RICHARD    W.    MEADE. 

insisting  on  its  allowance  in  that  shape,  and  for  full  and  j>referre<l 
])ayment  over  all  others,  and  protesting  again  that  he  reserved  his  full 
right  against  Spain.  And  he  persisted  in  this,  notwithstanding  he  well 
knew  of  the  correspondence  before  alluded  to  between  the  coniraissioii 
and  Mr.  Adams,  in  which  it  was  explicitly  stated  that  the  claim  could 
only  be  examined  as  an  unliquidated  demand,  the  amount  and  validity 
of  which  they  must  determine,  as  in  the  case  of  all  other  claims  before 
them.  That  he  had  full  knowledge,  also,  of  the  true  ccmstruction  of  the 
treaty  on  this  point,  is  shown  by  his  protest  against  its  ratification.  He 
made  no  application  to  the  commission  to  call  for  the  vouchers  until,  a« 
before  seen,  the  time  was  too  late,  but  insisted  again  and  again  that  they 
-were  unnecessary. 

IV.  It  is  also  insisted  now",  as  Meade  insisted  in  his  several  memori- 
als, that  the  United  States  came  under  a  distinct  pledge  and  solemn 
promise  to  Spain,  to  pay  this  claim  in  full,  and  that  this  undertaking  pro- 
cured the  ratification  of  the  treaty  and  the  annulment  of  the  thi'ee  large 
grants  of  land  in  the  Floridas,  made  by  Spain  about  the  24th  January, 
181S,  after  which  date  the  treaty  declared  all  such  grants  void. 

The  conclusive  answer  made  to  this  position  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  on  pp.  721, 722,  of  9  Wallace,  ought  to  put  this  at  rest. 
But  it  may  be  stated  in  addition,  that  our  minister,  Mr.  Forsyth,  denies 
the  giving  of  any  such  assurance,  or  pledge,  and  that  the  whole  of  the 
testimony  taken  by  Meade,  ex  parte  as  it  was,  though  in  some  parts  hav- 
ing apparently  alarger  meaning,  yet  when  construed  together  goes  to  this 
extent  only,  that  Mr.  Meade's  claim  w^as  included,  and  provided  for 
in  the  treaty  on  the  same  footing  as  the  claims  of  other  American  citi- 
zens— a  position  always  assumed  by  the  United  States  and  persistently 
denied  by  Mr.  Meade.  The  pretense  for  this  assertion  is  based  on  an 
alleged  interview  between  a  committee  of  the  Cortes  and  Mr.  Forsyth, 
the  American  minister,  during  the  pendency  of  the  ratification  of  the 
treaty  before  that  body.  Mr.  Forsyth  admits  having  conversed  with 
certain  members  of  the  Cortes  on  the  subject,  but  denies  that  he  knew 
at  the  time  they  were  a  committee,  and  whilst  confessing  to  a  want  of  dis- 
tinct recollection  as  to  all  that  he  said, asserts  positively:  "I certainly 
did  not  say  more  than  that  Mr.  Meade's  claim  was  included  in  the  treaty 
of  1819."  '  (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  728.) 

The  testimony  of  all  the  others,  members  of  the  Cortes  is  to  the  same 
eff'ect. 

Mr.  Arguelles  says  that  the  assurance  of  Mr.  Forsyth  was : 

That  in  case  of  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  on  the  part  of  the  Cortes  the  debt  of 
Mr.  Meade  was  included  therein,  and  payment  thereof  ought  to  he  made  by  the  United 
States.     (3  Ct.  Cls.  R.,  358-9.) 

ISlv.  Estrada  says : 

That  when  the  Cortes  were  assured  by  Mr  Forsyth  ''that  citizen 
Meade  was  one  of  those  specifically  included  in  the  indemnification  that 
was  to  be  made  for  the  Floridas,  they  gave  their  approbation  to  the 
treaty."     (Id.  363.) 

Mr.  Beccerasays:  "That  he  inquired  of  the  minister  of  the  commis- 
sion whether  the  claim  of  E.  W.  Meade  was  included"  (in  the  treaty), 
received  an  answer  in  the  affirmative,  "and  that  it  was  under  «mc/i  tt?i 
impression  and  understanding  that  he  and  the  Cortes  voted  for  the  rati- 
fication of  the  treaty."     (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  027.) 

Messrs.  Juan  Palera  and  Esteran  Desprat  say  that  having  in  their 
character  as  deputies  attended  the  Cortes  when  this  treaty  was  ratified, 
^'  that  such  ratification  was  voted  on  the  express  understanding  that  the 
said  treaty,  among  the  other  claims  of  subjects  of  the  United  States  agaimf 
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the  Spanhh  nation^  likeicUe  included  that  of  Richard  W.  Meade,  winch, 
although  no  specific  mention  was  made  thereof  in  the  vote  of  ratifica- 
tion, was  to  be  paid  find  satisfied  by  the  United  States."  {Id,  728.) 

The  Spanish  secretary  of  state,  Mr.  Bardaxi,  in  a  letter  written  by 
direction  of  the  King  to  Mr.  Meade,  and  dated  June  10,  1821,  shortly  af- 
ter ratification  of  the  treaty,  says  : 

Hi8  Majesty  being  convinced  that  your  credit  (claim)  againHt  the  public  finances  of 
Spain  is  comprised  in  the  before-mentioned  lifth  paragraph  of  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty,  as  possessing  the  only  two  qnalifications  or  characters  required  by  that  article, 
has  given  orders,  &c.,  to  his  minister  plenipotentiary  at  Washington  to  support  all  the 
measures  you  may  adopt  with  the  Federal  Government,  directed  to  the  acknowledge- 
ment and  payment  of  your  credit  on  the  terms  which  are  stipulated  in  the  eleventh 
article,     (/d.',  721>.) 

Which,  it  will  be  remembered,  required  it  to  be  submitted  to  the  com- 
i«i?«siou  to  decide  on  it«  validity  and  amount. 

Mr.  Anduaga  was  equally  explicit  in  declaring  in  his  letter  to  Mr. 
Meade,  dated  January  22,  1822  (Id.  729),  that  Mr.  Meade's  claim  was 
end^raced  in  the  treaty  like  that  of  other  citizens. 

Mr.  De  Guerra,  whose  deposition  in  one  part  furnishes  the  only  pre- 
text for  the  assertion  that  a  distinct  and  substantive  agreement  was 
made  by  Mr.  Forsyth  to  pay  Mr.  Meade's  claim  as  a  condition  of  the 
ratification  of  the  treaty,  in  another  part  shows  that  this  was  a  mere 
iuference,  from  facts, not  warranting  it;  in  this  deposition  he  says,  '*a  let- 
ter was  a<Jcordingly  written  by  the  secretary  of  the  Cortes,  in  the  usual 
manner,  and  a  reply  from  the  secretary  of  state  was  received  stating 
(hstinctly  that  the  debt  due  Richard  W.  Meade  was  expresslv  incMed 
in  the  treaty,"  &c.     fS  Ct.  Cls.,  E.  300.) 

Thus  it  is  clearly  shown  that  Mr.  Meade's  claim  was  understood  by 
all  parties  to  be  included  in  the  treaty  on  the  same  terms  as  the  claims 
of  other  American  citizens,  and  that  his  demand  for  a  separate,  full, 
and  independent  payment  is  utterly  without  foundation. 

V.  It  is  also  an  equally  strange  misapprehension  of  the  facts  of  history, 
that  the  declaration  made  or  explanation  required  by  the  United  States, 
on  the  exchange  of  the  ratification  of  the  treaty,  that  it  was  the  clear 
and  distinct  understanding  of  both  the  high  contracting  parties  that  the 
large  grants  made  about  the  24th  January,  1818,  to  the  duke  of  Alagon, 
Count  Punon  Rostro,  and  Mr.  Vargas,  were  null  and  void,  and  would 
be  80  treated  by  the  United  States,  was  the  efficient  or  principal  cause 
of  the  failure  of  Spain  to  ratify  the  treaty  within  the  period  fixed  by  it. 
It  is  also  an  error  to  suppose  that  Florida  was  paid  for  by  the  claim  of 
Meade  and  other  American  citizens;  and  yet  these  errors  seem  to  con- 
stitute the  main  support  for  the  present  claim. 

On  the  first  of  these  assumptions  w^e  remark  that  the  six  months  pre- 
scribed in  the  treaty  for  its  ratification  expired  on  August  21,1819. 
^fr.  Forsyth,  on  October  2,  1819,  over  forty  days  after  this  period  had 
elapsed,  in  a  letter  to  the  Duke  of  Fernando,  the  Spanish  secretary, 
urging  the  immediate  ratification  of  the  treaty,  states  that  he  had  re- 
<eived  710  explanation  of  the  causes  of  the  delay  in  ratification,  (See  4 
Ajd. St.Papers,  662.)  So  itappears  that  the  delay  was  for  a  cause  w  hly 
unexplained  by  Spain.  On  April  14,  1820,  General  Vivos,  who  had 
heen  sent  by  Spain  to  the  United  States  to  receive  and  make  explana- 
tions concerning  the  treaty,  stated  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Adams  the  three 
points  on  which,  satisfactory  explanations  being  made,  he  was  author- 
ized to  promise  that  the  King  would  ratify  the  treaty.  These  three  points 
relate  exclusively,  first,  to  depredations  committed  by  our  citizens  on 
t'le  Spanish  provinces  in  America ;  second,  the  passing  of  laws  bv  Con- 
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gress  8uflicieiit  to  prevent  tliem;  and  thirdly,  requiring  a  pledge  that 
tlie  United  States  would  form  no  relations  of  amity  with  any  of  the 
revolted  provinces  of  Spain  (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  680), 

!N^ot  a  word  was  said  about  these  grants.  They  were  intro<luced  into 
the  discussion  by  Mr.  Adams  in  his  letter  of  May  3,  of  same  year,  with  the 
design  of  fortifying  his  position,  that  the  United  States  "would  not 
stipulate  new  engagements  for  the  purjiose  of  obtaining  ratification  of 
the  old."  On  this  point  he  said  that  the  declaration  required  to  be 
made  on  the  subject  of  the  grants  was  not  adding  new  terms  to  the  treaty, 
as  wa«  the  object  of  General  Yives  in  making  his  three  proposals,  but  be- 
cause it  was  essential  to  explain  the  meaning  and  clear  understanding 
of  both  parties  at  the  time  the  treaty  was  made,  as  acknowledged  by  Don 
Onis,  the  Spanish  negotiator,  (ieneral  Vives,  in  his  reply  to  this,  dated 
two  days  afterwards  (Am.  St.  Papers,  084-6),  expressed  satisfaction  with 
the  answer  of  Mr.  Adams  as  to  the  two  firstpoints,  but  not  as  to  his  refusal 
to  give  the  required  pledge  stated  in  the  third.  •  As  to  this  he  refer- 
red the  answer  of  Mr.  Adams  to  the  King,  stating  that  if  it  were  sat- 
isfactory to  the  King  '''the  abrogation  of  the  grants  would  be  attended  with 
no  difficulty ^^  adding,  *'  nor  lion  that  ever  been  the  chief  motive  for  suspend- 
ing the  ratification  of  the  treaty.^ 

It  is  clear  that  whatever  figure  the  annulment  of  these  grants  may  have 
cut  in  the  negotiations,  it  was  a  mere  pretext  to  cover  some  other  motive, 
or  as  furnishing  an  excuse  for  the  proverbial  hesitancy,  evasion,  and 
delay  w^hich  then  characterized  Spanish  diplomacy.  Kor  could  Spain, 
with  the  slightest  pretense  to  fairness  and  good  faith,  insist  on  the  recog- 
nition of  these  grants,  as  that  government  well  knew.  Spain  formally 
proposed  to  cede  the  Floridas  on  24th  January,  1818,  and  that  date  was 
adopted  by  the  treaty,  after  which  all  grants  of  land  therein  were  to  be 
held  void. 

On  February  10,  1818,  Mr.  Erving,  the  American  minister  at  Madrid, 
notified  his  government  that  he  had  information  that  these  grants  were 
made  (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  509). 

And  Mr.  Erving,  in  his  letters  to  Mr.  Adams  dated  May  14, 1818,  and 
June  12,  1818  (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  511-512),  reported  that'he  had  called 
the  attention  of  the  Spanish  secretary  to  these  grants  and  had  received 
the  assurance  that  the  council  of  Indies  had  been  instructed  by  the 
King  not  to  allow  sales  of  these  lands,  and  that  this  was  done  to  maJce 
the  cession  (of  the  Floridas)  as  valuable  as  possible  to  the  United  States^ 
and  that  as  the  value  of  the  lands  ceded  would  be  greater  than  the  iu- 
demnities  it  was  reasonable  that  the  difterence  would  be  made  up  to 
him  by  concessions  on  the  other  side.  On  the  18tli  July,  1818,  Mr.  Er- 
ving wrote  to  Mr.  Pizarro,  the  Spanish  secretary,  that  the  grantees  were 
placed  under  certain  prohibitions  relative  to  these  grants,  adding  '^  these 
prohibitions  icere  considered  by  you  and  by  me  as  annulling  the  grants.^ 
He  then  complains  that  there  were  some  indications  that  the  grant  to 
one  of  them  was  being  perfected.  Tie  also  informed  Mr.  Pizarro  that  it 
iras  essential  that  all  the  grants  made  since  1802  should  be  annulled. 
Mr.  Pizarro  on  the  next  day  replied,  stating  that,'^  /  repeat  to  you  all  that 
I  have  said  on  this  subject ;  consequently  you  may  be  tranquilP 

Moreover,  it  is  clear  beyond  controversy  that  the  treaty  was  signed 
with  the  distinct  understanding  that  these  grants  were  nuli.  On  March 
10, 1819,  a  few  days  after  the  signature  of  the  treaty,  Mr.  Adams  wrote 
to  Don  Luis  Onis,  the  Spanish  negotiator,  that  to  avoid  any  i)ossible 
misconception  he  wished  his  answer  to  the  statement,  that  the  treaty 
was  concluded  "  with  the  full  and  clear  understanding  between  us^^ 
that  these  grants  (naming  them)  are  all  annulled  by  the  treaty  as  much 
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as  if  they  had  been  specifically  named,  and  tliat  they  will  be  so  held. 
On  the  same  day  Don  Jnis  replied,  acknowledging  the  correctness  of 
this  statement. 

Mr.  De  Neiiville,  the  French  minister  at  Washington — who,  on  account 
of  the  sickness  of  Don  Onis,  assisted  on  the  i>art  of  Spain  for  a  short 
time  in  the  negotiations  on  18th  March,  1819,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Adams, 
declared  "  in  the  most  formal  manner  that  it  has  been  understood — always 
understood — by  you^  by  the  minister  of  Spain^  and  I  will  add  by  myself^  that 
the  three  grants  of  land  made  to  the  duke  of  Alagon,  the  count  of  Puuon 
Kostro,  and  Mr.  Vargas,  were  of  the  number  of  those  annulled^  by  the 
treaty,  ^^the  date  of  lAth  January  was  proposed  and  accepted^  in  the  com- 
pMe  persuasion  on  one  part  and  the  other  that  these  grants  were  subse- 
quent to  »/."     (4  Am.  St.  Papers,  r.52-G53.) 

It  is  proper  here  to  remark  that  the  treaty  annulled  all  grants  made 
subsequent  to  the  24tli  Jnnnary,  1818,  nnd  that  these  grants  were  made 
about  that  date,  and  that  they  were  made  to  court  favorites,  and 
were  of  such  enormous  size  as  to  elicit  from  Mr.  Krving,  our  minister 
to  Spain,  the  expression  that  they  embraced  the  whole  of  the  lands  in  the 
Floriila«  not  preciously  granted j  and  that  they  were,  perhaps,  his  (the 
King's)  mode  of  preparing  for  a  cheap  cession  of  the  territory  to  the 
U n it e<l  States.     (4  Am.  St.  Tap^i'S  •'509.) 

And,  tinall.v,  wlien  the  Cortes  ratitted  the  treaty,  in  Octobi^i^  1820,  and 
annulled  the  grants,  they  had  so  little  faith  in  the  pretensions  of  Spain 
as  to  these  grants  that  they  only  recommended  to  the  minister  to  eti- 
deavor  to  get  some  advantage  to  the  nation — not  to  Mr.  Meade-^u  ac- 
count of  the  difficulty  about  them.    (See  4  Am.  St.  Papers,  701.) 

This  lengthy  though  necessary  examiilation  into  the  part  these  grants 
played  in  the  negotiations  show  how  utterly  untenable  is  the  position 
that  their  annulment  was  the  consideration  of  any  promise  made  by 
the  United  States  to  pay  the  debt  of  Meade ;  or  even  that  the  demand 
of  the  United  States,  that  the  clear  and  full  understanding  had  at  the 
time  the  treaty  was  signed  that  they  were  null  was  the  cause  of  the 
failure  of  Spain  to  ratify  the  treaty  within  the  period  fixed  by  it  for 
ratification.  No  new  article  was  added  to  the  treaty;  not  a  woi*d  in  it 
was  changed  after  its  first  signature,  on  19th  February,  1819 ;  and  the 
United  States,  as  before  seen^  when  General  Yives  made  new  proposals 
under  the  color  of  explanations,  distinctly  refused  to  enter  into  new 
stipulations  to  secure  fulfillment  of  the  old. 

YI.  Equally  without  support  is  the  alleged  liability  of  the  United 
States  to  pay  Meade  upon  the  assumed  ground  that  Spain  offered  to  pay 
Meade  in  land  in  the  Floridas,  or  that  he  was  prevented  from  receiv- 
ing it  by  the  United  States.  The  only  evidence  on  this  point  is  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Meade  to  Mr.  Adams,  before  referred  to.  This  letter  is 
dated  June  6,  1818,  nearly  six  months  subsequent  to  the  date  (24th  Jan- 
nary,  1818)  fixed  in  the  treaty,  after  which  all  grants  made  were  to  be 
annulled.  It  does  not  state  that  any  such  offer  had  been  made  to  him 
by  Spain.  He  states  only  that  it  had  been  insinuated  to  him  that  a 
cession  might  be  made  for  his  claim  and  an  additional  sum  in  cash  to 
he  advanced  by  him;  and  that  ^'no  specific  proposal  had  been  made" 
to  him.  And  he  showed  how  little  faith  he  had  in  the  insinuation^  and 
how  nothing  had  been  done  to  warrant  the  present  claim  we  are  now 
refuting,  by  the  statement  that  if  the  United  States  were  satisfied  to 
allow  him  to  take  laud,  and  he  ^'' should  find  it  impracticable  to  obtain  this 
mode  of  arrangement^^  he  "  would  protest  and  leave  the  kingdom,  placing 
his  reliance  on  the  United  States  Government  to  secure  him  justice  in  a 
provision  for  the  claims  of  our  citizens.^ 

S.  Rep.  654,  pt.  2 2 
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But  the  United  States  were  fully  warranted  in  rejecting;  the  propo- 
sition, even  if  it  had  been  distinctly  made  instead  of  insinuated.  They 
were  engaged  in  negotiations  for  a  treaty,  settling  bonndaries,  all 
disputes  between  the  two  countries,  and  the  claims  of  the  citizens  of 
either  country,  and  for  the  cession  of  the  Floridas.  As  an  essential 
part  of  snch  negotiations  it  was  i)ro|)er  that  the  title  to  the  hinds 
should  be  unaftected  by  alienations  during  the  negotiations.  And, 
moreover,  the  United  States  were  endeavoring  to  provide  out  of  the  price 
to  be  paid  for  these  lands  an  indemnity  for  all  of  its  citizens  who  had 
claims  against  Spain;  and  they  were  not  only  under  no  obligations  to 
prefer  Mr.  Meade,  but  were  bonnd  to  put  all  an  an  equality,  Mr.  Meade 
had  no  more  right  to  demand  of  the  United  States  the  privilege  of  pur- 
chasing these  lands  for  his  claim  and  additional  money  to  be  advanced 
than  any  other  claimant.  To  have  allowed  such  a  privilege  would  have 
defeated  the  negotiations  by  conceding  to  Spain  the  power  of  wasting  and 
dissipating  the  fund  in  the  paymc»nt  of  one  or  a  few,  to  the  destruction  of 
the  interests  and  rights  of  all  others;  and  this,  too,  of  the  only  fuud 
available  for  that  purpose,  she  being  then  utterly  unable  to  pay  in 
money  or  in  any  other  way. 

Vli.  It  is  also  a  fallacy  that  the  agreement  of  the  United  States  to  pay 
this  claim  was  a  part  of  the  consideration  for  the  i)urchas6  of  the 
rioridas.  As  before  shown,  the  United  States  made  no  special  agree- 
ment with  reference  to  this  claim.  The  only  agreement  ever  made  was 
that  contained  in  the  treaty,  and  that  bound  the  Unitt^d  States  to  pay 
$5,0(H),(K)()  in  satisfaction  of  all  the  claims  of  its  citizens^  who  had  asked 
for  their  interposition.  Nor  can  it  be  righttully  said  that  this  $5,000,000 
was  all  that  was  paid  by  the  United  States  for  the  Floridas.  The  United 
States  claimed  to  the  Rio  Grande,  and  Spain  to  the  Mississippi  River, 
and  in  the  general  compromise  and  settlement  of  all  the  disputes^  a 
line  was  established  on  the  Sabine,  and  the  relinquishment  of  the  claim 
of  the  United  States  west  of  that  river  was  as  much  a  part  of  the  price 
of  the  Floridas  as  the  $5,000,000. 

VIII.  It  is  not  true  that  the  commissioners  decided  they  had  no  jurisdic- 
tion of  Mr.  Meade's  claim, and  refused  to  entertain  it;  the  exact  reverse 
is  true.  They  did  take  jurisdiction;  they  tried  the  claim.  They  rejected 
it  for  want  of  sufficient  proof,  holding  that  the  liquidation  on  w^hich 
Meade  relied  was  not  proper  proof,  and  they  then  gave  him  time  to  get 
other  proof,  and  they  delayed  a  final  decision  until  the  day  before  their 
final  adjournment,  with  the  view  of  affording  the  opportunity  of  pre- 
senting it.  The  Supreme  Court  and  the  commissioners  are  in  exact  ac- 
cord in  reference  to  this  claim.  They  both  held  it  was  within  their 
jurisdiction  as  an  unliquidated  claim,  and  they  both  held  that  in  its 
shape,  a«  presented  to  the  commissioners,  as  expressed  in  the  liquida- 
tion, it  could  not  be  allowed  by  them. 

On  this  point  we  quote  from  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  (9 
Wall.,  on  page  720) : 

Transactions  between  the  claimant  and  the  Government  of  Spain,  snbseqaent  to  the 
signature  of  the  treaty,  could  not  be  evidence  to  the  commissioners  of  the  condition  of 
the  claim,  at  the  time  of  that  signature,  and  for  that  reason  the  conrt  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  decision  of  the  commissioners  rejecting  the  claim  ae  expre$$ed  in  that  award  wu 
correct.  They  did  not  refect  th^e  unliquidated  clmm  of  the  appellanty  as  filed  in  the  State  De- 
partment, nor  as  presented  to  our  minister  at  Madnd  before  the  treaty  was  signed. 

Unambiguous  as  the  decision  of  the  commissioners  is,  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  claimant  was  niwled  even  for  a  moment.  He  knew  he  had  a  right  to  present 
his  claim  to  the  commissioners,  as  they  existed  at  the  time  the  treaty  was  signed,  but 
he  elected  to  stand  upon  the  claim  as  it  was  expressed  in  the  award,  and  h£  must  abide  the 
resulty  as  in  the  opinion  of  the  court  the  decision  of  the  commissioners  that  the  a  >ard 
was  not  within  the  stipulations  of  the  treaty  is  correct.  (See  also  the  opinion  of  the 
commissioners:  3  Ct.  Cls.  R.,  348,  el  seq.) 
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This  Uingna^e  ou^lit  to  put  at  rest  forever  tlie  claim  of  Meade  for 
com))eiisation  from  tlie  United  States. 

IX.  Tliat  Meade  had  a  just  claim  against  the  Spanish  Government  to 
Aome,  and  that,  too,  to  a  considerable  amount,  is  certain  That,  in  the 
manner  before  pointed  out,  he  has  lost  the  opportunity  of  presenting  it  is 
also  certain.  Tiiat  he  has  no  legal  claim  on  the  United  States  for  re- 
imbursement is  equally  certain,  Jind  it  has  been  so  decide«l  both  by  the 
Court  of  Claims  and  by  the  Sui)reme  Court — to  the  decision  and  arbi- 
tmineut  of  which  last-named  court  Meade  in  his  lifetime  was  not  only 
wiHmg  to  submit,  but  petitioned  for  that  privilege.  (See  Mr.  Everett, 
Report  3,  Ct.  Cls.  K.,  on  page  ;^23.) 

The  question  now  arises  as  to  whether  there  is  any  Just  ground  in 
morals  and  in  right  to  demand  the  claim  from  the  United  States.  That 
it  must  be  remembered  is  the  question;  and  not  the  other,  so  often  pre- 
sented by  indiretion,  whether  it  was  not  a  great  hardship  on  Mi". 
Meiide,  that  having  this  just  claim,  he  has  failed  to  rcjilize  anything  from 
it,  either  from  Spain  or  from  the  fund  provided  by  the  treaty.  That  it 
wasori-inally  a  just  claim  against  Spjiin  and  ought  to  have  been  paid 
by  her  is  admitted.  Sheis  estopped  by  the  liquidation  coming  through  her 
own  court  and  appro ve<l  by  the  King.  That  Meade  ever  had  a  just  right 
against  the  United  States  for  the  payment  of  this  claim  we  deny. 
He  did  have  a  claim  against  a  specified  fund  in  the  hands  of  the  United 
Statt'S,  as  tlie  result  of  the  treaty.  He  knew  of  this  fund;  he  knew  its 
extent.  He  was  not  ignorant  of  the  means  of  establishing  his  righr  in  it, 
Hnt  in  the  outset  he  rejected  the  provision  which  had  been  made  for  him, 
aiul  all  otherdaimant.s,  and  insisted  on  a  right  against  the  United  States, 
wliii!h  they  refused  to  recognize  in  its  inception,  and  which  has  been 
solemnly  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  not  to  exist.  In  the  vain  pur- 
suit of  this  unfounded  pretension,  he  neglected  to  take  the  proper  steps 
in  I'ne  time,  to  assert  his  undcmbted  right  to  share  in  this  fund.  He 
knew  that  the  existence  of  the  tribunal  to  distribute  the  fund  was 
limited  by  the  treaty,  and  that  its  lite  could  not  be  prolonged  by  the 
United  States  alone,  and  he  allowed  its  power  to  die,  without  properly 
asserting  his  claim  before  it. 

X.  There  is  not  a  single  doubt  that  if  he  had  claimed  under  the  treaty, 
instead  of  against  it,  the  amplest  time  was  allowed  for  the  assertion 
and  proof  of  his  rights.  His  failure  is  the  result  of  his  own  deliber- 
ately chosen  conduct,  pursued  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  expressed 
opiuionsof  this  government  as  to  the  proper  course,  as  well  as  in  direct 
violation  of  the  plain  provisions  of  the  treaty.  The  result  is  that  the 
wbole  fund,  in  exact  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  to 
which  it  owed  its  existence  and  <lispositi<m,  has  been  distributed  among 
the  other  claimants,  they  having  proved  claims,  to  a  larger  amount 
tlinn  the  fun<l  itself.  There  can  be  no  relief  now  except  through  the 
tax  payers  of  the  country.  Umler  these  circumstances,  however  much 
we  ina^'  sympathize  with  him  in  his  loss,  however  much  we  may  deplore 
theiuistakeu  counsels  which  guided  his  conduct,  we  are  yet  constrained 
to  say  that  to  this  (conduct,  and  to  this  alone,  is  his  loss  attributable. 

Nor  is  there  anything  which  ought  to  appeal  to  the  conscience  of 
('ougress  in  behalf  of  this  claim  in  the  fact  that  the  fund  itself  was 
confessedly  insuilicient  to  pay  the  denmnds  for  which  it  was  provided; 
nor  in  the  suggestion  that  the  United  States,  having  exonerated  Si»ain 
from  the  debt,  stood  in  Spain's  shoes,  and  were  bound  to  make  i)ayment 
^(jual  to  the  demand.  Spain  was  a  sovereign.  The  demand  against  her 
was  therefore  only  binding  on  her  good  faith  and  conscience.  It  was 
worth  only  what  these  would  produce,  and  no  more,     it  could  not  be 
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eiiforced  against  her  will.  Tlie  reuiuueration  made  by  the  United  Stat^^s 
on  the  termH  agreed  to  in  Ihe  treaty^  if  unequal  to  the  demands  against 
her,  showed  dearly  that  Si)ain  was  willing  to  settle  her  debts  at  less  than 
their  face  value.  It  did  not  prevent  her  from  making  full  payment, 
nor  relejise  her  in  morals  from  the  obligation  to  do  so.  Besides, 
Spain  was,  if  not  actually  bankrupt,  yet  in  that  condition  where  the 
just  and  legitimate  demands  on  her  treasury  were  constantly  unmet. 
In  the  letter  of  Meade,  before  quoted,  of  January  6, 1818,  wherein  he 
inquired  as  to  the  propriety  of  taking  land,  we  find  this  signitieant 
language:  "I  feel,  however,  sensible  that  to  the  Kant  of  inclination  in 
to  he  (^ded  the  want  of  means  of  satinfying  my  claims,^  (4  Am.  St. 
Papers,  721.)  It  is  also  certain  that  his  imprisonment  resulted  from, 
and  was  prolonged  on  account  of,  a  want  of  ability  in  the  Spanish 
Treasury  to  raise  the  $52,000  which  he  had  deposited  in  treasuO'  notes, 
and  which  the  treasurer  had  agreed  to  pay  in  specie.  In  addition^  an 
examination  of  the  report  of  the  junta  liquidating  his  claim  shows  that  its 
amount  was  swelled  enormously  by  damages  allowed  for  non-payment 
of  money  due  to  him  by  Spain,  being  such  allowances  as  are  never 
claimed  from,  or  admitted  by,  any  but  nations  in  the  most  desperate 
circumstances,  and  are  utterly  inconsistent  with  any  safe  or  sound  bus- 
iness or  financial  system. 

He  had  submitted  his  claim  to  the  good  offices  of  his  government  to 
press  for  a  settlement  against  a  nation  confessed  by  himself  to  have 
neither  the  money  nor  the  inclination  to  pay.  Many  others  had  done 
the  same ;  and  what  was  provided  for  these  claims  by  the  treaty  was 
all  that  could  be  obtained  after  years  of  remonstrance,  and  worrying, 
and  often  delusive  negotiations. 

ISoT  is  there  anything  in  the  suggestion  that  the  liquidation  was  ad- 
vanced and  facilitated  by  the  good  offices  of  the  American  minister  at 
Madrid,  and  that  its  attainment  was  regarded  by  Mr.  Adams  with  "no 
little  gratification,"  and  that  afterwards  the  commissioners,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  treaty,  rejected  it  as  proof  of  the  claim.  The  active  inter- 
position of  the  American  minister  took  place  at  the  request  of  Meade, 
and  before  the  signature  of  the  treaty.  What  he  did  afterwards  was 
merely  to  transmit,  at  Meade's  instance,  his  memorial  on  that  subject. 
But  conceding  to  the  suggestion  its  full  extent,  there  is  nothing  in  the 
fact  thatthe  American minister,attherequestof  Meade, aided  in  securing 
the  liquidation,  or  that  Mr.  Adams,  on  the  (ith  September,  1820,  after 
the  failure  by  Spain  to  ratify  the  treaty  in  due  time,  and  while  it  was 
doubtful  whether  it  would  ever  be  ratified,  congratulated  Meade  on  his 
success.  Meade  was  at  perfect  liberty  to  prosecute  his  claim  even  to 
final  payment,  notwithstanding  the  pending  negotiations  for  a  treaty 
in  which  provision  was  sought  to  be  made  for  it.  The  treaty,  too,  might 
fail,  and  whatever  jirogress  was  made  in  the  mean  time  was,  in  that 
event,  so  much  gained.  And  if  the  treaty  should  be  ratified  without 
payment  of  the  claim  in  pursuance  of  the  liquidation,  it  was  in  no  worse 
condition,  treated  as  an  unliquidated  claim,  than  it  would  have  been 
without  liquidation.  That  the  vouchers  were  surrendered  amounts  to 
nothing,  since  the  treaty  jirovided  for  their  delivery  to  the  United  States 
on  the  call  of  the  commissioners,  and  they  would  have  been  surrendered, 
as  the  event  showed,  but  for  the  conduct  of  Meade  himself.  But,  in  ad- 
dition to  this,  it  was  absolutely  essential  to  the  rendition  of  justice  that 
means  should  be  provided  by  the  treaty  for  the  determination  of  the 
amount  and  validity  of  each  claim  upon  its  merits  as  it  existed  at  the 
date  of  the  treaty.  It  was  also  necessary  to  a  proper  ecjuation  of  this 
fund  that  all  claims  should  be  settled  by  the  same  tribunal.    All  the 
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claims,  except  a  portion  of  Meade's,  were  founded  in  tort,  where  the 
amoant  to  be  allowed  on  each  would  dei)end  in  a  large  degree  upon  the 
discretion  and  peculiar  views  of  the  tribunal  making  the  allow;ince.  To 
have  permitted  a  part  of  these  claims  to  be  settled  by  one  tribunal,  and  a 
part  by  another,  would  therefore  necessarily  have  resulted  in  injustice 
in  the  equation,  since  from  the  constitution  of  human  nature,  where  no 
certain  and  fixed  standard  exists,  the  same  injuries  would  be  estimated 
at  difterent  sums  by  different  tribunals.  To  have  left  the  settlement  of 
these  claims  to  Spain  would  have  been  unsatisfactory,  since  that  would 
have  been  a  surrender  of  the  determination  of  the  just  rights  of  citizens 
of  the  United  States  to  a  fund  in  their  hands  to  a  government  having 
no  further  interest  in  the  settlement,  and  would  have  subjected  their 
right6  to  the  caprices,  partialities,  and  dislikes  of  the  favorites  of  the 
€ourt.  Spain  would  equally  have  objected  to  leaving  it  to  the  United 
States,  who  would  then  be  directly  interested  in  rejecting  just  claims, 
«o  as  to  lessen  the  amount  necessary  for  their  payment.  So  an  inde- 
pendent and  competent  tribunal  was  agreed  on  by  both  parties,  whose 
decisions,  at  least  in  this  case,  have  received  the  sanction  and  approval 
of  the  highest  court  of  the  Union.  The  proceedings  of  the  Spanish 
junta  jn  this  very  case  well  warrant  the  provision  which  reqnired  all 
claims  to  be  presented  a«  unliquidated. 

The  a-llowances  are  excessive  in  interest,  damages,  and  exchange 
amounting  all  together  to  the  sum  of  $373,879.88.  It  is  certain  that 
a  large  portion  of  the  claim  would  have  been  rejected  in  any  other 
country.  Some  reason  for  this  is  shown  in  the  report  of  the  junta  be- 
fore whom  the  liquidation  took  plaee.  It  appears  from  this  report 
that  the  vigilance  of  the  junta  was  put  to  sleep  by  a  verbal  state- 
ment  of  Aleade,  as  follows:  ''That  he  desires  merely  to  have  his 
claim  settled  in  order  to  claim  the  amount  from  the  Oovemment  of  the 
United  States,  in  case  that  the  treaty  pending  between  the  two  nations 
should  be  ratified ;  on  the  contrary  [happening],  he  would  propose  to 
His  Majesty  to  receive  the  amount  in  lands  or  in  some  other  way  in 
America,  being  persuaded,  as  he  was,  of  the  impossibility  of  his  being 
paid  here  on  account  of  the  present  state  of  the  finances  of  the  nation." — 
3  C.  CI.  R.,  419. 

And  in  a  second  report  which  the  junta  made  on  16th  November, 
1820,  in  their  argument  showing  why  they  had  made  the  large  allowance, 
they  use  this  remarkable  language : 

Besides  the  honor  of  termiDatin^  this  business,  the  royal  finance  would  have  this 
advantage,  that  the  creditor  (Meade)  being  disposed  to  compromise  the  matter  and  make 
some  aaerifive  would  willxnglg  accept  the  half  of  what,  after  further  examination  and  dis- 
cnsfiion,  he  could  not  hut  claim  in  totnm;  the  arrangement  for  the  payment  remaining 
pending,  in  ^^hich  the  creditor  likewise,  taking  into  consideration  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  the  state,  reserves  to  himself  the  right  of  making  propositions,  Khich 
would  be  in  conformity  to  his  generous  attachment  to  the  cause  of  Spain. — (3  Ct. 
Claims  K.,  435.) 

It  is  thus  seen  that  this  liquidation  was  produced  by  a  desire  to  save 
the  honor  of  the  King  by  swelling  the  amount,  in  the  hope  that  it  would 
be  paid  by  the  United  states;  or,  failing  in  that,  that  the  creditor  would 
compromise  the  claim  at  one-half,  and  relieve  the  national  treasury  by 
accepting  satisfaction  in  lauds  situated  in  America;  the  finances  be- 
ing in  that  desperate  condition  which  rendered  payment  *'' impossible'"  in 
Spain. 

That  the  United  States  had  y)rovided  for  a  commisMon  to  decide  on 
the  amount  and  validity  of  this  claim,  honestly  and  on  its  merits,  with 
the  same  justice  meted  out  to  their  other  citizens,  and  which  would  be 
uninfluenced  by  the  peculiar  motives  entertainedby  the  junta  in  respect 
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to  tlie  honor  of  the  King,  which  permitted  a  swelling  of  the  allowance  if  to 
be  paid  by  the  United  States,  and  unmoved  by  motives  of  compromise 
looking  to  a  deduction  of  one-half,  inspired  by  the  bankruptcy  of  the- 
Spanish  treasury,  and  the  generous  attachment  of  Mr.  Meade  to  the 
cause  of  Spain, — is  thus  well  justified  by  the  action  of  this  junta.  It 
certainly  furnishes  no  ground  for  a  demand  on  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  however  different  its  condition  may  be  to  the  bank- 
ruptcy of  that  of  Spain.  That  Mr.  Meade  was  influenced  in  the  i>er- 
sistent  and  vigorous  opposition  which  he  made  to  the  reinvestigation 
of  his  claim  by  the  American  commissioners  by  a  consciousness  that 
the  amount  of  his  claim  would  necessarily  be  largely  reduced,  we 
will  not  allege.  His  character  for  honor  and  integrity  is  unimpeached. 
It  is  most  probable  that  smarting  under  the  sense  of  wrong  and  injus- 
tice received  at  the  hands  of  the  Spanish  authorities,  wciiiied  and  w^orii 
out  by  years  of  vexatious  delay,  and  shrinking  m  his  old  age  from  a 
trial  in  which  he  was,  to  use  his  own  language,  to  mei't  '*  contestations^ 
from  unknown  parties  and  mere  intermeddling  strangers  •  •  • 
influenced  by  an  eager  emulation  for  the  apportionment  of  an  inade- 
quate sum,''  he  was  unable  to  see  the  justice  of  the  provision  in  the 
treaty  which  demanded  the  reinvestigation  before  the  commissioners* 
We  notice  only  one  more  argument  in  support  of  the  claim,  first  brought 
forward  by  Mr.  Meade  in  his  njemorial  to  Congress,  and  afUirwards  sanc- 
tioned by  the  high  authority  of  Mr.  Forsyth.  This  argument  is,  that  the 
failure  t4)  get  the  vouchers  in  time,  and  the  consequent  loss  of  his  claim 
were  the  result  of  *' imperious  circumstances"  beyond  human  control. 
We  have  shown,  we  think,  that  this  argument  wants  the  necessary 
support  of  fact,  as  it  was  based  on  a  misconception  of  the  treaty,  as  to 
the  duty  of  Spain  to  furnish  the  vouchers  otherwise  than  on  the  demand 
of  the  commissioners  made  through  the  United  States.  We  havr  nlso 
shown  that  the  failure  resulted  from  Meade's  own  conduct.  But  if  the 
position  were  founded  in  fact,  it  cannot  be  justly  made  the  ground  of  a 
demand  on  the  United  States.  If  the  United  States  had  been  bound 
by  the  treaty  to  make  full  payment  to  Mr.  Meade,  and  hie  had  been  pre- 
vented by  inevitable  accident  from  proving  it  within  the  time  prescribed^ 
and  thereby  the  United  States  had  been  relieved  from  a  burden 
justly  imposed  on  them,  there  would  be  great  equity  in  an  application 
to  enlarge  the  time  in  which  the  proof  could  be  made.  So,  if  there 
remained  a  surplus  of  the  fund  in  the  Treasury,  after  the  payment  of 
all  other  claimants,  w^hereby  the  United  States  would  gainthe  amount  of 
such  surplus,  there w^ould  be  an  equal  equity  in  allowing  Mr.  Meade  theop- 
X)ortunity  of  i^stablishing  his  claim  to  it,  of  which  he  was  deprived  ''by 
Imperious  circumstances."  But  such  is  not  the  case  here.  The  United 
States  w  ere  not  bound  to  pay  absolutely  any  of  the  claims.  They  were 
bound  only  to  distribute  a  fund,  of  which  they  were  merely  stakeholders 
or  trustees,  among  those  who  should  establish  their  interest  in  it,  in  the 
mode,  and  within  the  time  fixed  by  the  treaty.  The  distribution  has 
been  made,  and  the  whole  fund  paid  out — not  a  dollar  of  it  remains  iu 
the  possession  or  under  the  control  of  the  United  States.  Conceding  as 
this  argunjent  does,  that  the  United  States  are  without  fjiult,  either  in 
the  making  of  the  treaty  or  in  its  execution,  the  proposition  to  pay  Mr. 
Meade  out  of  the  Treasury  a  sum  raised  by  taxation  from  the  ]>eople  of 
the  United  States,  because  from  circumstances  beyond  his  control  he 
was  previ-nted  from  gaining  a  cause  pending  in  a  court,  is  nothing 
more  nor  less,  if  acceded  to,  than  to  make  the  United  States  a  guarantor 
to  its  citizens  against  losses  every  day  occurring  from  the  accidents 
of  life,  and  inseparable  from  the  conduct  of  human  affairs.    The  gov- 
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ernmeut  has  no  power  to  do  this.  To  embark  in  that  course  of  legisla- 
tion would  be  to  pervert  the  ends  for  which  government  is  established; 
it  would  be  to  seize  on  the  part  of  Congress  a  jurisdiction  over  private 
affairs  not  granted  by  the  Constitution,  and  which  no  human  institu- 
tions can  wisely  exercise ;  and  to  grasp  an  unlimited  power  of  taxation 
inconsistent  with  the  possession  and  enjoy  men  t  of  private  property.  That 
Mr.  Meade's  case  is  a  hard  one,  we  admit:  that  it  appeals  strongly  to 
the  sympathies  of  Senators,  as  individuals,  is  undeniable ;  but  that  it 
constitutes  no  just  claim  on  the  Treasury,  and  cannot  be  paid  with- 
out inflicting  a  great  wrong  on  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  es- 
tablishing a  pernicious  and  unconstitutional  precedent,  we  do  not  doubt 
has  been  abundantly  shown. 

We  therefore  recommend  that  S.  bill  305.  providing  for  the  payment 
of  this  claim,  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

ANGUS  CAMERON. 

J.  L.  PUGH. 

J.  Z.  GEORGE. 
Note. — We  call  especial  attention  to  the  speech  of  Hon.  Silas  Wright, 
New  York,  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  on  January  18, 1838,  in 
which  the  invalidity  of  this  claim  is  maintained  with  great  force  and 
clearness.  See  Congressional  debates  of  that  date  and  3  Ct.  CI.  R.,  p. 
127  et  9€q. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Mat  29,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Oboybb,  from  the  Gommittee  on  Military  Affairs,  sabmitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  aocompai9K>ill  8.  400.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  rrferred  the  hiU  {8. 400) 
authorizing  fuU  pay  to  Lieut  Frederick  HohwatJcaj  United  States  Army^ 
while  on  leave  to  serve  in  command  of  the  Franklin  search  expedition  in 
the  ArctiCj  having  considered  the  samcj  respectfully  report: 

It  appears  that  a  bill  similar  to  the  one  under  consideration  has  been 
before  the  Military  Gommittee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  during 
the  present  session,  and  was  very  fully  and  carefully  considered  by  that 
committee.    Their  report  in  the  case,  No.  933,  shows  the  following  facts : 

That  Lieutenant  Schwatka,  of  the  United  States  Army,  in  June,  1878,  on  leave.of 
absence,  granted  for  that  pnipose,  commanded  an  Arctic  seaaMjh  party,  the  object  of 
which  (founded  n^on  certain  information)  was  to  explore  the  Arctic  regions  in  and 
around  King  William's  Land,  to  make  discovery,  if  possible,  of  the  remains,  relics, 
and  records  of  the  British  exploring  expedition  or  Sir  John  Franklin,  searching  for  a 
northwest  passage,  whose  whole  party  periled  in  that  region  in  184o-'49. 

He  and  his  party  of  four  other  persons  left  New  York  Harbor  in  the  whaling  ship 
Eothen  June  19, 1878 ;  landed  at  Depot  Island,  in  North  Hudson's  Bay,  August  H,  1878, 
and  there  having  collected  a  party  of  seventeen  Eskimo  proceeded,  April  1,  1879,  with 
doga  and  sledges  to  Kiuff  William's  Land. 

The  main  resnlts  of  that  expedition,  as  briefly  aa  they  can  be  condensed,  are  as  fol- 
lows: 

It  was  the  longest  sledge  Jonmey  ever  made,  both  in  regard  to  time  and  distance, 
havine  been  absent  from  its  base  eleven  months  and  twenty  days,  and  having  trav- 
ened  3,251  statute  miles. 

It  is  the  first  sledffe  journey  conducted  through  the  heart  of  an  Arctic  winter  and 
encompassing  nearly  the  whole  duration  of  that  unfavorable  season,  having  been 
absent  from  April  1,  1879,  to  March  20,  1880. 

It  experienced  the  coldest  temperature  ever  recorded  by  white  men  traveling  in  the 
lield,  not  only  for  a  single  observation,  — ^71^  Fahrenheit,  but  also  in  regard  to  pro- 
tracted cold,  there  being  sixteen  days  whose  average  shows  100^  below  the  freezing 
point,  and  twenty-seven  days  when  the  thermometer  stood  below  —60^  Fahrenheit. 

It  is  the  first  Arctic  expedition  whose  sole  reliance  for  the  subsistence  of  itself  and 
dn^  animals  has  been  premeditately  placed  in  the  came  of  the  localitv,  and  whose 
experience  in  that  respect  has  been  spread  oontinnonsiy  over  every  month  of  the  year, 
it  naving  started  with  lees  than  one  month's  full  rations. 

It  was  the  first  expedition  wherein  the  white  men  of  a  party  lived  solely  upon  the 
same  diet,  voluntarily  asaamed,  as  its  native  allies,  which  fact,  coupled  with  those 
already  stated,  plainly  shows  that  white  men  are  not  only  able  to  live  the  same  as 
Eskimo  in  the  Arctic,  and  with  equal  comfort  but  also  to  prosecute  any  proiects  that 
their  superior  intelligence  or  ambition  may  oictate  or  desire,  and  under  all  the  cir- 
cnmstanoes  that  the  natives  themselves  would  venture  to  undertake  for  lees  laudable 
objeets. 

it  was  the  fiivt  and  only  partv  to  plant  the  American  flag  at  the  north  magnetic 
pole,  and  its  researches  in  ti&at  direction  are  interesting  and  fruitful. 
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In  it8  searches  the  party  was  the  first  to  make  an  extended  summer's  exploratiou 
over  the  ground  covered  by  the  unfortunate  crews  of  Sir  John  Franklin's  ships,  in 
their  endeavors  to  reach  aid,  although  a  map  will  show  that  their  base  in  North  Hudson's 
Bay  was  in  a  far  less  favorable  position  for  such  an  undertaking  than  that  of  the 
greater  majority  of  the  numerous  searchers  who  preceded  them. 

It  performed  the  last  sad  rites  for  the  remains  of  the  lost  crews,  owing  mainly  to 
the  favorable  circumstance  of  a  summer's  sojourn.  Says  Lieutenant  S.,  in  his  report 
to  the  American  Qeographical  Society  :  **  From  the  thoroughness  of  the  search,  and 
the  conspicuous  contrast  of  the  bleaching  bones  with  the  brown  claystones  compoe- 
iug  the  nat  coasts  of  King  William's  Land,  and  adjoining  mainland,  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  state  that  not  a  single  unburied  man  of  Sir  John  Franklin's  expedition  probably 
exists.  liVhere  nature  had  not  anticipated  my  party,  or  the  retreating  crews  them- 
selves performed  the  burial,  we  completed  these  sad  offices." 

It  established  the  loss  of  the  records  of  the  Franklin  party  beyond  all  reasonable 
doubt.  As  these  alone  have  been  the  main  incentive  to  the  many  expeditions  since 
the  establishment  of  the  loss  of  the  party,  this  success,  although  unfortunately  of  a 
negative  nature,  is  of  no  small  charaoter,  since  this  loss,  coupled  with  the  loss  of  the 
party  and  the  burial  of  their  dead,  must  necessarily  settle  the  Franklin  problem  in 
all  its  important  aspects. 

Admiral  Sir  George  W.  Richards,  of  U|fi  Royal  Navy,  and  an  officer  of  three  previ- 
ous Franklin  searches  expeditions,  sayflb  a  letter  to  the  London  Times:  **  Comment 
on  this  remarkable  undertaking  of  Lieutenant  Schwatka  seems  to  be  almost  superflu- 
ous. So  lar  as  I  know  it  stands  unrivaled  in  the  annals  of  the  Arctic,  or,  indeed,  of 
any  other  enterprise  of  modern  times,  and  one  knows  scarcely  which  to  admire  most, 
the  boldness  ana  audacity  of  its  conception  or  the  unswerving  devotion  and  persever- 
ance which  brought  to  a  successful  conclusion.  •  •  •  And  so  I  believe  that  Lieu- 
tenant Schwatkirs  search  for  Sir  John  Franklin's  records  may  be  considered  final." 

Speaking  of  this  expedition,  the  jonnial  of  the  Boyal  Geographical 
Society  (London),  of  ^November,  1880,  said : 

The  achievement  of  Lieutenant  Schwatka  and  his  companions  is  most  remarkable, 
and  iu  many  respects  his  journey  is  without  a  parallel.  It  reflects  the  highest  credit 
on  the  commander  and  on  those  who  served  under  him  so  admirably,  and  it  is  certain 
that  the  work  could  not  have  been  done  without  natural  nualities  of  a  very  high 
order,  combined  with  careful  training  and  the  most  thoughtful  adaptation  of  the  beet 
attainable  means  to  the  end  in  view.  The  English  nation,  and  more  especially  ita 
navsd  service  and  its  geographers,  have  received  the  news  of  this  noble  efToit  witli 
feelings  of  warm  gratitude  to  Lieutenant  Schwatka  and  his  gallant  companions. 

Upon  the  same  sabject  the  London  Times.  September  25, 1880,  made 
reference  to  this  remarkable  seaich  in  the  following  language: 

The  veteran  Aictic  explorers  ezpreps  a  natural  regret  that  the  success  which  Liea 
tenant  Schwatka  ha8  won  HhouJd  not  have  been  achieved  by  iheir  own  countrymen 
*  *  *  Lient«'nant  Schwatka  has  now  resolved  the  last  doubts  which  could  oave 
been  left.  He  has  traced  the  one  un traced  ship  to  its  grave  beneath  the  ocean,  and 
cleared  the  reputation  of  a  harmless  i)eop]e  from  an  undeserved  reproach^  He  has 
given  to  the  unburied  bones  of  the  crews  probably  the  only  safeguard  against  desecra- 
tion by  wandering  wild  beasts  and  heedless  Esquimaux  which  that  frozen  land  allowed. 
He  has  br6ught  home  for  reverent  sepulture  in  a  kindlier  soil  the  one  body  which  bore 
transjjiort.  Over  the  rest;  he  has  set  up  monuments  to  emphasize  the  undyin|(  memory 
of  their  sufferings  and  their  exploit.  He  has  gathered  tokens  by  which  friends  and 
relatives  may  identify  their  dead,  and  revisit  in  imagination  the  spots  in  which  their 
ashes  lie.  Lastly,  he  has  carried  home  with  him  material  evidence  to  complete  the 
annals  of  Arctic  exploration.  There  is  no  longer  any  secret  when  and  where  the  ad- 
miral, his  oilicers,  and  his  men  sickened,  fell  down  and  died.  What  the  unfortunate 
explorers  did  is  known,  and  how  they  did  it.  Perhaps  it  may  be  thought  that,  now 
the  book  of  Sir  John  IfYankliu's  romantic  tragedy  can  be  closed,  the  firuicless,  un- 
grateful, sullen  Polar  seas  may  be  left  to  their  dead  and  dull  repose. 

The  report  of  the  Military  Committee  of  the  House,  before  referred 
to,  concludes  aa  ioilows: 

Lieutenant  Schwatka  asks  by  this  bill  to  be  regarded  as  on  duty  while  in  command 
of  the  expedition,  and  to  receive  all  the  pay  and  emoluments  that  would  accrue  from 
nch  an  act  the  same  as  if  ordered  on  the  expedition.  In  brief,  he  asks  for  a  continuous 
ecord  of  duty,  full  pay,  mileage,  and  coiumutatiou  of  quarters.  Such,  a  record  .full 
])a3',  and  mileage  over  such  of  the  rout-es  as  he  was  compelled  to  travel  at  personal 
expense  would  be  guaranteed  b^-  the  act  placing  him  on  duty  for  the  time  asked. 
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Commatation  of  qaarters  has  been  granted  other  officers  now  on  duty  in  the  Arctic, 
jiod  upon  this  prt* cedent  this  is  also  asked.  In  short,  Lieutenant  Schwatka  asks  that 
the  same  privilege  in  toto  be  granted  to  him,  in  a  retroactive  sense,  as  has  been  guar- 
anteed others  before  their  departure  for  Arctic  duty. 

Precedents  for  officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy  on  duty  in  the  Arctic  are  not  only 
abundant,  but  even  for  those  engaged  in  the  identical  duty  on  which  Lieutenant 
Schwatka  was  sent,  i.  e.,  the  general  search  for  Sir  John  Franklin's  party,  or  its  rec- 
ords, &c.,  as  in  the  expeditions  known  as  the  first  and  second  Grinnell  expeditions, 
commanded  by  Lieutenants  De  Haven  and  Griffin,  United  States  Navy,  and  Dr.  Kane, 
United  States  Navy,  extending  from  1850  to  1854. 

Henry  W.  Klutscbak,  esq.,  a  companion  of  Lieutenant  Schwatka  in  this  expedition, 
on  returning  to  Austria,  his  native  country,  received  decorations  and  high  honors  con- 
ferred uxK>n  him  by  the  Austrian  Emperor  for  the  subaltern  part  borne  by  him  in  this 
expedition.  Would  it  not  be  humiliating  to  the  proud-spirited  people  of  our  great  repub- 
lic that  the  brave  commander  of  this  expedition  should  be  strictly  held  to  half-pay  as  a 
United  States  Army  lieutenant  for  the  distinguished  part  borne  by  him  in  itf  Tour 
committee  feel  that  it  would  be  so,  and  thererore  report  back  the  accompanying  bill, 
and  recommend  its  passage. 

It  is  notewortby  that  this  small  party  under  Lieutenant  Schwatka, 
consisting  of  but  foui>  white  men  and  himself,  with  a  few  Esquimaux, 
traversed  every  part  of  King  William's  Land  which  was  visited  by  Sir 
John  Franklin's  expedition,  and  returned  without  loss  and  without 
accident  of  any  kind ;  while  the  ill-fated  crews  of  the  English  exploring 
vessels,  numberin  g  105  of  England's  bravest  and  hardiest  men  all  perished 
in  the  same  region,  leaving  not  a  soul  to  tell  the  story  of  their  misfor- 
tunes. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with 
the  following  amendments,  viz:  In  line  9,  after  the  word  ''pay,"  strike 
out  the  words  ''and  commutation  of  quarters;"  and  in  line  12,  after  the 
word  "eight,"  strike  out  the  word  "via,"  and  insert  the  word  <o,  and 
after  the  word  "city,"  in  the  same  line,  strike  out  the  words  "to  North 
Hudson's  Bay." 

O 
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May  29,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  priuted. 


Mr.  Lapham,  from  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  submit- 
ted the  following 

llEPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections^  to  whom  teas  referred  the 
petition  of  Maria  O.  Underwood^  administratrix  of  John  C.  Underwood^ 
deceased  J  asking  payment  for  sal4iry  and  mileage  of  the  said  John  C,  Un- 
derwood from  tlie  4tth  of  Marchj  1865,  to  the  Uh  of  Marchy  1871,  have 
considered  the  same^  and  respectfully  report : 

That  on  the  9th  day  of  December,  1864,  the  petitioner's  intestate  was 
duly  elected  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Virginia,  for  the  term  of  six 
years  from  the  4th  day  of  March,  1865 ;  that  he  received  a  certificate  of 
such  election  in  the  words  and  fignres  following : 

Virginia,  to  wit : 

The  legislature  of  this  State  baviug,  oq  the  ninth  day  of  December,  1864,  in  pnr8a* 
ance  of  the  GonRtitntiou  for  the  United  States,  chosen  John  C.  Underwoodj  esquiie^ 
a  Senator  from  this  State  for  six  years  from  the  fourth  day  of  March  next,  I,  Francis 
H.  Peirpoint,  being  governor  of  the  Commonwealth,  do  hereby  certify  the  same  to  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  tlie  seal  of  the  Commonwealth  this  the  fourteenth  day  of 
December,  1864. 

[SEAL  OF  VIROIXIA.]  F.  H.  PEIRPOINT. 

By  the  governor: 
W.  J.  Cowing, 

Secretarif  of  the  Comwionwealth. 

That  the  said  John  0.  Underwood  duly  presented  his  certificate  and 
credentials  as  aforesaid,  on  the  9th  day  of  March,  1865,  to  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  and  made  efforts  to  obtain  his  seat  in  the  said  Senate, 
traveling  from  his  home  in  Virginia  to  the  city  of  Washington  jfrom  time 
to  time,  and  incurred  a  very  considerable  expe  nditure  of  time  and  money 
in  so  doing;  that  on  the  same  day  of  the  election  of  said  John  C.  Under- 
wood one  Joseph  Segar  was  also  duly  elected  a  Senator  from  said  State 
and  presented  his  credentials  to  the  Senate ;  that  neither  the  said  Segar 
nor  the  said  Underwood  were  admitted  to  take  their  seats  in  the  Senate; 
that  the  said  Segar  duly  presented  his  memorial  to  theSenate  during  the 
Forty-fifth  Congress,  at  its  second  session,  asking  payment  for  his  salary 
and  mileage  as  Senator  from  the  9th  of  DeSember,  1864,  to  the  4th  of 
March,  1869,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections,  and  the  committee  recommended  the  passage  of  a  resolution 
in  words  and  figures  following: 

Resolced,  That  there  be  allowed  and  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senat<e 
to  Joseph  Segar  the  sum  of  $5,000,  in  tull  compensation  for  his  expenses  in  prosecut- 
ing his  claim  to  a  seat  in  the  Senate  as  a  Senator  from  tlie  State  of  Virginia, 
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Which  resohition  was  adopted  by  the  Senate,  and  the  amount  therein 
named  was  paid  to  the  said  Segar.  The  report  of  the  committeein  Segar's 
case  contained , the  following  statements: 

If  the  petitioner  had  been  admitted  to  the  seat  which  he  claimed,  his  salary  and 
mileaf^e  would  have  amounted  to  more  than  twenty-one  thousand  dollars.  He  was 
not  admitted,  and  having  never  performed  the  duties  of  a  Senator,  nnder  the  most  re- 
cent precedent  he  is  not  entitled  to  compensation  and  mileage  as  such.  By  the  same 
precedent,  if  he  prosecuted  in  good  faith  and  on  reasonable  grounds  a  claim  for  such 
seat,  he  should  be  allowed  a  moderate  compensation  for  the  expenses  incurred  by  him 
in  such  prosecution. 

On  the  23d  day  of  Februarj',  1803,  the  legislature  of  Virginia  assem- 
bled at  Wheeling,  in  said  State,  the  greater  portion  of  the  State,  including 
the  city  of  Eichiuond,  its  former  seat  of  government,  being  then  in  re- 
bellion, and  elected  one  Bowden  a  United  States  Senator  from  that  State. 
Said  Bowden  was  admitted  to  his  seat,  the  Senate  thereby  recoG^nizing 
the  legal  existence  of  the  legislature  which  elected  him.  West  Virginia, 
including  the  city  of  Wheeling,  was  then  erected  into  a  separate  State. 
The  legislature  of  Virginia,  aft(*r  such  formation  of  a  new  State,  assem- 
bled at  the  city  of  Alexandria  and  continued  the  functions  of  a  State 
legislature  of  Virginia.  Said  Bowden  died  on  the  2d  of  January,  1864, 
and  said  Segar  was  elected  to  succeed  him  at  the  same  time  of  the  election 
of  John  C.  Underwood,  as  aforesaid. 

The  committee  in  Segar's  case  further  reported  as  follows:  ' 

The  Alexandria  government  was  recognized  as  a  valid  State  organization  hy  Presi- 
dent Lincoln  in  his  amnesty  proclamation  of  December  8,  1863.  It  gave  its  constitu- 
tional assent  to  the  ailoption  of  the  thirteenth  amendment  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  and  its  assent  is  treated  hy  Mr.  Sewanl  in  his  proclamation  announcing 
the  adoption  of  the  amendment  as  necessary  thereto. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  x>etitioner  was  well  warranted  in  presenting  his  claim 
to  a  seat  in  the  Senate.  If  the  practice  then  prevailing  were  now  acted  upon  he  would 
receive  full  salary  and  mileage.  The  Senate  in  the  cases  of  Kay  and  McMillan,  &tthe 
pre  sent  session,  preferred  to  allow  to  such  claimants  only  a  compensation  for  reasonable 
and  moderate  expenses.  As  this  is  a  new  role,  it  would  be  clearly  nniust  to  require  of 
claimants  to  furnish  minute  items  and  vouchers.  We  think  the  sum  of  $5,000  a  reason- 
able and  moderate  allowance  to  Mr.  Segar  for  three  years'  prosecution  of  his  claim. 
We  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  resolution. 

The  cases  of  said  Underwood  and  Segar  are  alike  in  all  respects,  ex- 
cept the  terms  for  which  they  were  chosen.  It  is  true  no  actual  service 
as  Senator  was  rendered  by  either,  but  each  stood  ready  to  perform  his 
duties  whenever  the  Senate  should  allow  it;  that  the  said  Underwood 
performed  no  such  service  was  the  fault  of  the  Senate,  not  his.  The 
precedents  fully  justify  the  allowance  to  said  Segar  and  the  allowance 
asked  by  the  petitioner.  The  House  of  Representatives  has  frequently 
paid  large  sums  of  money  to  unsuccessful  contestants  for  seats  in  that 
body;  and  the  Senate,  at  the  same  session  during  which  the  allowance 
was  made  to  Segar,  also  paid  Messrs.  Bay  and  McMillan,  and  has  also 
paid  two  claimants  for  seats  from  the  State  of  Georgia,  although  none 
of  them  were  allowed  to  occupy  their  seats  in  the  Senate.  The  valuable 
services  rendered  by  said  Underwood  to  the  government  in  its  struggle 
for  national  supremacy  are  matters  of  history  and  need  not  be  here 
repeated.  We  think  the  sum  allowed  and  paid  to  Mr.  Segar  is  a  prece- 
dent which  should  be  followed  in  this  case,  and  recommend  the  passage 
of  the  accompanying  resofution : 

Resolved  J  That  there  be  allowed  and  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate  to  Maria  O.  Underwood,  administratrix  of  John  G.  Underwood, 
deceased,  the  sum  of  five  thousand  dollars,  in  full  compensation  for  the 
time  and  expenses  of  said  John  G.  Underwood  in  prosecuting  his  claim 
to  a  seat  in  the  Senate  as  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Virginia. 
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Mr.  George,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1939.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1939)  by 
which  $1,750  is  proposed  to  be  paid  to  the  Protestant  Orphan  Asylnm 
at  Natchez,  for  the  use  and  occupation  of  their  property  during  the  late 
war,  have  considered  the  same,  and  hereby  adopt  the  following  report 
of  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  made  to  the  House  of  Repreitonta- 
tives,  Forty -fourth  Congress,  as  follows,  and  recommend  the  passage  of 
the  bill,  as  amended : 

That  said  orphan  asylnm  was  established  in  1816  at  Natchez,  Miss.,  and  incorporated 
in  18:24  by  the  legislature  of  Mississippi ;  that  at  the  commencement  of  the  late  war, 
and  up  to  March,  1864,  when  said  property  was  taken  possession  of  by  the  military 
authority  of  the  United  States,  said  asylum  was  used  for  support,  protection,  and 
education  of  Protestant  orphans  Irom  Adams  County  and  the  city  of  Natchez ;  that 
when  said  asylum  was  taken  possession  of  it  was  in  a  flourishing  condition,  but  the 
inmates  were  soon  removed  and  lines  of  fortifications  extended  around  the  buildings, 
and  the  buildinjgs  themselves  and  the  furniture  used  for  military  purposes  ;  that  dur- 
ing the  time  or  its  occupancy  by  the  military  authorities  one  of  the  buildings  was 
destroyed  and  the  furniture  made  way  with — used  up  or  destroyed ;  that  by  an  order 
of  the  commander,  General  Sherman,  a  board  of  officers  was  convened  to  value  the  prop- 
erty, and  that  board  assessed  the  value  of  the  property  at  some  $10,000 ;  but  it  was  not 
whoUy  destroyed,  as  at  first  contemplated,  but  one  of  the  houses  only  attached  to  the 
asylum,  together  with  the  furniture,  shrubbery,  flowers,  &c.,  so  that  when  the  prop- 
erty was  restored  in  1865,  after  the  war,  to  the  authorities  of  the  asylum,  it  was  in  a 
greatly  dilapidated  condition .  Many  thousand  dollars  have  been  spent  upon  the  prop- 
erty since — money  contributed  by  citizens  and  raised  by  fairs  held  for  the  benefit  of 
the  orphans.  But  those  sources  naving  failed,  the  trustees  and  managers  now  appeal 
to  Congress  for  compensation  in  some  sort  for  the  injury  which  has  been  inflicted  upon 
a  charitable  institution.  In  view  of  all  the  circumstances,  your  committee  do  not 
see  how,  under  the  law,  they  can  recommend  full  compensation  for  the  great  damage 
sustained  by  this  institution,  but  they  are  unanimously  of  the  opinion  that  the  gov- 
ernment should  pay  full  rent  for  the  time  the  property  aforesaid  was  used  by  the  au- 
thorities of  the  United  States,  some  sixteen  or  eighteen  months,  and  to  that  end  report 
a  substitute  for  said  House  bill,  paying  to  the  trustees  and  managers  of  said  orpnan 
asylum  |1,750,  for  the  use  and  occupation  of  their  building  by  the  military  forces  of 
the  United  States. 

From  the  unanimous  report  above  set  out  of  the  War  Claims  Commit- 
tee, this  committee  are  led  to  infer  that  there  was  an  express  or  implied 
contract  to  pay  for  the  use  and  occupation  of  the  property.  Though 
this  is  not  entirely  clear,  your  committee,  however,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  Congress  has  with  great  Unanimity  given  relief  to  the  desti- 
tute in  the  overflowed  districts,  are  disposed  to  waive  strict  proof  of 
such  agreement,  and  unanimously  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill,  as 
amended  by  the  committee. 
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Mr.  Geoboe,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1708.] 

The  Committee  o»  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (&  1708)  for  the 
relief  of  James  Riley,  beg  leave  to  report  as  follows: 

That  in  the  year  1868  John  Corland,  second  lieutenant  of  the  Sixth 
Infantry,  United  States  Army,  and  acting  assistant  quartermaster,  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States,  entered  into  a  contract  with  the  said  James 
Biley.  of  the  Choctaw  Nation,  for  the  running  of  a  saw-mill  belonging 
to  Biley,  for  the  joint  benefit  of  Biley  and  the  United  States. 

This  contract  was  for  the  term  of  six  months,  and. by  it  Biley  was  to 
famish  the  mill  and  pay  the  engineer  and  sawyer,  and  the  United  States 
were  to  fiimish  all  the  other  labor,  and  the  lumber  cut  was  to  be  equally 
divided  between  Eiley  and  the  United  States.  Very  soon  after  the  con- 
tract was  entere<l  into,  and  before  anything  was  done  by  Lieutenant 
Corland  to  carry  it  out,  an  Indian  war  broke  out  in  the  neighborhood. 
This  war  compelled  an  employment  of  all  the  United  States  troops  in 
that  region,  so  that  Corland  was  unable  to  furnish  the  labor  as  he  an- 
ticipate and  had  promised.  Biley  was  notified  of  this  inability,  and 
that  Corland  would  not  and  could  not  perform  his  contract.  Neverthe- 
less, Biley  employed  and  paid  the  engineer  and  sawyer,  and  allowed  his 
mill  to  stand  idle  for  the  whole  term  of  six'mouths.  Biley  having  died, 
bis  administrator  prefers  this  claim  for  an  adjustment  and  settlement 
of  the  damages  he  sustained,  by  a  reference  of  the  controversy  to  the 
Court  of  Claims,  who  are  to  determine  it,  in  the  language  of  the  bill, 
"on  principles  of  equity  and  justice.'' 

We  do  not  believe  such  a  reference  should  be  made: 

1.  Because  the  contract  was  entirely  null  and  void,  neither  Lieuten- 
ant Corland,  who  made  it,  nor  Major  Boy,  who  approved  it,  having  any 
power  to  make  it. 

2.  If  there  was  any  equity  in  the  claim  arising  from  the  ignorance  of 
Biley  as  to  the  powers  of  the  above-named  officers,  it  is  fully  met 
by  the  notice  given  that  the  contract  could  not  be  carried  out.  It  was 
Biley's  duty  then  to  have  gone  on  with  the  operation  of  his  mill,  and 
thereby  prevented  any  loss  or  damage  from  the  nbn-performance  of  the 
contract.  It  is  a  well-settled  principle  of  law  and  morals  that  a  party 
cannot  claim  damages  for  the  breach  of  such  a  contract  if  they  might, 
by  reasonable  diligence  on  his  part,  have  been  avoided.  In  such  cases 
the  party  cannot  sit  down,  do  nothing,  and  claim  compensation  for 
losses  which  resulted  from  his  own  negligence. 
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Mr.  Hoar,  from  tlie  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  foUowing^ 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  719.] 

Tk€  Committee  on  Claims  j  to  tvhom  tea  ft  referred  the  hill  {8.  lid)  for  the 
relief  of  the  representatives  of  Sterling  T.  AnsHnj  deceased .f  have  consid- 
ered the  same^  and  respectfully  report : 

The  facts  are  set  forth  in  a  report  made  to  the  Hoase  of  Represen- 
tatives by  Mr.  Thomas  Updegratf,  which  we  adopt,  which  is  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  War  Claims j  to  whom  lean  referred  tJie  hUl  {H.  M.  ^2706)  for  the  relief  of 

the  representatives  of  Sterling  T.  Ju4t1in^  report  as  follows: 

At  the  breaking  out  of  the  war  of  tbe  rebellion.  Sterling  T.  Austin,  sr.,  was  the 
owner  of  a  plantation  in  Carroll  PariHh,  LouiBiana,  known  as  the  ^'  Three  Bayou 
Plfice/'  sitnated  some  3  or  4  miles  from  Bnuche^s  Bend  or  Old  River,  containing  2,380 
acres,  of  which  900  were  cultivated.  In  the  spring  <  f  1861^,  there  were  on  the  place 
the  cotton  crops  of  the  years  1861  and  1862,  respectively,  amounting  to  upwards  of 
1,200  bales,  averaging  440  pounds  each,  82  mules,  100  head  of  cattle,  300  ho|2^s,  10,000 
bushels  of  corn,  8  yoke  of  work  cattle,  6  wagons,  carpenter  and  blacksmith  tools, 
plantation  tools,  library  of  300  volumes,  family  portraits,  household  and  kitchen  fur- 
niture— claimed  to  be  worth  $:U)0,000.  In  the  summer  of  1862,  Mr.  Austin,  for  sanitary 
reasons,  removed  his  family,  consisting  of  his  wife  and  three  minor  children — two 
daughters  and  a  son — to  Georgia,  himself  remaining  in  Louisiana.  In  the  spring  of 
1863,  procuring  a  pass  through  the  Federal  lines  at  Natchez,  Miss.,  he  went  to  Georgia 
for  his  family.  During  his  absence  all  the  movable  property  on  his  plantation,  de- 
scribed above  in  general  terras,  was,  by  order  of  Qeneral  J.  B.  McPhersou,  niilitury  com- 
mander of  that  district,  seized  and  carried  away  by  the  military  forces.  The  mules, 
forage,  and  supplies  were  applied  to  the  use  of  the  Army,  and  the  cotton  shipped  north 
to  Memphis,  or  invoiced  over  to  the  authorized  officers  of  the  government  by  J.  E. 
Jones,  formerly  lieutenant  and  quartermaster  of  the  Sixteenth  Wisconsin  Volunteers,. 
now  of  Carroll  County,  Iowa.  The  levee  at  Ashton  was  cut  by  the  Army,  and  his 
whole  plantation  submerged.  He  came  back,  after  the  water  had  receded,  ti>  a  scene 
of  desolation  and  enforced  desertion.  In  consequence  of  his  well-known  Union  seuti* 
ments,  and  the  absence  of  anything  like  legal  protection,  a. residence  among  his  olcl 
neighbors  was  both  unpleasant  and  unsafe. 

In  the  autumn  of  1863,  with  his  family  and  his  negroes,  of  which  he  had  a  large 
number,  he  removed  into  Texas,  remaining  iu  San  Antonio  till  after  the  close  of  tne 
war,  when  he  removed  to  Galveston.  While  at  Galveston,  in  1865,  he  went  up  the 
railroad  during  the  summer  and  bought  up  scattered  lots  of  cotton,  all  of  which  were 
seized  by  the  agents  of  the  United  States  Treasury.  He  then  formed  a  partnership 
at  Galveston,  purchased  the  Schooner  Mar3'  Lee,  and  entered  the  Mexican  trade;  re- 
moving to  New  Orleans  late  in  1865.  The  annual  overflow  of  his  old  plantation  mean- 
while rendered  it  untenantable.  In  1867  the  schooner  was  wrecked  and  became  a 
total  loss.  In  this  year  it  appears  that  Mr.  Austin  p1ace<l  his  claim  agaiuHt  the  gov- 
ernment in  the  hands  of  Judge  Lewis  Dent  for  collection,  and  he  seems  to  have  relied 
implicitly  upon  this  attorney.  After  the  loss  of  the  schooner,  Mr.  Austin  again  turned 
his  attention  to  planting,  and  purchased  another  plantation  in  his  old  parish  of  Car- 
roll. He  became  postmaster  at  Lake  Providence,  and  in  1870  removed  his  fiimily  from 
New  Orleaun.     Meanwhile  the  son,  Sterling  T.  Austin,  jr.,  had  grown  into  manhood, 
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Lemi  admitted  to  the  bar,  became  proBecuting  attorney  and  then  parish  judge.  In 
1871,  according  to  General  Negley's  recollection,  in  1872  or  1873,  according  to  others, 
Afr.  Austin  was  in  Washington  pushing  his  claim,  surprised  and  indignant  at  Judge 
Deut's  failure  to  prosecute  it.  It  is  quit'O  certain  he  was  at  the  capitalin  each  of  the 
years  1873,  1874,  and  1875.  In  May,  1873,  he  made,  with  Charles  E.  Hooey,  esq.,  au 
attorney  of  Washington,  a  contract  to  prosecute  the  claim,  the  original  copy  of  which 
is  among  the  papers  before  the  committee.  There  is  also  another  original  contract  for 
the  same  purpose  among  the  papers,  dated  in  February,  1875,  signed  by  Mr.  Austin 
and  John  A.  Grow  &  Co.,  then  a  lirm  of  attorneys  or  claim  agents  in  Washington.  In 
January,  1874,  a  petition  for  relief  qji  account  of  these  seizures  was  preseut-ed  to  the 
Congress,  but  no  evidence  of  any  action  thereon  has  been  fonud. 

On  the  9th  day  of  July,  1879,  Sterling  T.  Austin,  sr.,  while  still  postmaster  at  Lake 
Providence,  La.,  was  shot  dead  in  broad  daylight  in  the  open  street  of  that  village. 
The  son,  St^erling  T.  Austin,  jr.,  still  parish  Judge,  hearing  the  shot  and  being  in- 
formed that  his  father  was  the  victim^  went  at  once  to  the  rescue  and  was  met  and 
■shot  down  in  the  same  place  by  the  same  person.  The  son  lingered  a  few  days  and 
died  of  his  wounds.  Alter  the  burial  of  father  and  son  the  widow  and  daughters 
sought  to  collect  and  preserv'e  the  business  papers  ot  the  deceased,  but  found  their 
offices  had  been  despoiled  and  all  their  private  business  papers  had  been  carried  away 
or  destroyed,  and  have  never  since  been  recovered. 

The  widow  and  remaining  children  now  ask  that  they  be  permitted  to  prosecute  in 
the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  their  demands  against  the  United  States,  and 
that  they  be  permitted  to  recover  the  reasonable  value  of  such  projjerty  as  they  can 
show  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  was  owned  by  and  taken  from  Sterling  T.  Austin, 
sr.,  by  the  military  or  civil  authorities  of  the  United  States,  in  the  years  186'},  1864, 
and  1805,  and  applied  to  the  use  of  any  of  the  forces  of  the  United  States  or  consigned 
to  any  of  its  authorities  for  sale  or  otherwise,  and  not  restored  to  the  owner,  any  statute 
of  limitation  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

It  is  believed  there  never  has  been  an  oflrtcer  or  tribunal  having  jurisdiction  to  adja- 
dicate  the  whole  of  this  claim.  No  part  of  it  seems  to  come  within  either  of  the  four 
classes  of  claims  to  which  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Claims  has  been  limited. 
As  adjudications  under  the  act  of  18()4  were  in  express  terms  confined  to  claims  for 
quartermaster's  stores  and  for  subsistence  ^'/Mrni«Aed"  to  the  Army,  it  is  very  question- 
able, to  say  the  least,  whether  or  not  they  could  have  been  extended  to  even  the  very 
small  7)ortion  of  this  claim  which  was  for  stores  and  supplie-H  **<aAce»"  and  not  "/«»*- 
nt>/»^/.'*  It  seems  that  the  act  of  March  3,  1871,  establishing  the  Southern  Claims 
Commission,  did  confer  jarisdiction  of  that  part  of  this  claim  which  is  for  **  stores  or 
supplies  iak^tn  or  /arnwi^"for  the  use  of  the  Army;  this  part.,  however,  is  small. 
Uncler  this  act,  moreover,  the  period  for  filing  claims  never  extended  beyond  the  two 
years  between  March  3,  1871,  and  March  3,  lw73. 

A  portion  of  this  claim,  it  seems,  might  have  been  prosecntetl  under  the  **  captured 
and  abniidoned  property  act*'  of  March  12,  1863.  Under  this  act  all  claims  not  pre- 
sented within  two  years  after  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  are  barred.  This  bar 
must  have  taken  effect  at  or  near  the  time  the  claim  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  Judge 
Bent.  Under  the  *'  cotton  claims  "  act  of  May  8, 187i,  it  is  certain  but  a  small  portion 
of  the  demand  could  have  been  adjudicated  ;  and  under  this  act  six  months  only  are 
allowed  for  tiling  claims.  It  therefore  appears  that  no  oflHcer  or  tribunal  ever  had  ju- 
risdiction of  the  entiw  claim;  and  the  period  during  which  any  part  of  it  might  have 
been  presented  did  not  exceed  two  years,  and  these  two  years  are  those  immediat'Oly 
following  the  close  of  the  war.  To  those  who  remember  the  confusion,  doubt,  dis- 
trust, and  uncertainty  of  that  i>eriod,  and  consider  the  distance  and  unfamiliarity  at 
which  Mr.  Austin  lived  from  the  natioual  government,  the  delay  will  not  seem  strange. 
Doubtless  if  Mr.  Austin  or  his  son  had  survived,  or  even  if  their  private  papers  could 
be  examined,  better  reasons  for  delay  could  be  furnished.  Under  all  the  circumstances, 
the  committee  think  it  would  be  a  great  hardship  to  require  further  explanation  of 
laches,  and  believe  the  claim  ought  to  be  carefully  and  judicially  examined. 

From  the  evidence  before  the  committee  the  loyalty  of  the  family  seems  to  be  well 
estab]ishe<l ;  yet,  in  order  that  this  cinestiou  may  not  be  foreclosed  on  testimony  merely 
ex  jyarie,  your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  be  amended  by  adding  after  the 
last  wonls  the  following:  **Providedy  hoictrer^  That  it  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  court  th:it  neither  Sterling  T.  Austin,  sr.,  nor  any  of  his  surviving  representatives, 
gave  any  aiil  or  comfort  to  the  late  rebellion,  but  was  throughout  the  war  loyal  to  the 
Govemmeiit  of  the  United  States." 

With  this  amendment  your  comraiitee  report  the  bill  back  to  the  House,  with  the 
recommendation  that  it  do  pass. 

We  add  a  very  clear  stateineut  of  the  case  by  Judge  Shellabarger : 

Washington  City,  D.  C,  May  27,  1882. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  pursuance  of  the  suggestion  which  you  wefe  kind  enough  to  make, 
a  tew  days  ago,  regarding  the  claim  pending  before  year  committee,  for  the  proceeds 
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of  cotton  and  other  property  taken  by  the  military  anthoritieH  of  the  United  States, 
in  166^),  in  Carroll  Parish,  Lonisians,  belongiue  to  Sterling  T.  Austin,  we  now  make  to 
yon  the  following  statement  regarding  that  claim : 

I.  We  cannot,  in  this  statement,  add  anything  to  the  information  contained  in  the 
affidavits  now  before  your  committee,  regarding  the  character  of  the  claim,  or  the 
amount,  value,  character,  or  other  particulars  of  the  property  so  taken ;  nor  did  we 
understand  that  you  desired,  from  us,  any  of  these  details. 

The  fact  is,  the  property  taken  from  Carroll  Parish,  Louisiana,  was,  in  general 
terms,  about  1,200  uales  of  cotton  and  a  large  amount  of  **  farm  property,''  such  as 
mules,  horses,  corn,  i&c.  The  bulk  of  the  claim,  in  value,  was  the  cotton,  though  the 
farm  property  was  worth  many  thousands  of  dollare. 

The  t^'stiniouy  before  the  committee  explains  why  (viz,  owing  to  the  neglect  of 
Judge  Dont)  the  part  of  the  claim  for  proceeds  of  cotton  was  not  presented  for  collec- 
tion under  the  captured  and  abandoned  property  act  of  the  dd  March,  lti63  (12 
StHU.,  820). 

If  any  part  of  thn  said  farm  property  so  taken  could  have  been  collected  -under  the 
Southern  CUynis  Commission  act  of  the  3d  March,  1871  (1()  Stats.,  524),  then  we  sup- 
fKise  that  the  failure  to  collect  under  that  act  is  also  to  be  explained  by  the  negleotof 
Judge  Dent,  who  was  employed  and  authorized  to  collect  it  in  any  lawful  way. 

The  great  bulk  of  the  Iohs,  however,  was  for  the  cotton,  and  iiU  perhaps  not  very 
niateriiil  to  explain,  regarding  the  farm  prop(*rty,  any  supposed  laches;  as  if  the  pro- 
ceeds of  th*^  cotton  are  allowed,  it  will,  probably,  be  as  much  as  the  heirs  hope  for. 
The  proceeds  of  the  cotton  never  could  have  been  coUect<id  before  the  Southern  Claims 
CnmniisHiou.     (See  sec.  2,  Itt  Stats.,  524.) 

II.  The  testimony  before  the  committee  shows,  as  we  think,  the  utmost  diligence  on 
the  )mrt  of  Mr.  Anstin,  in  his  endeavors  to  collect  this  claim,  and  that  this  claim  is 
not.  a  stale  one  iu  the  sense  that  the  owner  of  it  han  ever  ce.'iHe<l  diligently  to  endeavor 
to  collect  the  claim. 

III.  In  regard  to  the  honesty  of  this  claim,  as  for  example,  whether  Mr.  Austin 
owned  the  property,  whether  it  wan  t^iken  by  the  military  authorities  from  him, 
whether  it  wjvs  received  by  th»»  Unitrtil  States  in  such  .sense  as  contemplated  by  the 
said  act  of  March  3,  1^63,  and  in  such  senae  as  to  make  the  United  States  trustee  of 
tlie  owner  theR'of,  aH  explained  in  such  cases  as  Klein's  case  (13  Wallace,  23cJ),  and 
which  cm  principles  of  jnsbiee  clearly  the  g<iveniment  ought  to  pay  to  the  citizen,  are 
all  matters  which  the  bill  before  you  refers,  for  investigation  and  decision,  to  the 
Court  of  Claims.  It  will  be  impossible  for  these  heirs  to  collect  a  dollar  of  this  money, 
under  the  proposed  bill,  unless  th  y  aflSrinativelv  prove,  to  the  satisfaction  of  a  court, 
snfficiently  vigilant  of  the  rights  of  the  government,  every  one  of  the  foregoing  pro{K>- 
.sit  ions. 

Hence,  so  far  as  these  propositions  are  concerned,  we  hope  that  no  further  proof 
will  lie  deemed  requinite  in  Congress  than  such  prima  facie  proof  as  will  induce  the 
CongreMH  to  send  the  matter  to  the  court  for  full  proof. 

IV.  We  apprehend  that  one  of  the  objections  to*the  legislation  here  proposed  will 
l»e  the  **  pre4'edent"  it  furnishCH. 

W^e  trust  that  the  suggestions  we  here  make  may,  in  this  case,  be  deemed  sufficient 
to  overcome  the  objection  on  the  score  of  **  precedent." 

One  suggestion  is  that  vast  amounts  (and  a  multitude)  of  such  claims  (only  less 
meritorious)  have  already  been  allowed  by  Congress. 

Ou  page.  11  of  Executive  Document  No.  Id9,  Forty-fourth  Congress,  first  session, 
being  a  letticr  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  7th  August,  1876,  will  be  found  a 
report  of  twelve  ditlerent  special  acts  (if  Congress  (giving  their  dates),  where  pay- 
ments for  cotton  to  the  amount  of  $292,105.51  were  ]irovided  for.  Iu  the  same  report 
you  will  iind  the  following  claims  for  cotton,  taken  in  the  same  Carroll  Parish  by  the 
military  authorities,  were  recovered  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  viz : 

Benton  (p.  16) |:i4,625  79 

Tel>l>it«(p.  16) 19,225  24 

Benton  (p.  16) 1,113  21 

Wvly  (p.  16) 20,124  10 

Spencer  (p.  22) 4,545  81 

Koe8(p.  24) 34,367  98 

Witkowski  (p.  25) 45,578  50 

Williams  (p.  26) 7,000  25 

W»tts(p.  26) 21,307  94 

Executor  of  Reilley  (p.  26) 37,350  92 

Executor  of  Morgan  (p.  26) 21,870  68 

Witkowski  (p.  21) 92,547  00 

Tebbits(p.  2rt) 197  64 

Benton(p.31) 371  07 
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There  is,  of  course,  no  significance  in  the  fact  that  the  above  specified  judgments 
were  for  cotton  taken  in  Carroll  Parish,  Louisiana,  more  than  attaches  to  any  othtr  claim 
mentioned  in  said  list  C,  beginning  on  page  12,  esccept  that  these  above-named  recov- 
eries were  from  the  same  locality  with  Mr.  Austin's  cotton,  were  taken  at  the  same 
time,  substantially,  and  no  doubt  by  the  same  officers,  and  the  proceeds  were  traced 
into  the  Treasury. 

These  circumstances  tend  strongly  to  make  out  the  requisite  prima /acie  proof  requi- 
site to  induce  Congress  to  pass  this  bill  authorizing  similar  relief  of  these  neirs  of  Mr. 
Austin.  It  will  be  seen  at  page  'M  of  said  Executive  Document  ld9fthat  the  total 
amount  so  recovered  under  t-he  act  of  12th  March,  1863,  in  cases  like  that  covered  by 
the  present  bill,  up  to  the  30th  June,  1668,  was  $9,545,293.82. 

v.  It  will  be  seen  by  the  same  Esecntive  Document  189,  pages  35  and  36,  that  claims 
for  proceeds  of  cotton,  substantially  similar  to  those  embraced  in  the  said  list  C,  ex- 
cept that  the  capture  must  have  been  subsequent  to  the  30th  June,  1865  (17  Stats., 
134),  were  allowed  and  paid  by  the  Secretary'  of  the  Treasury  up  to  June  19,  1876,  to 
the  aggregate  amount  of  $188,168.77. 

These  enormous  payments  by  the  government  of  this  trust  money  show  how  earn- 
est and  how  grand  have  been  hitherto  the  act«  of  the  government  in  recognition  and 
execution  of  that  sacred  trust  which  itself  declared  when  it  put  this  money  into  the 
Treasury  ;  and  in  obedience  to  the  law  of  nations  (which  protects  private  property  in 
time  of  war)  impressed  upon  these  proceeds  the  character  of  a  sacred  trust. 

The  question  which  the  pending  bill  presents  is,  in  part,  one  which  asks,  will  the- 
government  reverse  now  that  policy  as  against  these  ever  loyal  citizens  and  put  into 
its  treasury  these  moneys,  having  stamped  upon  them  this  quality  of  *'  trust.'' 

VI.  Another  view  tending  to  limit  the  scope  of  this  bill  as  a  ^*  precedent"  for  other 
payments  is  this :  It  is  a  private  act,  and  requires,  in  order  to  recovery,  proof  of  loy- 
alty. It  is  a  fact  of  historical  notoriety  that  but  few  recoveries  cuu  be  haid  under  a 
*' precedent"  which  requires  this  proof  of  loyalty.  Under  this  bill  nothing  can  be 
recovered  unless  the  claimants  shall  have  shown — 

Fir.Ht.  That  the  United  States  got  and  kept  this  property  of  the  citizen. 

Second.  That  the  citizen  was  at  all  times  loyal  to  his  j^overnment. 

Third.  That  such  citizen  has  at  all  times  prosecuted  his  claim  with  diligence. 

Should  it  be  said  that  under  the  law  of  the  Klein  case  (13  Wall.,  128)  this  private 
bill,  requiring  proof  of  loyalty  in  order  to  recovery,  is  unconstitutional  as  an  attempt 
to  abolish  the  ^^ oblivion"  resulting  fixim  executive  pardon,  then  the  reply  to  such 
suggestion  is  obvious.  The  reply  is  this :  Congress  cannot,  in  a  general  law  defining 
either  the  general  original  or  appellant  jurisdiction  of  the  courts,  distinguish  between 
a  citizen  entitled  to  tne  *' oblivion''  of  executive  paiilon,  and  one  who  never  otfeuded. 

But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  perfectly  competent  for  Congress  in  a  private  act  to 
^rant  its  bounty  or  its  relief  on  any  terms  it  may  choose.  It  may  say  that  these  heirs 
3iaU  not  be  paid  unless  their  father  was  a  native  of  this  country,  or  uuless  the  I'resi- 
dent  shall  audit  and  settle  their  claim  ;  or  unless  they  shall  present  it  within  twenty 
days :  or  unless  they  shall  prove  their  father's  constant  loyalty. 

VII.  In  concluding  this  paper,  and  this  allusion  to  the  **  precedent"  which  the  en- 
actment of  this  bill  would  establish,  we  frankly  admit  that,  if  the  Senate  should  be 
of  opinion  that,  in  a  case  where  a  great  government  has  constituted  itself  trustee  of 
those  who  were,  by  this  act  of  Congress,  declared  to  be  entitled  to  the  procee«ls  of 
captured  and  abandoned  property  (13  Wall.,  1:38),  and  where  such  government  has  got 
snch  proceeds  into  its  pocket,  ana  where  such  citizen  has  ever  been  faithful  to  his  gov- 
ernment— so  faithful  that  he  and  his  children  have  been  assassinated  because  of  such 
fidelity — that  there  it  is  right  and  good  policy  and  good  morality  for  the  goverument 
to  keep  that  trust  money,  and  to  prevent  the  children  of  the  deceasetl  owner  thert'^of 
to  be  thus  deprived  of  their  only  patrimony,  then  the  passage  ot  this  bill  would  be  a 
'' precedent"  out  of  harmony  with  such  opinions. 

But  we  respectfully  submir  that  it  would  be  no  more  out  of  harmony  with  such  a 
view  of  public  right  than  is  such  view  out  of  harmony  with  the  law — **Thou  shalt 
not  steal." 

Yours,  truly, 

SHELLABARGER  &  WILSON'. 
Hon.  George  F.  Hoar, 

of  the  Committee  on  Claims  of  the  United  Slatee  Senate. 

We  report  the  accompanying  substitute  for  said  bilL 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  31, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Maxey,  from  the  Committee  ou  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing      ^ 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1726.] 

The  Commiiiee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (8. 1726) 
to  restore  Charles  Harrod  Campbell  to  the  rank  of  captain  in  the  Army^ 
respectfully  submits  the  folloicing  report : 

The  committee  respectfully  submits — 

1.  The  military  history  and  papers  annexed  of  said  Campbell,  markedl 
Exhibit  A. 

2.  The  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  dated  18th  May,  1882,  marked 
Exhibit  B. 

3.  Letter  of  Adjutant-General,  dated  17th  May,  1882,  marked  Ex- 
hibit C. 

4.  Eeport  of  the  Judge- Advocate-General,  marked  Exhibit  D. 

5.  Proceedings  of  a  general  court-martial,  marked  Exhibit  E. 

6.  Letters  of  General  Grant,  Admiral  Porter,  Mr.  Curtis,  and  General 
Barnes,  asking  his  restoration. 

The  foregoing  papers  are  made  part  of  this  report,  but  being  volumi- 
nous, are  referred  to  as  part  hereof. 

A  careful  examination  of  the  papers  renders  it  entirely  clear  to  the 
committee  that  the  bill  ought  not  to  pass;  wherefore  the  committee 
recommend  that  the  bill  (S.  1726)  do  not  pass;  that  the  same  be  indefi- 
nitely postponed,  and  that  the  committee  be  discharged  from  further 
consideration. 

In  making  this  report  the  committee  begs  to  add  that  the  restoration 
to  the  Army  of  an  officer  dismissed  by  sentence  of  a  court-martial  should, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  never  be  done,  unless  there  has  been 
gross,  manifest,  palpable  injustice.  Nothing  of  the  kind  is  shown  im 
this  case. 


Fort  Guaxt,  Aniz.,  Noremher  24,  188a. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  herewith  to  tender  my  resignation  as  an  officer  of  the  United 
Stat«8  Army. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 
Captain  Sixth  Cavalry , 
The  Adjutant-Gexeual,  V.  S.  A., 

Washington,  D.  C. 


3  CHARLES  HARROD  CAMPBELL. 

[Inclosure  accompanying  the  above  letter.] 

* 

I,  Cbarles  H.  Campbell,  captain  Sixth  Regiment  United  States  Cavalry,  do  hereby 
solemnly  pledge  mysf^lf  to  totally  abstain  from  the  use  of  intoxicating  liqnore  of  all 
kinds  dunne  the  time  I  shall  remain  in  active  service  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  nor  durins  the  time  aforesaid  will  I  use  the  same  medicinally  except  when 
prescribed  by  a  physician  and  then  only  in  case  of  absolute  necessity,  and  the  afore- 
said physician  having  been  notified  of  this  pledge. 
Made  and  subscribed  to  at  Fort  Grant,  Arizona,  this  24th  dav  of  November,  1880. 

C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 
Captain  Sixtk  Cavalry, 
Witnesses : 

Stephen  C.  Millh, 

Second  Lieutenant  Ticelfth  Infantry, 
John  N.  Glass, 

■  Second  'Lieutenant  Sixth  Cavalry. 

[Indorsement  of  the  President  on  the  above  letter  of  Captain  Campbell's  tondering  bis  resignation.} 

The  foregoing  resignation  is  hereby  accepted. 

R.  B.  HAYES. 
February  15, 1881. 


Exhibit  A. 

Headquarters  of  the  Army, 

Ad4Utaxt-General's  Office, 

IVaehington,  May  17,  ldS2. 

Statement  of  the  military  service  of  Charlen  H.  Campbell,  of  the  United  States  Army,  com- 
piled from  the  records  of  this  office, 

volunteer  record. 

Mustered  into  service  as  tirj4t  Uentt-naut  First  New  York  Artillery,  Febrnary  4,  1^65. 

Appointed  captain  and  assistant  adjutaut-treneral  of  volunteers,  June  1,  1865. 
(Brevetted  first  lieutenant  of  volunteers,  April  9,  1865,  for  meritorious  services  during 
the  campaign,  terminating  with  the  surrender  of  the  insurgent  army  under  General 
K.  E.  Lee.) 

^S^jfTiof.— On  the  staff  of  General  A.  A.  Humphreys,  from  February  to  August,  1865; 
assistant  adjutant-general,  district  of  Pennsylvania,  to  October  !;J3, 1865,  and  await- 
ing orders  until  honorably  mustered  out,  May  11,  1866, 

REGULAR  ARMY  RECORD. 

Appointed  second  lieutenant  Sixth  Cavalry,  25th  Julv,  1866 ;  promoted  firet  lieuten- 
ant Sixth  Cavalry,  7th  May,  1867  ;  promoted  captain  Sixth  Cavalry,  20th  September, 
1874.  (Brevetted  first  lieutenant  and  captain,  2d  March,  1867,  '^  for  gallant  and  meri- 
torious services  in  the  battle  of  Petersburg,  Va.") 

Service,— On  duty  at  Carlisle  Barracks,  Pennsylvania,  from  September  11  to  OctoberSl, 
1866 ;  conducting  recniits  to  posts  in  Texas  to  January,  1867 ;  in  arrest  January  to  Feb- 
ruary, 1868;  witn  regiment  in  Texas  to  October  28,  1870  ;  in  arrest  to  Marcii8,  1871 
(flee  Greneral  Court-Martial  Order?,  No.  8,  Department  Texas,  February  7,  1871,  copy 
herewith) ;  with  regiment  iu  Texas  to  April  20,  1871,  and  Indian  Territory  and  Kan- 
sas to  March  9,  1872  ;  on  leave  to  May  31,  1872,  and  surgeon's  certificate  of  disability, 
to  September  23, 1872 ;  with  regiment  in  Kansas  to  December  16,  1873 ;  on  leave  to 
February  18, 1874 ;  with  regiment  in  Kansas  to  Jnly  2, 1874  ;  on  exi>edition  in  the 
•  field,  Indian  Territory,  to  December  31,  1874;  at  Fort  Hays,  Kansas,  to  March  19, 
1875  ;  in  the  field  on  scouting  duty  to  May,  1875  ;  in  Arizona  to  July  22,  1877  ;  in  ar- 
rest and  before  general  court-martial  to  August  7,  1877  (see  General  Court-Martial  Or- 
ders, No.  18,  Department  Arizona,  August  7,  1877,  copy  herewith  );  with  regiment  in 
Arizona  to  October  5,  1877  ;  in  arrest  and  awaiting  sentence  of  general  court-martial 
to  February  2,  1878  (see  General  Court-Martial  orders,  No.  83,  of  December  27,  1877, 
from  this  office,  copy  herewith);  x\'ith  regiment  in  Arizona  to  January  27,  1880;  on 
leave  to  September  15,  1880 ;  in  arrest  from  September  20  to  October  2, 1880 ;  com- 
manding company  at  Fort  (irant,  Arizona,  to  November  1,  1880 ;  in  arrest  and  await- 
ing sentence  of  general  court-martial  until  he  resigned,  February  15,  1881. 

R.  C.  DRUM, 

Jdjtttant'Oeneral. 


CHARLES  HAHROD  CAMPBELL. 


[Oen«ral  Coart-MartiAl  Orders,  No.  8.  ] 


Headquarters  Department  of  Texas, 

(Texas  and  Louisiana), 
San  Antonio  J  TexaSj' February  7,  1871. 

I.  Before  a  general  court-martial  which  convened  at  Fort  Richardson,  Texas,  on  Mon- 
day, Decemb^  19,  1870,  pursuant  to  paragraph  HI  of  Special  Order  No.  151,  head- 
quarters Department  of  Texas,  dated  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  November  26,  1870,  and  of 
which  Maj.  Robert  M.  Morris,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry,  is  president,  was  arraigned 
and  tried : 

1.  First  Lieut.  Charles  H.  CampbeU,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry. 

Charge  I.~*^  Disobedience  of  orders,  in  violation  of  the  ninth  Article  of  War." 

SpeaficaHon  Ist. — '*  In  this,  that  he,  First  Lieut.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Regi- 
ment United  States  Cavalry,  having  received  a  lawful  order  at  drill  from  his  immedi- 
ate commander  and  superior  officer,  M%j.  A.  K.  Arnold,  Sixth  Regiment  United  States 
Cavalry  (he  bein^  at  the  time  in  charse  of  the  drill),  to  take  his  place  in  the  line  of 
file  closers,  he  (Lieutenant  Campbell)  bein^  at  the  time  in  command  of  a  platoon,  but 
iDCompetent  through  ignorance  of  his  tactics  to  drill  said  platoon  properly,  did  refuse 
to  obey  said  order.  AU  this  at  or  near  Fort  Richardson,  Texas,  on  or  about  the  28  th 
day  of  October,  1870." 

Specification  id. — *'  In  this,  that  he,  First  Lieut.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Regi- 
ment United  States  Cavalry,  having  received  a  lawful  order  at  drill  (a  second  time) 
from  his  immediate  commander  and  superior  officer,  Maj.  A.  K.  Arnold,  Sixth  Regi- 
ment United  States  Cavalry  (he  being  at  the  time  in  charge  of  the  drill),  to  take  his 
place  in  the  line  of  file  closers,  he  (Lieutenant  Campbell)  being  at  the  time  in  com- 
mand of  a  platoon,  but  incompetent  through  ignorance  of  his  tactics  to  drill  said  pla- 
toon properly,  did  refuse  to  ooey  said  order.  All  this  at  Fort  Richardson,  Texas,  on 
or  aboat  the  28th  day  of  October,  1870." 

Speci/lcathn  3d  .-  '*  In  this,  that  he.  First  Lieut.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Regi- 
ment United  States  Cavalrjs  having  received  a  lawful  order  at  drill  from  his  imme- 
diate commander,  Maj.  A.  K.  Arnold,  Sixth  Regiment  United  States  Cavalry  (he 
being  at  the  time  in  charge  of  the  drill),  to  go  to  his  quarters  in  arrest,  did  disobey 
said  order  for  his  arrest,  and  did  reply,  *  I  will  go  to  my  quarters  but  will  not  obey 
your  arrest.'  All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Richardson,  Texas,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of 
October,  1870." 

Specification  4th, — <'In  this,  that  he.  First  Lieut.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Regi- 
ment United  States  Cavalry,  having  received  a  lawful  order  at  drill  from  his  imme- 
diate commander,  Maj.  A.  K.  Arnold,  Sixth  Regiment  United  States  Cavalry  (he  being 
at  the  time  in  charge  of  the  drill),  to  ^o  to  his  quarters  in  arrest  (this  being  the  second 
time  l\e  received  said  order),  did  retuse  to  obey  said  order  for  his  arrest,  and  did 
reply*  'I  will  go  to  my  quarters  but  I  will  not  consider  myself  under  arrest ;  you  have 
no  right  to  arrest  me ;  the  adjutant  is  the  person  who  does  that,'  or  wordtt  to  that 
effect.  Ml  this  at  or  near  Fort  Richardson,  Texas,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  October, 
1880." 

Charge  II. — ''Insubordinate  conduct,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military 
discipline." 

Spedficaiion, — ''In  this,  that  he.  First  Lieut.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Regiment 
Unitea  States  Cavalry,  having  been  repeatedly  ordered  by  his  superior  and  commanding 
officer,  M%j.  A.  K.  Arnold,  Sixth  Regiment  United  States  Cavalry,  to  take  his  place  in 
line  of  file  closers  (he.  Major  Arnold,  being  in  the  execution  of  his  duty),  did  repeatedly 
refnse  to  obey  said  order,  and  did  thus  act  in  an  insubordinate  manner  in  the  presence 
of  enlisted  men,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline.  AU  this  at  or 
near  Fort  Richardson,  Texas,  on  or  about  the  2dth  of  October,  1870." 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused.  First  Lieut.  Charles  H.  Campbell, 
Sixth  United  States  Cavalry,  pleaded  "Not  Guilty." 

FINDING. 

The  court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  alduced,  finds  the  accused: 

Of  the  first  specification,  first  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  second  specification,  first  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  third  specification,  first  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  fourth  specification,  first  charge,  '*Guiitv." 

Of  the  first  charge,  "  Guiltv." 

Of  the  specification,  second  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  second  charge,  "Guilty." 

SENTENCE. 

And  the  court  does  therefore  sentence  him.  First  Lieut.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth 
United  States  Cavalry,  "to  be  reprimanded  in  General  Orders  by  the  dei>artment 
commander." 
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The  coart  is  thns  lenient  on  account  of  the  evident  misaiiprehension  on  the  part  of 
the  accused  as  to  the  legality  of  the  orders  given  by  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  drill. 

II.  In  the  foreffoing  case  of  First  Lient.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States 
Cavalry,  the  mildness  of  the  sentence  is  apparent  on  the  face  of  the  specifications, 
and  the  department  commander  is  nnable  to  see  any  adequate  reason  for  the  great 
leniency  shown  bv  the  court.  There  could  be  no  question  in  the  mind  of  an  officer  of 
any  experience  whatever  an  to  the  legality  of  M^Jor  Arnold's  orders,  or  his  right  to 
place  Lieutenant  Campbell  in  arrest,  and  the  pretext  of  the  accused  that  these  orders 
were  of  doubtAil  legality  does  not  redound  much  to  his  credit  as  a  well-informed  and 
sagacious  officer. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  are  approved.  Lieutenant  Cdmpbell  Will 
be  released  from  arrest  and  resume  his  sword. 

By  command  of  Col.  J.  J.  Reynolds: 

H.  CLAY  WOOD, 
Assistant  AdJutanUGtneraL 


(Gencna  Orders,  No.  18.1 
Qencral  court-martial  at  Prescott,  Ariz. 
Case  tried:  Ciipt.  Charles  H.  Camtpbi^ll,  Sixth  Cavalr}'. 

HBADQUARTCRS  DEPARTJMrKNT  OF  Al<t20XA, 

Prtstottf  Awgust  7,  1677. 

I.  Before  a  general  court-martial,  of  which  H^'.  Rodney  Smithy  paymaster,  U.  S.  A., 
is  president,  which  convened  at  these  headquarters  on  the  ^th  day  of  July,  le^7,  by 
virtue  of  paragraph  2,  Special  Orders  No.  72,  current  series,  from  tnese  headquarters, 
was  arraigned  and  tried : 

1.  Gapt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Charge. — '^  Conduct  imbecomiog  an  officer  and  gentleman,  in  violation  of  the  sixty - 
first  Article  of  War.     (New. ) " 

Specification. — **In  this,  that  Capt.  C.  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry, 
did  write  the  following  letter  to  Capt  W.  S.  Worth,  Eighth  Infantry,  relative  to  his 
(Captain  Worth)  official  acts  as  commanding  officer,  conuuanding  Camp  Apache,  Ari- 
zona, to  wit : 

'*  *Camp  Verde,  Arizona,  June  19,  1877. 
"< Major  W.  S.  Worth: 

^'  'Sir:  I  have  been  informed  of  the  manner  in  which  you  have  acted  towanls  one  of 
my  lanndresseei,  left  at  Camp  Apache,  because  I  had  not  sufficient  transportation  to 
bring  her  with  me. 

**  *  Under  different  circumstances  I  should  endeavor  to  have  you  tried  by  court-martial 
for  your  conduct. 

**  *  I  have  long  since  known  that  you  were  devoid  of  all  honor,  but  (until  I  heard  of 
your  late  action)  I  did  not  think  all  gentlemanly  instincts  had  left  yon. 

"  *  The  vindictive  feelings  you  have  towards  me,  but  dare  not  exhibit  in  ray  presence, 
you  vent  upon  a  poor  old  woman. 

**  *  Your  conduct  is  low  and  dirty,  and  I  consider  you  an  unlit  associate  for  gentle- 
men. 

^*^C.  H.CAMPBELL.' 

"This  on  or  about  the  19th  day  of  June,  1877,  at  Camp  Verde,  Arizona." 
Additional  ciCARCiE. — •*  Conduct  unl>ecoming  an  officer  and  gentleman." 
Specification  firH. — '*  In  this,  that  he,  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States 
Cavalry,  did  appropriate  to  his  own  use  the  sum  of  $70  company  fnnd,  belonging  to 
Company  A,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry.     This  at  Camp  Apache,  Arizona,  between 
July  15  and  September  30,  1875." 

Specification  second. — "In  this,  that  he,  Capt.  C.  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States 
Cavalry,  when  called  upon  by  Maj,  James  Biddle,  Sixth  Uuited  States  Cavalry, 
acting  assistant  inspector  general.  Department  of  Arizona,  in  his  official  capacity  aa 
inspector,  for  a  statement  of  company  funds  on  hand,  did  officially  present  to  said 
inspector,  maj.  James  Biddle,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry,  the  accounts  of  his 
(Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell)  company  fund  of  Company  A,  Sixth  United  States  Cav- 
alry, showing  a  balance  of  $72.57  as  being  on  hand  for  the  second  quarter  ending 
June  30.  1876,  which  statement  was  false.  He,  the  said  Capt.  Charles  U.  Campbell, 
Sixth  United  States  Cavalry,  having  appropriated  the  said  company  fund  to  his  own 
use.    This  at  Camp  Apache,  Arizona,  on  or  about  July  4,  1876." 

Specification  third,— *^  In  this,  that  he,  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United 
States  Cavalry,  when  called  upon  for  a  statement  of  his  company-fund  account  did 
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present  the  following  statement  to  Maj.  James  Biddle,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry, 
acting  assistant  inspector-general^  Department  of  Arizona,  while  acting  in  his  official 
capacity  as  inspector,  viz : 

"  *  Camp  Apache,  Arizona,  Juty  5, 1876. 

"'Total  amount  of  company  fund  on  hand  in  possession  of  Capt.  Charles  H.  Camp- 
bell, Sixth  United  States  Cavalry,  commanding  Company  A,  $T2.57.' 

"The  said  statement  being  false  and  intended  to  deceive,  in  that  the  amount  therein 
carried  on  as  accruing,  viz,  $73.57,  during  tlie  period  of  the  second  quarter  of  1876, 
was  not  oo  hand,  but  was  appropriated  by  the  said  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth 
United  States  Cavalry,  to  his  own  use.  This  at  Camp  Apache,  Arizona,  on  or  about 
July  5,  1876." 

plba. 

To  the  specification,  1st  charge,  "Guilty." 
To  the  1st  charge,  "Not  Guilty." 

To  th«  1st  specification,  additional  charge,  "  Not  Guilty." 

To  the  2d  specification,  additional  charge,  "  In  bar  of  trial."    Not  sustained  by  the 
court.     Whereupon  the  accused  pleaded  "Not  Guilty." 
To  the  3d  specification,  additional  charge,  "Not  Guilty." 
To  the  additional  charge,  "Not  Guilty." 

FINDINGS.  • 

Of  the  apeidftcation,  lat  charge,  "  Guilty." 

Of  the  Ist  charge,  "Not  Guilty,"  but  "Guilty"  of  conduct  prejudicial  to  good 
order  and  military  discipline. 
Of  the  1st  specification,  additional  charge,  "Not  Guilty." 
Of  the  2d  specification,  additional  charge,  "Not  Guilty." 
Of  the  3d  specification,  additional  charge,  "  Not  Guilty." 
Of  the  additional  charge,  "Not  Guilty." 

Skntenck. — "Ti»  be  reprimanded  in  orders  by  the  reviewing  authority." 

The  proceedings  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry, 
having  been  thoroughly  examined,  the  following  are  the  orders  in  the  case: 

No  evidence  having  been  submitted  by  the  accnsed  in  mitigation  of  the  specifica- 
tion to  the  first  charge,  to  which  he  plead  guilty,  the  court  has  virtually  ruled  that 
the  specification  does  not  sustain  the  charge.  The  plea  of  guilty  to  the  specification 
w«s  manifestly  made  to  forestall  investigation.  Had  the  court  called  for  witnesses 
and  obtained  evidence  of  some  provocation  to  influence  the  modification  of  the  charge, 
there  might  have  l)een  some  justification  for  such  a  finding. 

It  is  impoesible  to  understand  how  a  court-martial  could  take  so  lenient  a  view  of 
Bach  an  offense  against  military  propriety.  Let  it  pass  into  a  precedent  that  an  officer 
can  write  soch  letters  to  a  late  commanding  officer,  with  no  heavier  penalty  than  a 
Te\  rimand,  then  all  who  think  they  have  a  grievance — ^aud  think  it  revenge  to  insult 
and  call  names — will  awaii;  a  change  of  station  to  avail  themselves  of  it,  for  there 
oonld  be  no  restraining  influence  in  a  reprimand  to  a  mind  that  had  no  higher  sense 
of  redre»  than  to  write  such  a  conimanicafcion ;  for  their  official  acts  commanding  offi- 
cen  would  be  subjected  to  abuse  and  insult  from  non-appreciative  subordinates  as 
soon  as  the  latter  were  beyond  their  control ;  and  official  courtesy  and  respect  for 
authority  wonld  cease  to  exist  in  the  Army. 

Had  the  court  found  the  accused  guiity  of  the  specifications  to  the  additional  charge 
and  attached  no  criminality  thereto,  the  findings  would  at  least  have  been  consistent 
with  the  evidence,  whatever  view  might  be  taken  of  the  court's  judgment  of  the 
offense. 

A  court  may  entertain  its  own  view  of  the  nature  and  degree  of  the  charges,  but  it 
it  is  sworn  to  "well  and  truly  try  and  determine  according  to  evidence."  How  the 
court  conld  find  him  not  guilty  of  these  specifications  cannot  oe  ascertained  by  reading 
the  testimony.  The  evidence  is  very  clear  and  goes  to  sliow  that,  at  the  time  the  ac- 
cused borrowed  $70  to  buy  pigs  for  his  company,  he  should  have  had  #68.29  com- 
pany fund  on  hand,  in  the  third  q.uarter  of  1875.  On  the  15th  of  July  he  charged 
six  hogs  on  h:B  company-fund  account,  which  is  the  first  entry  for  the  quarter. 

The  money  borrowed  for  this  purpose  was  not  paid  until  after  the  charges  were  pre- 
ferred—two years  after  the  transaction. 

One  year  after,  it  is  in  evidence,  he  obtained  $70  from  a  fellow  officer  to  present 
to  the  acting  assistant  inspco tor-general  as  his  company  fund,  which  was  returned 
sfter  serving  this  purpose. 

The  acting  assistant  inspector-general  who  investigated. the  accused  is  very  posi- 
tive as  to  the  confession  of  the  accused,  and  the  testimony  of  a  fellow  officer  snows 
that  he  ( the  accnsed )  was  fiimished  the  money  to  present  to  the  inspector.  No  evidence 
is  product  by  the  accused  to  disprove  the  main  fact.that  he  did  not  have  his  company- 
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fund  balance  on  band  wben  it  was  wanted  for  tbe  nse  of  tbe  company,  or  when  re- 
quired to  produce  it  by  the  inspecting  officer.  The  snbmiesion  of  his  returns  to  show 
tnat  be  bad  accounted  for  all  of  his  company  fund,  is  no  proof  to  the  contrary  in  face 
of  the  evidence  that  he  did  not  have  the  money  when  it  was  required. 

A  careless  administration  of  the  company  fdnd  may  be  frecjuent  with  officers  com- 
manding companies,  but  it  cannot  be  recognized  as  right,'and  if  an  officer  is  arraigned 
he  must  expect  to  be  held  to  as  strict  an  accountability  for  this  fund  as  for  any  other. 
The  fact  that  the  fund  is  generally  small,  and  officers  as  a  rule  believed  to  be  above 
such  petty  embezzlement,  maybe  considered  in  case  of  doubt,  or  where  the  officer  i» 
in  good  standing,  but  when  the  fact  is  found  that  he  cannot  produce  the  fund  when 
required,  he  should  be  held  as  strictly  accountable  as  if  the  fund  were  large;  an  offi- 
cer who  cannot  manage  a  small  fund  has  no  business  in  a  service  where  he  may  at 
any  time  be  required  to  manage  a  large  one.  The  accounts  of  the  accused  are  notori- 
ously in  a  bad  state,  and  it  is  in  evidence  that  he  is  receiving  only  a  fraction  of  his 
salary  in  consequence  of  stoppages,  an  experience  which  should  have  protected  him. 
against  such  accusations. 

The  proceedings  are  approved,  the  findings  and  sentence  are  disapproved.  Captain 
Campbell  will  be  released  from  arrest  and  restored  to  duty. 

II.  The  general  court-martial,  of  which  Maj.  Rodney  Smith,  paymaster,  U.  S.  A.,  is 
president,  is  dissolved. 

By  command  of  August  V.  Kautz,  colonel  Eighth  Infantry,  brevet  major-general 
(assigned). 

J.  P.  MARTIN, 
AsBhiant  Adjutant-General, 


[General  Coart-MartJal  Orders,  Ifo.  83.] 

IlKAnqUARTERS  OF  THE  ARMY, 

Adjutant-General's  Office, 

H'ashingionj  December  27,  1877. 

I.  Before  a  general  court-martial,  which  convened  at  Prescott,  Ariz.,  October  12, 
1877,  pursuant  to  Special  Orders,  No.  108,  headquarters  Department  of  Arizona,  Pres- 
cott, September  25, 1677,  and  of  which  Surgeon  James  C.  McKee,  U.  S.  Army,  is  pres- 
dent,  was  arraigned  and  tried — 

Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Charge  I.— ''Violation  of  the  60th  Article  of  War." 

SpecifUaiion  1st.—''  In  that  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry , 
did  appropriate  and  unlawfully  apply  to  his  own  use  and  benefit  the  following  arti- 
cles of  clothing,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  furnished  for  the  military  service 
thereof,  on  or  about  the  dates  prefixed  to  the  respective  articles : 

Value. 

September  29,  1875,  one  forage  cap $U  76 

October  22,  1875,  four  pair  drawers 2  64 

November  11,  1875,  one  great  coat,  mounted 6  44 

November  11,  1875,  five  pairs  gloves 80 

June  27,  1876,  one  pair  trousers,  unmade 5  50 

June  27,  1876,  four  pairs  drawers 2  60 

October  4,  1876,  one  pair  trousers,  mounted,  unmade '. 4  82 

October  4,  1876,  one  pair  sergeant's  stripes 26 

October  15,  1876,  one  poncho 2  63 

December  20,  1876,  one  pair  brass-sorewed  boot>s 3  28 

January  10,  1877,  four  pairs  drawers 2  60 

January  11,  1877,  two  sergeant's  stripes 52 

March  16,  1877,  five  pairs  gloves    75 

March  16,1877,  three  woolen  blankets 11  94 

June  9,  1877,  four  stable  frocks 3  72 

« 

"  This  near  Fort  Lyon,  Colo.,  at  Camp  Apache,  Ariz.,  and  Camp  Verde,  Ariz.,  be- 
tween September  29,  1875,  and  June  9,  1877." 

Specification  2d. — "  In  that  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry,  having  re- 
ceived from  Lieut.  £.  C.  Hentig,  Sixth  Cavalry,  the  sum  of  ;^27.82,  more  or  less,  iu 
Saymeut  for  clothing  belonging  to  Company  A,  Sixth  Cavalry,  and  which  the  said 
lieutenant  Hentig  had  used,  did  fail,  and  still  fails,  to  render  to  the  United  States 
any  acconnt  or  return  of  ^id  money,  but  has  appropriated  it  to  his  own  use  and 
benefit.  This  at  Camp  Apache,  Ariz.,  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  October,  1876,  and 
np  to  the  present  date,  September  13,  1877." 
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Charge  II.—"  Violation  of  the  8th  Article  of  War." 

SpedfioatioH  1st. — ''In  that  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry^ 
did  knowingly  make  to  the  Qnartermaster-Generalt  U.  S.  Army,  a  false  retnm  of  the 
clothing  of  the  company  nnder  his  command^  said  return  being  false  in  that  one  old 
pattern  blouse ;  four  pairs  brass-screwed  boots ;  nine  compaign  hats ;  one  pair  trousers, 
made;  three  pairs  trousers,  unmade;  seventeen  pairs  drawers;  one  forage  cap  ;  one  great 
coat,  mounted  ;  t-en  pairs  gloves;  one  pair  trousers,  mounted,  unmade;  hve  sergeant 
Btripes;  one  poncho;  and  iive  woolen  blankets,  reported  by  him  (the  said  Captain 
Campbell)  as  being  '  on  hand,'  were  not  on  hand  as  reported  in  his  return,  but  had 
been  appropriated  by  him,  the  said  Captain  Campbell,  to  his  own  use  and  benefit. 
This  at  Camp  Apache,  Ariz.,  on  or  about  the  31st  day  of  March,  1877." 

Specification  2d—''  In  that  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry, 
did  knowingly  make,  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  U.  S.  Army,  a  false  return  of  the 
anas  of  the  company  under  his  command,  said  return  being  false  in  that  one  Spring- 
iield  carbine,  cal.  .45,  and  nine  Colt's  revolvers,  cal.  .45,  reported  by  him,  the  said 
Captain  Campbell,  as  beins  '  on  hand,'  were  not  on  hand  as  reportea  in  his  return, 
but  had  been  unlawfully  disposed  of  by  him,  the  said  Captain  Campbell.  This  at 
Camp  Apache,  Ariz.,  on  or  about  the  31st  day  of  March,  1877." 

CiiARGK  III. — "Conduct  unbecoming  an  officer  and  a  gentleman,  in  violation  of  the 
Sixiy.first  Article  of  War." 

Specification  1^1.— "In  that  Capt.  Charles H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry, 
did  appropriate  to  his  own  use  and  benefit  the  sum  of  $:)6.67,  company  fund,  belong- 
ing to  Company  A,  Sixth  Cavalrj^.  This  at  Camn  Verde,  Arizona,  between  the  6th 
day  of  Jnne,  1877,  and  the  2l8t  day  of  July,  1877." 

Specification  'iff.— »*In  that  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalrj',  did  make  in 
the  company-fund  account  book  of  Company  A,  Sixth  Cavalry,  an  otficial  record  book 
of  said  company,  a  return  of  the  company's  fund  account,  in  the  following  words  and 
figures,  to  wit : 

Company-fund  account  of  Company  A,  Sixth  Cavalry^  for  part  of  third  quarter^  1877. 


•Jone  30    Balance  on  hand.    $89. 47 


Jnly  6   50  ponndft  beef, 'S)  10  cents 

July20    40  plates,  ^  SM)  centa 

Jnly  20    40  cups  and  iiancera,  ®  $5  per  dozen 

Jaly  21 ,  Tranaferred  to  Lient.  A.  Henely.  Sixth  Cavalry. 


15  00 
20  00 

16  67 
97  SO 


I  certify  that  the  above  accoount  la  correct. 


C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 
Captain  Sixth  CavcUry,  Commanding  Company  A, 


^hich  retnm  was  false,  in  that  $36.67  alleged  to  have  been  paid  by  him  (the  said 
Captain  Campbell )  for  plates,  cups,  and  saucers,  had  sot  been  expended,  but  had  been 
appropriated  by  him  (the  said  Captain  Campbell)  to  his  own  use  and  benefit.  This 
at  Camp  Verde,  Arizona,  on  or  about  the  21st  day  of  July,  1877." 

Specification  .3d.— "In  that  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry,  while  being 
tried  by  a  general  court-martial,  in  session  at  Prescott,  Ariz.,  did  submit  in  his  de- 
fense, before  said  court,  the  following  account,  in  words  and  figures,  to  wit: 

Company-fund  account  of  Company  A,  Skrth  Cavalry,  for  part  of  third  quarter j  1877. 


Jane  30 


Balance  on  hand:    $09. 47 


July   6 '  50  pounds  beef,  S- 10  cents 
July  20 1  40  platen.  9  50  cents 


$5  00 
20  00 

Jnly  20 '  40  cups  and  saucers,  ®  $5  per  dozen >  16  67 

July  21 1  Transferred  to  Lieut  A.  Ilenely,  Sixth  Cavalry. .    27  60 


I  certify  that  the  aboTe  account  is  correct. 


C.  H.  CAMPBELL. 
Captain  Sixth  Cavalry,  Commanding  Company  A. 


which  account  was  falw.    This  at  Prescott,  Ariz.,  between  the  25th  day  of  July, 
ltft7,  and  the  3d  day  of  Aujmst,  1877." 

Spcdfioation  Ath. — ''In  this,  that  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry,  while 
heiog  tried  by  a  general  court-martial,  in  session  at  Prescott,  Ariz.,  did  snbmit  in  his 
defense,  before  said  court,  the  following  affidavit,  in  words  and  figures,  to  wit: 

"  '  Territory  of  Arizona, 

"  *  County  of  Tavapaij  L,  S,  : 

*'  *  Before  me,  the  undersigned,  a  notary  public  in  and  for  the  county  and  territory 
aforesaid,  personally  appeared  Capt.  C.  A.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry, 
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who  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  be  did  not  admit  to  M%j.  James  Biddle, 
Sixth  Cavalry,  at  any  time  or  in  any  place,  that  he  had  presented  borrowed  money 
to  him  with  intent  to  deceive  him,  and  that  he  has  not,  since  he  has  Iteeu  in  command 
of  a  company,  ever  received  one  cent  of  company  funds  for  which  he  has  not  properly 
accounted. 

"*C.  H.CAMPBELL, 

*' '  Captain  Sixth  Cavalry, 

^'  'Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me  this  Ist  day  of  August,  1877. 

**  •JAMES  GOUOH, 

'' 'Notary  Public/ 

which  affidavit,  sworn  to  and  snbsciibed  by  the  said  Captain  Campbell,  before  the 
said  James  Gough,  notary  public,  at  the  time  and  place  above  mentioned,  was  false. 
This  at  Prescott,  Ariz.,  between  the  25th  day  of  Jnly,  1877,  and  the  3d  day  of  August, 
1877, 

Additioxal  charge  I. — ^'  Conduct  nn)>ecoming  an  officer  and  a  gentleman,  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Sixty-first  Article  of  War.'' 

Speinfioation  Ut—*^ln  that  Capt.  Charles H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry, 
did  write  and  forward  to  the  Quartermaster-General,  U.  8.  Army,  Washington,  D.  C, 
the  following  letter,  in  words  and  figures,  to  wit: 

"*Camp  Verde,  Arizona,  August  18,  1877. 
•<*  •To  the  Quartermastkr-Grneral, 

"  *  United  StattB  Army,  Waahington,  D.  C. : 

**  *  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  quarterly  return  of  qcartcrmaster 
iitores,  pertaining  to  Compauy  A,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry,  for  the  second  quar- 
ter, 1877.  My  return  is  rendered  at  so  late  a  date  owing  to  the  tardiness  and  neglect 
of  the  A.  A.  I.  G.  of  this  department,  from  whom  I  have  been  unable  to  procure,  until 
recently,  certain  inventones  necessary  to  complete  my  papers. 

•*'C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 
**  *  Captain,  Sixth  Cavalry ^  Comnuinding  Company  J/ 

which  letter  was  false,  in  that  it  was  not  owing  "  to  the  tardiness  and  neglect''  of 
the  acting  assistant  inspector-general  of  the  Department  of  Arizona  that  his  returns 
were  rendered  at  so  late  a  date.    Tbis  at  Camp  Venle,  Arix..  on  August  18,  1877." 

Speoifiration  'id,--''  In  that  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States  Cav- 
alry, did  write  and  forward  to  tne  Quartermaster-General,  L"".  S.  Army,  W^ashington, 
D.  C,  the  following  letter,  in  words  and  figures,  to  wit: 

^'^Camp  Yerdr,  Ariz.,  August  18,  1877. 
*^ '  To  the  Quartermaster-General, 

"  '  United  States  Army,  Jl'ashingtan,  D.  C.  : 

"  '  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  quarterly  return  of  quartermaster  stores, 
pertaining  to  Company  A,  Sixth  Cavalry,  for  the  second  qnarCiBr,  1877.  My  return  is 
rendered  at  so  late  a  date  owing  to  the  tardiness  and  neglect  of  the  acting  asaistaat 
inspector-general  of  this  department,  from  whom  I  have  been  uuable  to  procure,  until 
recently,  certain  inventories  necessary  to  complete  my  papers. 

*'^C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 
"  '  Capiaim,  Sixth  Cavaby,  Commanding  Company  A,^ 

which  letter  did  unwarrantedly  and  unjustly  reflect  upon  his  superior  officer,  Maj. 
James  Biddle,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry,  acting  assistant  inspector-general,  De- 
partment of  Arizona,  because  it  was  not  owing  '  to  the  tardiness  and  neglect '  of  the 
acting  assistant  inspect4>r-gen^ral  of  the  Department  of  Arizona  that  'certain  invent- 
ories'^were  not  received  by  him  (the  said  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell)  in  time  to  com- 
plete his  returns.  This  at  Camp  Verde,  Arizona,  on  August  18,  1877." 
Additional  charge  II.—"  Violation  of  the  Sixtieth  Article  of  War." 
Spedftcation.^^ln  that  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry,  did 
misapiiropriate  one  Colt's  revolver,  caliber  .45,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and 
for  which  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth'  UnitiKl  States  Cavalry,  was  responsible, 
and  did  give  the  said  Colt's  revolver  to  P.  S.  O'Kelly,  a  civilian  employed  by  the  quar- 
termaster department  at  Camp  Apache,  Arizona.  This  at  Camp  Apache,  Arizona,  on 
or  about  May  11,  1877." 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused,  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth 
Cavalry,  pleaded  as  follows : 

Charge  L 

To  the  1st  specification,  "  Not  Guiltv." 
To  the  2d  specification,  *'Not  Guilty." 
To  the  charge,  "Not  Guilty." 
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To  the  Ist  specification,  "  Not  Guilty." 
To  the  2cl  8i>ecificatioii,  **  Not  Guilty." 
To  the  charge,  •'Not  Guilty." 

Charge  IIL 

To  the  Ist  specification,  **Not  Guilty." 
To  the  2d  specification,  **  Not  Guilty." 
To  tbo3d  specification,  *•  Not  Guilty." 

To  the  4th  specification,  *^  Guilty,  except  so  much  thereof  as  alleges  said  '  afiidavit 
was  false,'  aud  of  the  excepted  words  Not  Guilty." 
To  the  Charge,  "Not  Guilty." 

Additional  charge  I. 

To  the  Ist  si^ecificatioD,  *'  Guilty,  except  so  ranch  thereof  as  states  *  which  letter  was 
falate,  lu  that  it  was  not  owing  to  the  tardiness  and  neglect  of  the  acting  assistant  in- 
bpector-geueral  of  the  Department  of  Arizona  that  his  retnnis  were  rendered  at  so  late 
a  (lat«,'  and  of  the  excepted  wor.  s  Not  Guilty." 

To  the  2d  sitecitication,  *'  Guilty,  except  so  mnch  thereof  as  states  '  which  letter  did 
nuwarrantedly  and  unjustly  reflect  upon  his  superior  officer,  Maj.  James  Biddle,  Sixth 
United  States  Cavalry,  acting  assistant  inspector-general  Department  of  Arizona  be- 
cause it  was  not  owing  to  the  tardiness  and  neglect  of  the  acting  assistant  iji8))ector- 
ceneral  of  the  Department  of  Arizona  that  certain  inventories  were  not  received  by 
him  (the  said  Cupt.  Charles  U.  Campbell)  in  time  to  complete  his  returns,'  aud  of  the 
excepted  words  Not  Guilt3'." 

To  the  charge,  "Not  Guilty." 

Additional  charge  II. 


To  the  specification,  "  Not  Guilty." 
To  the  charge,  "Not  Guilty." 


FINDING. 

Toe  court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the  accused, 
Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry,  as  follows: 

Charge  I. 

Of  the  1st  specification,  "  Guilty." 
Of  the  2«l  specification,  "Guilty." 
Of  the  charge,  "  Guilty." 

Charge  II. 

Of  the  lat  specification,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  2d  specification,  "Guilty,  except  the  words,  'but  had  been  unlawfully  dis- 
poned of  by  him,  the  said  Captain  Campt>ell,'  aud  of  the  excepted  words  Not  Guilty." 

Of  the  charge,  "Not  Guilty,  but  Guilty  of  conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order 
and  military  discipline." 

Charge  III. 

Of  the  1st  specification,  "Not  Guilty." 
Of  the  2d  specification,  "Not  Guilty." 
Of  the  3d  specification,  "  Not  Guilty." 
Of  the  4th  specification,  *'  Not  Guilty." 
Of  the  charge,  "  Not  Guilty." 

Additional  charge  I. 

Of  the  Ist  specification,  "Guilty." 
Of  the  2d  specification.  "  Gailtv." 
Of  the  charge,  "  Guilty." 

Additional  charge  II. 

Of  the  specification,  **  Guilty." 
Of  the  charge,  "  Guilty." 

SENTENCE. 

And  the  court  does  therefore  sentence  him,  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cav 
airy,  "  To  be  dismissed  the  service  of  the  United  States." 

II.  The  record  of  the  proceedings  of  the  general  court-martial  in  the  foregoing  case 
of  Capt.  Charles  A.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry,  having  been  forwarded  to  the  Secretary 
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ofWar  and  by  liim  submitted  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  for  his  action,  the 
following  are  his  orders  thereon,  viz : 

ExKCUTivE  Mansion,  December  26,  1877. 

The  foregoing  findings  and  sentence  in  the  case  of  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth 
Cavalry,  are  disapproved  and  set  aside. 

R.  B.  HAYES. 
By  command  of  General  Sherman  : 

E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant- GeneraL 
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War  Department, 

jrashingtOH  Citjf,  May  18,  1882. 

Sir:  In  reply  to  yonr  communication  of  the  26th  ultimo,  transmitting  Senate  bill 
1726,  to  restore  Charles  H.  Campbell  to  the  rank  of  captain  in  the  Sixth  Cavalry, 
United  States  Army,  for  such  report  as  may  aid  the  committee  in  ite  conclasions,  and 
such  suggestions  as  to  the  effect  of  restorations  upon  the  service,  as  I  may  deem 
proper  to  make,.!  have  the  honor  to  inclose  a  report'  of  the  Adjutant>Qeneral  of  the 
Army,  bearing  date  the  17th  instant,  accompanied  by  a  transcript  of  the  record  of 
the  court-martial  proceedings  which  resulted  m  Captain  Campbell  s  resignation,  with 
the  report  thereon  of  the  Judge-Advpcate-General,  and  a  copy  of  the  resignation  of 
Captain  Campbell;  also  a  statement  o'f  his  military  services.  I  return  also  the  com- 
mendatory letters  inclosed  by  you. 

The  record  of  the  last  court-ipartial  proceeding,  in  consequence  of  which  Captain 
Campbell  tendered  his  resignation,  shows,  in  my  opinion,  that  he  was  entirely  unfit 
to  hold  any  commission  in  the  Army,  and  especially  that  of  a  captain  directly  re- 
sponsible for  the  safety,  discipline,  and  welfare  of  his  company. 

The  records  of  previous  courts-martial,  the  general  orders  relating  to  which  are  in- 
closed by  the  Adjutant-General,  indicate,  if  they  do  not  show  clearly,  a  general  unfit- 
ness in  Captain  Campbell  as  an  oflicer  of  ihe  Army. 

I  do  not  overlook  the  letters  from  strong  and  infiuential  friends  of  Captain  Camp- 
bell and  his  family,  inclosed  in  your  letter,  and  if  the  position  of  captain  in  the  Army 
had  no  responsibilities  and  could  be  bestowed  as  an  act  of  kindness  or  charity  with- 
out injustice  to  others,  and  harm  to  the  public  service,  I  would  not  feel  called  upou 
to  recommend  unfavorable  consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  evil  of  intemperance  in  the  Army  is  great.  The  friendly  feeling  of  his  brother 
officers  which  shelters  an  intemperate  officer  until  all  his  Army  friends  consider  him 
past  redemption,  is  well  known.  When  he  has  goue  so  far  as  t-o  be  brought  before  a 
court-martial,  and  the  sentence  has  been  confirmed  in  spite  of  the  remonstrances  of 
friends  at  Washington,  1  think  for  the  welfare  and  discipline  of  the  Army  that  the 
offender's  military  career  should  be  considered  closed. 

As  to  the  effect  upon  the  service  of  restorations  by  special  acts,  I  can  add  nothinj; 
of  value  to  what  the  Ad^ntaut-General  has  said  in  his  inclosed  report,  to  which  I  in- 
vite your  special  attention.    I  concur  entirely  in  his  views. 

1  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBT.  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  JTar, 

Hon.  S.  B.  Maxky, 

Of  Committee  on  Military  Affairs ^  V.  8.  Senate, 
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Adjutant-General's  Office, 

May  17,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  Senate  bill  1726,  "to  restore  Charles  Har- 
rod  Campbell  to  the  rank  of  captain  in  the  Array,''  and  the  accompanying  pivpers, 
which  were  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  War  by  Hon.  S.  B.  Maxey,  of  the  Senate  (Join- 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs,  for  report  and  "suggestions  as  to  the  effect  of  restorations 
upon  the  service,"  &c.  1  inclose  a  statement  of  the  military  service  of  Captain  Camp- 
bell, and  copies  of  the  court-martial  orders,  referred  to  therein,  and  also  copy  of  the 
record  of  his  last  trial  by  court-martial,  in  November,  1880,  and  of  the  rejwrt  of  the 
Judge-Advocate-General  thereon,  and  of  Captain  Campbell's  tender  of  resignation  and 
its  acceptance.  It  will  be  seen  from  these  papers  that  his  resignation  was  tendered 
and  accepted  after  he  had  been  tried,  and  sentenced  to  be  dismissed. 
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The  effect  of  restoring  officers  of  the  Army  by  special  legislation  has  frequently 
been  characterized  by  the  department  as  extremely  hurtful  and  injurious  to  the  service, 
and  the  Adiutant-General  is  impelled  to  express  his  entire  concurrence  in  this  view. 
When  an  officer  has  been  tried  by  court-martial,  and  sentenced  to  be  cashiered  oi  dis- 
missed from  the  service,  and  the  sentence  has  been  approved  and  ^iven  effect  by  the 
proper  authority,  he  must  be  held  to  have  justly  forfeited  his  commission.  He  is  tried 
by  his  peers,  and  may  appeal  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  finally  to  the  President, 
and  is  not  likely  to  be  denied  any  consideration  which  his  case  merits.  The  restora- 
tion of  officers  who,  by  their  own  misconduct,  or  voluntary  acts,  have  forfeited  or 
relinquished  their  position  in  the  Army,  involves,  in  most  cases,  vacancies  to  which 
officers  who  have  not  forfeited  their  commissions  are,  by  law  and  of  right,  entitled  to 
be  promoted.  Such  restorations  tend  to  lower  the  regard  and  respect  of  the  Army  for 
military  regulations  aud  law,  and  to  destroy,  in  a  great  measure,  the  incentives  for 
officers  to  render  creditable  aud  efficient  service,  and  to  maintain  unstained  records. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  C.  DRUM, 
A  dju  tan  t-  Genera  /. 

The  honorable  Secretary  of  War. 
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War  Department, 
Bureau  of  Military  Justice, 

Febi-nar^^j  1881. 

Sir:  The  reconl  of  the  trial  of  Capt,  C.  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry,  is  respectfully 
submitted  with  the  following  report: 

Captain  Campbell  was  tried  by  general  court-martial  at  F*ort  Grant,  Ariz.,  on  the 
18th  of  November  last,  under  the  foliowiug  charges : 

I. — Drunkenness  on  duty. 

Six  specifications  are  laid  under  this  charge,  alleging  successively  that  accused  waa 
drank  when  reporting  for  duty  to  his  commanding  officer,  Major  Arnold,  on  the  morn- 
iog  of  September  17  last ;  drunk  when  marching  out  of  camp  on  the  19th  September ; 
drank  oii  the  same  day  while  in  temporary  command  of  the  secoud  battalion  of  troops 
in  the  field  ;  so  drunk  as  to  be  unfit  aud  unable  to  present  himself  at  headquarters  at 
officers*  call ;  and  drunk  on  the  following  morning,  September  20,  in  the  presence  of 
bis  commanding  officer,  during  an  examination  of  witnesses  as  to  his  conduct  on  the 
preceding  day. 

II. — Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline. 

The  ten  specifications  under  this  charge  allege  the  drunken  vomiting  of  accused  in 
the  tent  of  Lieutenant  Toucy,  and  in  the  presence  of  other  officers,  on  tbe  17th  of  Sep- 
tember; his  vomiting  and  dninkenne^sin  hisbwntent  on  the  same  day ;  his  drunken- 
Dess  at  the  trader's  store,  in  the  presence  of  other  officers,  on  the  Itith  of  September ; 
liis  continued  drunkenness  on  the  same  day ;  his  leaving  his  company  while  on  the 
parade  ground,  on  the  19th  of  September,  and  drinking  from  a  bottle  behind  the  officers^ 
qoarters ;  bis  publicly  and  repeatedly  drinking  from  a  bottle  on  the  19th  of  Septem- 
ber, while  on  the  march  and  in  command  ;  his  renewed  and  disorderly  drunkenness 
on  the  20th  September  while  in  arrest  and  on  his  way  from  the  field  to  Camp  Bowie, 
and  his  persistent  neglect  of  all  his  duties  as  company  commander  on  the  17th,  Idth, 
19th,  and  20th  days  of  September  last. 

An  additional  cnarge  alleges  the  drunkenness  of  the  accused  on  the  1st  of  Novem- 
ber last,  while  officer  of  the  day. 

The  accused  pleaded  guilty  and  tendered  to  the  court  a  pledge  of  total  abstinence 
and  a  resignation  of  his  commission,  the  latter  to  be  sent  forward  in  case  of  said 
pledge  being  violated. 

The  conrt  find  accused  guilty  under  every  specification  and  charge,  and  sentence 
bim  to  be  dismissed  the  service. 

General  Willcox,  department  commander,  submits  the  proceedings  for  the  Presi- 
dent's action,  and  recommends  the  execution  of  the  sentence,  inasmuch  as  it  will  be 
seen  from  the  papers,  herewith  accompanying  the  record,  that  Captain  Campbell  has 
already  violated  the  pledge  submitted  with  his  final  plea. 

The  resignation  tendered  by  the  accused  at  his  trial,  and  which  is  unconditional,  is 
appended  to  the  record,  as  is  also  the  pledge  of  abstinence  given  by  him,  which  is  in 
the  following  words: 

'^I,  Charles  H.  Campbell,  captain  Sixth  Regiment  United  States  Cavalry,  do  here- 
bv  solemnly  pledge  myself  to  totally  abstain  fh)m  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  of 
all  kinds  during  the  time  I  shall  remain  in  active  service  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
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States.  Nor  during  the  time  aforesaid  will  I  use  the  same  medicinally,  except  when 
prescribed  by  a  physician,  and  then  only  iu  a  case  of  absolute  necessity,  and  the 
aforesaid  physician  having  been  notified  of  this  pledge. 

'*  Made  and  subscribed  to  at  Fort  Grant,  Arizona,  this  18th  day  of  November,  1880.'' 

Bv  the  tender  of  the  foregoing  pledge  and  resignation  by  the  accused,  four  members 
of  tiie  court  and  Major  Egbert,  tne  Judge-advocate,  were  led  to  sign  a  recommenda* 
tion  for  a  favorable  consideration  of  his  case.  A  later  paper  signed  by  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  court  is  found  with  the  record,  in  which  occurs  the Ibllowing  statement : 
**lt  has  since  come  to  the  knowledge  of  all  the  members  of  the  court  that  Captain 
Campbell  has,  since  he  submitted  his  pledge  to  the  court,  drank  intoxicating  liquors, 
•and  for  that  reason  the  recommendation  above  referred  to  has  been  withdrawn  by  the 
members  who  signed  it."  This  statement,  it  is  seen  from  the  opening  clause,  is  made 
by  the  court,  **  lor  the  iuformation  of  the  reviewing  authority." 

A  letter  to  the  assistant  adjutant-general.  Department  of  Arizona,  from  Maj.  A.  K. 
Arnold,  Sixth  Cavalry,  commanding  Fort  Grant,  also  accompanies  the  record.  In  it 
Major  Arnold  writes : 

''I  desire  to  withdraw  my  recommendation  made  t^  the  commanding  general  in 
telegram  in  the  case  of  Captain  Campbell.  Captain  Campbell  has  already  violated 
his  pledge,  it  having  been  reported  to  me  that  on  the  evening  of  the  20th  November, 
two  days  after  taking  his  pledge,  add  immediately  after  his  trial,  he  was  drunk,  said 
•drunkenness  being  the  result  of  drinking  intoxicating  liquors.  I  inclose  copies  of 
correspondence  on  this  subject  (marked  A,  B,  C,  D,  and  E),  which  fully  substantiate 
the  report." 

The  correspondence  referred  to  consists  of  letters  of  Major  Arnold 
to  the  accused  and  the  latter's  replies.  In  these  Captain  Campbell 
acknowledges  intoxication  subsequently  to  tendering  his  pledge,  and 
•states  that  it  was  chiefly  due  to  large  doses  of  bromide  of  x)otassium ; 
and  on  being  informed  that  the  explanation  was  unsatisfactory,  admits 
having  drunk  liquor,  and  claims  that  he  ^'  considered  his  pledge  as  tak- 
ing effect  from  the  time  when  action  should  be  taken  upon  his  caae  by 
the  proper  authority." 

Upon  this  record,  this  bureau  can  but  advise  that  the  sentence  is  fully  justified  by 
fact  and  law,  and  that  the  interests  of  the  service  call  for  its  confirmation.  It  may  be 
noted  in  this  connection  that  Captain  Campbell  has  heretofore  (in  October,  1877) 
been  dismissed  the  service  by  the  sentence  of  a  general  court-martial,  the  proceedings 
•of  which  were,  however,  not  approved  by  the  President.  (See  General  Court-Martial 
Order  83,  Heaaquarters  of  Army,  1H77 ;  also  proceedings  on  a  previous  trial  in  Greneral 
Order  18,  Department  of  Arizona,  1877.) 

W.  WINTHROP, 
AcHng  Judge-Adtooaie-Oenet^al, 
Hon.  Alexakder  Samset, 

Secretary  of  fTar. 

Official  copy : 

D.  O.  8WAIM, 
Judge-Jdvacais-Gen^al, 


f^ 


Case  1.— Day  1. 

Proceedings  of  a  general  court-martial,  conrened  at  Fort  Grant j  A.  T.,  hy  rirtue  of  the 

following  orders: 

[Special  Ordere,  Mo.  14?.] 

HEAl>QUARTSIi8  DEPARTMEKT  OF  AlUZONA, 

If  hippie  Barracks,  Prescott,  November  3,  1880. 

Extract.] 

I.  A  general  court-martial  is  hereby  appointed  to  meet  at  Fort  Grant,  A.  T.,  at  10 
o^clock  a.  m.f  on  Tuesday,  the  16th  day  of  November,  1880,  or  as  soon  thereafter  aa 
practicable,  for  the  trial  of  Captain  C.  H.  CampbeU,  Sixth  Cavalry,  and  such  other 
parsons  as  may  be  properly  brought  before  it. 

DETAIL  FOR  THE  COURT. 

1.  Lieutenant-Colonel  R.  L.  La  Motte,  Twelfth  Infantry. 

2.  Surgeon  Andrew  K.  Smith,  U.  S.  Army. 
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3.  Captain  6.  M.  Bray  ton,  Eighth  Infantry. 

4.  Captain  A.  T.  Smith.  Eighth  Infantry. 

5.  Captain  C.  B.  McLellan.  Sixth  Cavalry. 

6.  Captain  S.  M.  Whitside,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

7.  Captain  £.  F.  Thompson,  Twelfth  Infantry. 

8.  Captain  A.  R.  Chalt'ee,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

9.  Captain  Adam  Kramer,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Captain  Harry  C.  Egbert,  Twelfth  Infantry,  j a dge-advocate. 

No  other  officers  than  those  named  can  be  aasencnbled  without  manifest  ii^nry  to  the* 

service. 

•  *  •  «  •  #■• 

By  command  of  O.  6.  Willcox,  major-general  (by  assignment). 

FRED.  A.  SMITH, 
First  Lieutenant  and  Adjutant,  Twelfth  Infantry , 

J  cling  Assistant  Adjutant-General, 

[Special  Order*,  Ko.  148.1 

HSADQ17ARTER8  DbPARTMEITT  OF  ABIZONA, 

Whipple  Barracks,  Presoott,  Noctmber  14,  1680. 

iBxtntcti 

I.  The  general  court-martial  appointed  to  meet  at  Fort  Grant,  A.  T.,  by  virtue  of 
paragraph  1,  Special  Orders  No.  142,  current  series,  from  these  headquarters,  is  author- 
ized to  sit  witTOut  regard  to  hours. 

By  command  of  O.  B.  Willcox,  major-general  (by  assignment). 

fkED.  A.  SMITH, 
First  Lieutenant  and  Adjutant,  Twelfth  Infantry, 

Actimj  Assistant  Adjutant-Generals 

Fort  Grant,  A.  T.,  Nov.  16th,  1880—10  o'clock  a.  m. 

The  court  met  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  orders.    Present : 

1.  Lieutenant-Colonel  R.  8.  La  Motte,  Twelfth  Infy. 

2.  Surgeon  Andrew  K.  Smith,  U.  8.  Army. 

3.  Captain  G.  M.  Brayton,  Eighth  Infantry. 

4.  Captain  A.  T.  Smith,  Eighth  Infantry. 

5.  Captain  C.  B.  McLeJlan,  Sixth  Cavalry. 
C.  Captain  S.  M.  Whitside,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

7.  Captain  E.  F.  Thompson,  Twelfth  Infantry.  . 

8.  Captain  A.  R.  Chaffee,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Also,  Captain  H.  C.  Egbert,  Twelfth  Infantry,  judge-advocate. 

Absent:  Captain  Adam  Kramer,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

The  judge-advocate  stated  to  the  court  that  authority  to  employ  a  reporter  had  been 
granted  by  the  department  headquarters,  but  that  a  copy  of  the  autnority  had  not 
yet  been  received. 

The  court  then  proceeded  to  the  trial  of  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cav- 
alry, who  was  called  into  court.  The  judge- advocate  stated  to  the  court  that  the- 
counsel  for  Captain  Campbell  not  haviug  arrived,  he  would  suggest  an  adjournment 
until  to-morrow. 

The  court,  therefore,  adjourned,  to  meet  to-morrow  morning,  the  17th  instant,  at. 
ten  o'clock. 

HARRY  C.  EGBERT, 
Captain  Twelfth  Infy,  Judge- Advocate, 

Day  3. 

Fort  Grant,  A.  T.,  November  l^th,  1880—10  o'clock  a,  m. 

The  court  mot  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  orders  and  adjournment  of  tlie  seventeenth 
instant.    Present: 
1.  Lieut.  Col.  R.  S.  La  Motte,  Twelfth  Infancy. 
%  Surgeon  A.  K.  Smith,  U.  S.  Army. 

3.  Capt.  G.  M.  Brayton,  Eighth  Infantry. 

4.  Capt.  A.  T.  Smith,  Eighth  Infantry. 

5.  Capt.  C.  B.  McLellan,  Sixth  Cavalry. 
C.  Capt.  S.  M.  Whitside,  Sixth  Cavalrjr. 

7.  Capt.  E.  F.  Thompson,  Twelfth- Infon try. 

8.  Capt.  A.  R.  Chaffee,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

9.  Capt.  Adam  Kramer.  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Also,  Capt.  Harry  C.  Egbert,  Twelfth  Infantry,  judge-advocate. 
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The  proceediogs  of  the  previons day  were  read  and  approved.  The  coart  then  pro- 
ceeded with  the  trial  of  Captain  C.  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry,  who  appeared  ia 
court  and  asked  permission  to  introduce  the  Hon.  John  Uaynes,  as  his  counsel,  which 
request  was  granted. 

The  orders  convening  the  court  were  then  read  to  the  accused,  who  was  asked  if  he 
had  any  objection  to  any  member  named  in  the  order.  He  replied  in  the  negative. 
The  members  of  the  court  were  then  severally  duly  sworn  by  the  Judge-advocate,  and 
the  judge-advocate  was  duly  sworn  by  the  president  of  the  court,  all  of  which  oaths 
were  administered  in  the  presence  of  the  accused. 

Thomas  E.  Atkinson  was  then  sworn  as  reporter  in  the  presence  of  the  accused. 

The  accused,  Captain  C.  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry,  was  then  duly  arraigned  on 
the  following  charges  and  specifications : 

Charge  1. — Drunkenness  on  duty,  in  violation  of  the  thirty-eighth  Article  of  War. 

Speciflcation  Ut,  In  this,  that  he,  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cavalry, 
was  drunk  while  reporting  for  duty  to  his  battalion  commander,  Major  A.  K.  Arnold, 
Sixth  U.  S.  Cavalry,  in  camp  near  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about  the  morning  of  Sep- 
tember 17, 18H0. 

Specification  2d. — In  this,  that  he,  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry,  was 
drunk  while  in  command  of  his  company ;  when  marching  out  of  camp ;  when  forming 
outhe  parade  ground  at  Fort  Bowie;  when  marching  out  of  said  post,  on  an  expedi- 
tion against  hostile  Indians;  and  when  marching  down  the  hill  from  said  post  (at  that 
time  swaying  in  his  saddle). 

All  this  near  and  at  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about  September  19th,  1H80. 

Specification  3<i. — In  this,  that  he,  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cavalry, 
was  drunk  when  in  temporary  command  of  the  second  battalion  of  the  troops  ia 
the  field  in  SE.  Arizona,  on  the  march  from  near  Fort  Bowie  to  camp,  about  elevea 
miles  from  said  post,  on  or  about  September  19th,  1880. 

Specification  4th. — In  this,  that  he,  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cav- 
alry, was  drunk  when  in  command  of  his  company  while  going  into  camp,  about 
eleven  miles  from  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T. 

All  this  during  an  expedition  against  hostile  Indians,  on  or  about  the  afternoon 
and  evening  of  September  19th,  1880. 

Specification  bth. — In  this,  that  he.  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cav- 
alry, was,  when  ofllcers*  call  sounded,  unable  or  unfit,  from  drunkenness,  to  present 
himself  at  headquarters. 

All  this  during  an  expedition  against  hostile  Indians,  on  or  about  the  afternoon 
and  evening  of  September  19th,  1880. 

Specification  6/A. — In  this,  that  he.  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cav- 
alry, was  4rank  when  sent  for  by,  and  while  reporting  to,  his  commanding  office'r, 
and  while  answering  for  his  conduct  during  a  formal  examination  of  witnesses ;  this 
examination  being  conducted  in  his  presence,  and  in  the  presence  of  other  officers 
of  the  command,  by  his  commanding  oflicer.  Colonel  E.  A.  Carr,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cavalry. 
All  this  at  camp  in  the  field,  about  eleven  miles  from  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  morning  of  September  20th,  1880. 

Charge  2i>.  Conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline,  in  vio- 
lation of  the  sixty-second  Article  of  War. 

Specification  let. — In  this,  that  he,  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cav- 
alry, was  drank  and  vomiting  in  the  tent  of  Lieut.  Toney,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cavalry,  in 
the  presence  of  subaltern  ofiicers,  at  camp  near  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about  Sep- 
tember 17th,  1880. 

Specification  2d, — In  this,  that  he,  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cavaliy, 
wasdnink  and  vomiting  in  his  tent,  the  back  of  which  was  raised  so  that  he  was  ob- 
served by  subalterns.  All  this  at  camp  in  the  field  near  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about 
September  17th,  1880. 

Specification  3<f. — In  this,  that  he,  Captain  Charles H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.S.  Cavalry, 
was  dnjink  at  the  trader's  store  at  Fort  Bowie,  Arizona,  in  the  presence  of  ofiicers  and 
civilians,  on  or  about  September  18th,  1880. 

Specification  4th, — In  tins,  that  he,  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell.  Sixth  U.  S.  Cavalry, 
was  drunk  on  his  way  from  the  trader's  store  at  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  to  camp  near  Fort 
Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about  the  evening  of  September  18th,  1880,  in  the  presence  of  the 
second  lieutenant  of  his  company. 

Specification  6th, — In  this,  that  he.  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cavalry, 
did,  wnile  in  command  of  his  company,  waiting  on  the  parade  ground,  leave  his  corn- 
pan}',  go  behind  the  officers'  quarters,  and  drink  from  the  moath  of  a  bottle. 

This  to  the  knowledge  of  officers,  and  soldiers  at  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about 
September  19th,  1880,  about  the  time  the  line  was  forming  for  the  march. 

Specification  6th, — In  this,  that  he.  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U  S.  Cavalry, 
did,  while  on  the  march,  and  while  in  temporary  command  of  the  second  battalion  of 
troops  in  the  field,  in  SE.  Arizona,  on  the  road,  publicly  and  repeatedly,  drink  &odi 
the  mouth  of  a  bottle,  generally  presumed  to  contain  intoxicating  liquors, 
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This  between  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  and  camp,  about  eleven  miles  from  that  post,  on  or 
about  September  19th,  18B0. 

Specification  7th, — In  this,  that  he.  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  while  in  arrest  in 
camp,  and  while  on  his  way  I'rom  camp,  about  eleven  miles  from  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T., 
to  that  post,  was  drunk  in  the  presence  of  enlisted  soldiers,  and  gave  them  much 
trouble  to  take  care  of  him. 

All  this  on  or  about  September  20th,  1830. 

Specification  Sth, — In  this,  that  he.  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cav- 
alry, having  reported  for  duty  in  the  iield,  in  camp  near  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about 
the  morning  of  the  17th  of  September,  18d0,  did  not  attend  any  stable  duties  or  roll- 
calls,  did  not  inspect  his  company  messes,  or  perform  any  other  duty  on  that  day  ex- 
cept to  speak  a  few  words  to  his  orderly  sergeant. 

All  this  at  or  near  camp  in  the  field  near  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  onX>r  about  September 
17lh,  IbdO. 

Specification  9th. — In  this,  that  he,  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Cavalry, 
being  in  command  of  his  company  in  the  field,  in  camp  near  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or 
about  the  morning  of  September  18th,  1880,  did  not  attend  reveille  roll-call,  morn- 
ing stable  duties,  or  any  other  duties,  except  to  sign  his  morning  report. 

All  this  at  or  near  camp  in  the  field  near  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about  Septem- 
1>er  18th,  1880. 

Specification  lOtk, — In  this,  that  he.  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cavalry, 
bein^  in  command  of  his  company  in  camp  in  the  field,  about  eleven  miles  from  Fort 
Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about  the  afternoon  of  the  nineteenth  and  the  morning  of  the 
tw^entietb  of  September,  1880,  did  not  attend  afternoon  stable  duty,  reveille  roll-call, 
morning  stable  duty,  or  perform  any  duties  except  to  sign  the  morning  report  and 
a  memorandum  of  the  strength  of  his  company. 

All  this  at  or  near  camp,  of  troops  in  the  field  in  Southeastern  Arizona,  about 
eleven  miles  from  Fort  Bowie,  A.  T.,  on  or  about  the  19th  and  20th  of  September, 
1880. 

And  the  following  additional  charge  and  specification : 

Charge.  Violation  of  the  3Sth  Article  of  War. 

Specification, — In  this,  that  he.  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth  Regiment  U.  S. 
Cavalry,  being  on  duty  as  officer  of  the  day,  was  found  drunk. 

All  this  at  or  near  Fort  Grant,  A.  T.,  on  or  abont  the  1st  day  of  November,  1880. 

The  accused  through  his  counsel  then  asked  for  a  short  tiine  to  consider  upon  his 
plea.    The  court  took  a  recess  for  this  purpose  until  1.30  p  m. 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused.  Captain  C.  H.  Campbell,  Sixth 
Cavalry,  pleads  as  follows : 

To  the  first  specification,  first  charge,  the  accused  pleads  in  bar,  and  moves  the 
Icourt  to  strike  out  the  first  specification,  under  charge  first,  ui>on  the  ground  that  the 
said  specification  shows  upon  its  face  that  accused  was  not  on  duty  at  the  time  cov- 
ered by  the  specification,  the  language  being,  '^  while  reporting  for  duty." 

To  which  the  judge-advocate  replies  that  the  accused  was  on  duty  as  soon  as  he 
commenced  the  act  of  reportin^j;  for  duty  to  his  commanding  officer. 

The  accused  replies  to  the  point  of  the  judge-advocate  that  reporting  for  duty  im- 
plies, necessarily,  that  he  was  not  on  duty  prior  to  the  time  he  reported;  whether  he 
was  thereafter  on  duty  would  depend  upon'  the  order  of  his  superior  to  whom  he 
reported.    If  such  superior  should  not  assign  him  to  duty,  he  would  not  be  on  duty. 

It  has  been  held  that  the  mere  fact  that  the  accused  is  an  officer,  and  so  liable  to 
be  ordered  to  duty,  is  not  thereby  necessarily  on  duty,  as  in  case  of  absence  on  leave 
or  the  like. 

^  The  language  of  the  article  is  on  guard,  party,  or  other  duty,  signifying  some  spe- 
cific duty,  in  distinction  from  the  general  duty  of  a  soldier,  or  the  liability  to  be 
ordered  to  special  duty. 

The  judge-advocate  replies  that  the  act  of  reporting  for  duty  was  an  act  of  mili- 
tary duty. 

Should  the  commanding  officer  decline  to  assign  the  officer  to  any  duty,  specific  or 
general,  his  status  would  then  change,  but  this  was  not  the  fact  in  this  case. 

To  the  second  specification,  first  ciiarge :  **Not  Guilty." 

To  the  third  specification,  first  charge :  "  Not  Guilty." 

To  the  fourth  specification,  first  charge  :  **Not  Guilty." 

To  the  fifth  specification,  first  charge:  "Not  Guilty." 

To  the  sixth  specification,  first  charge:  **Not  Guilty." 

To  the  first  charjge :  "  Not  Guilty." 

To  the  first  s|)ecifi cation,  second  charge,  the  accused  pleads  in  bar,  and  moves  the 
court  to  strike  out  the  first  specification  under  the  second  charge,  upon  the  ground 
that  the  same  does  not  state  any  offense  under  the  sixty-second  article  of  war,  nor 
under  any  article  of  war. 

Accused  insists  that,  in  the  absence  of  enlisted  men,  and  in  the  absence  of  a  state- 
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ment  of  facts  showing  coudact  unbecoming  an  officer  and  gentleman,  that  no  offense 
against  the  sixty-second  article,  or  any  article  of  war,  is  stated. 

To  constitute  an  offense  nnder  the  sixty-second  article  of  war  the  facts  stated  must 
be  such  as  directly  tend  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  discipline.  "  The 
fiicts  f^tated  must  prima  facie  oe  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  military  disci- 
pliue.''  (Winthrop's  Digest,  page  46,  paragraphs  B  and  9.  See  also  same,  page  42, 
paragraphs  2  and  3.) 

If  the  facts  stated  are  consistent  with  the  innocence  of  the  accused  nnder  any  rea- 
sonable hypothesis,  no  offense  is  stated.  It  might  be  true,  for  example,  that  the  ac- 
cuse'l  was  drnnic  and  was  also  vomiting  on  that  occasion,  and  it  might  also  be  true  that 
intoxicating  liquor  had  been  taken  by  him  under  the  direction  and  advice  of  a  sur- 
geon, or  for  some  proper  purpose  and  m  proper  quantity,  but  the  effect  was  exagger- 
ated by  the  condition  of  his  system  or  other  unknown  cause.  Besides,  the  fact  of 
vomiting  is  not  alleged  to  have  been  produced  by  the  liquor,  but  if  it  were  it  docw 
not  tend  to  show  that  the  liquor  was  improperly  taken.  The  place  where  it  occnrrefl 
does  not  make  it  an  offense,  or  in  any  manner  aggravate  the  circumstances,  and  no 
enlistKid  man  is  alleged  to  have  witnessed  it. 

To  the  second  specification,  second  charge,  the  accused  pleads  in  bar  of  trial  npou 
the  second  specification  of  charge  second  tliat  the  same  dues  not  state  any  offense  un- 
der the  sixty-second  or  any  article  of  war. 

In  support  of  this  plea,  and  his  motion  to  strike  out  said  specification,  accused 
urges  the  same  reasons  stated  and  urged  by  him  under  the  first  si>ecification  of  charge 
second. 

Adding  the  single  remark  that  it  does  not  appear  from  the  specification  whether  the 
back  of  nis  tent  was  raised  by  others,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  aet  as  spies 
npon  him,  or  whether  it,  as  well  as  the  obser^'ation8  made,  were  accidental.  In  either 
case  a  single  act  of  drunkenness,  and  sickness  arising  therefrom  (if  it  did  arise  from 
it,  ^hich  is  not  alleged),  in  an  officer's  tent,  where  he  has  a  right  to  suppose  that  he 
will  not  be  clandestinely  observed,  does  not  on  its  face  or  otherwise  tend  to  the  preju- 
dice of  good  order  or  military  discipline,  and  the  specification  should  be  stricken  out. 

To  the  third  specification,  second  charge,  the  accused  pleads  in  bar,  and  moves  the 
court  to  strike  out  the  same  for  the  reason  that  the  same  does  not  state  any  offence 
under  said  sixty-second  or  any  Article  of  War.  The  mere  fact  that  accused  was  dmnk 
at  the  trader's  store  in  presence  of  officers  and  civilians,  without  the  statement  of 
other  facts,  does  not  show  a  violation  of  the  sixty-second  article.  Neithe  r  in  this  8]>e- 
cification,  nor  in  the  first  or  second,  is  any  disorder  charged  or  stated,  and  accused  in- 
sists that  being  drunk  is  not  an  offence  except  in  three  well-defined  cases : 

1st.  When  accused  is  on  duty. 

2d.  When  off  duty,  in  the  presence  of  enlisted  men,  or  amounts  to  a  disorder.  (See 
Winthrop  Digest,  page  18,  section  9.) 

3d.  When  off  duty  and  att-ended  by  such  behavior  as  may  be  held  to  be  "  unbecoming 
an  officer  and  a  gentleman.'' 

This  third  specitication  comes  within  neither  of  these  cases,  and  should  be  stricken 
out<« 

To  the  fourth  specification,  second  charge,  the  accused  pleads  in  bar  of  this  specifi- 
cation, and  moves  the  court  to  strike  out  the  same,  and  in  support  thereof  urges  the 
reasons  above  specified  under  the  first,  second,  and  third  specifications. 

To  the  fifth  specification,  second  charge,  the  accused  pleads  in  fear  of  this  specifica- 
tion, and  moves  the  court  to  strike  out  said  specification  for  the  reason  that  the  same 
does  not  state  any  offence  whatever.  Besides  the  above-stated  object  ion,  the  accused 
urges  the  additional  reason  that  this  specification  be  stricken  out  tliat  the  same  i.s 
ridiculous  and  is  an  effort  to  make  this  court  the  medium  of  investigating  the  conduct 
of  an  officer  when  the  accuser  is  wholly  unable  to  state  as  a  fact  the  inference  he  wishes 
the  court  to  draw.  It  would  have  been  supremely  ridiculous  to  present  to  this  court 
a  specification  that  the  accused  drank  water  out  of  a  bottle,  but  being  unable  to  say 
that  he  drank  whiskey  out  of  a  bottle  he  simply  specifies  that  he  drank  out  of  a  bot- 
tle, leaving  the  court  to  speculate  and  guess  as  to  what  the  bottle  in  fact  contaiited. 

To  the  sixth  specification,  second  charge,  the  accused  pleads  in  bar  of  this  specifi- 
cation, aud  moves  the  court  to  strike  out  the  same  upon  the  same  grounds  and  for 
the  same  reasons  stated  under  specification  fifth— adding  only  to  his  remarks,  that  in 
this  the  accuser  alleges  that  the  bottle  was  generally  presumed  to  contain  whiskey. 
Such  charge  is  wholly  insufficient,  and  besides  there  is  no  ofi'ence  in  drinking  whiskey 
from  a  bottle.  The  mere  fact  of  drinking  is  never  an  offence  under  military  law.  The 
effect,  or  the  conduct  resniting  from  the  effect,  is  all  that  can  be  inquired  into,  aud 
there  is  no  allegation  that  there  was  any  effect  from  the  allcgeil  drinking  of  the  pre- 
sumed whiskev. 

To  the  seventh  specification,  second  charge:  "Not  Guilty." 
To  the  eighth  specification,  second  charge:  "Not  Guilty." 
To  the  ninth  specification,  second  charge :  "  Not  Guilty." 
To  the  tenth  specification,  second  charge  :  "  Not  Guilty." 
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To  the  second  charge :  '^  Not  Guilty." 

To  the  specification  of  the  additional  charge:  "  Not  Guilty." 

To  the  additional  charge  ;  **  Nut  Guilty." 

The  court  was  then  cleared  and  closed  for  deliberation,  the  accused  and  his  coanse 
retiring. 

Thr  coort  was  opened,  the  accused  and  his  counsel  present,  then  the  judge-advocate 
announced  the  action  of  the  court  as  follows : 

To  the  tirst  specification,  first  charge,  the  plea  in  bar  overruled  by  the  court. 

To  the  first  specification,  second  charge,  the  plea  in  bar  overruled  by  the  court. 

To  the  seconu  specification,  second  charge,  the  plea  in  bar  sustained  by  the  conrt. 

To  the  third  specification,  second  charge,  the  plea  in  bar  sustained  bv  the  court. 

To  the  fonrth  specification,  second  charge,  the  plea  in  bar  sustained  by  the  coarfc» 

To  the  fifth  specification,  second  charge,  the  plea  in  bar  sustained  by  the  court. 

To  the  sixth  specification,  second  charge,  the  plea  in  bar  sust^ained  by  the  court. 

The  accused  tnen  pleaded  as  follows : 

To  the  first  specification,  first  charge :  "  Not  guilty." 

To  the  first  specification,  second  charge :  ''  Not  guilty." 

The  court  then  a^ourned  to  meet  at  ten  o'clock  a.  m.  on  the  nineteenth  instanih 

HARRY  C.  EGBERT, 
Captain  VZik  I^f*i%  Judg^Advocate 

Day  4. 

Fort  Grant,  A.  T.,  November  19th,  1880—11.15  a.  m. 

The  court  met  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  orders  and  a^joummeot  of  the  eighteenth 
instant.    Present : 

1.  Lt.  Col.  R.  S.  La  Motte,  Twelfth  Infantry. 

2.  Surgeon  Andrew  K.  Smith,  U.  S.  Army. 

3.  Captain  G.  M.  Brayton,  Eighth  Infantry. 

4.  Captain  A.  T.  Smith,  Eighth  Infantry. 

5.  Captain  C.  B.  McLellan,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

6.  Captain  S.  M.  Whitside,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

7.  Captain  E.  F.  Thompson^  Twelfth  Infantry. 

8.  Captain  A.  R.  Chaffee,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

9.  Captain  Adam  Kramer,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Captain  H.  C.  Egbert,  Twelfth  Infantry,  judge-ail vocate. 

The  accused  and  iiis  counsel  also  present. 

The  proceedings  of  the  eighteenth  instant  were  then  read  and  approved.  The  court 
then  took  a  recess  until  1.30  p.  m. 

The  court  resumed  case.  Accused  through  his  counsel  presents  to  the  court  the  fol- 
lowing papers: 

First.  Copy  of  pledge  of  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  appended,  marked  B. 

Second.  Copy  of  resignation  of  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell,  appended,  marked  C. 

Third.  Copy  of  letter  of  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell  to  MaJ.  A.  K.  Arnold,  appended, 
marked  D. 

Fourth.  Copv  of  telegram  to  Maj.  Arnold  from  the  acting  assistant  adjutant-general, 
appended,  marked  E. 

By  permission  of  the  court  the  counsel  for  the  accused  addressed  the  court  upon  the 
subject  of  the  above-mentioned  papers. 

The  court  was  then  cleared,  the  accused  and  his  counsel  retiring. 

The  court  was  opened,  and  the  judge-advocate  stated  that  the  court  had  instructed 
him  to  send  the  following  telegram : 

To  the  Acting  Assistant  Adjutant-General j  Department  of  Arizona: 

Court  directs  me  to  send  the  following :  Some  doubt  has  arisen  in  the  minds  of  the 
court  which  will  be  settled  by  reply  to  following  dispatch: 

Captain  Campbell,  through  his  connself  has  presented  for  the  consideration  of  the 
court  a  pledge  not  to  drink  intoxicating  liquors  while  on  active  list,  with  his  resigna- 
tion to  be  forwarded  in  case  he  violates  his  pledge,  and  a  telegram  to  Major  Arnold 
from  the  A.  A.  A.  G.,  Department  of  Arizona,  to  the  effect  that  Captain  Campbell  may 
submit  the  pledge  and  resignation  to  the  court.  No  evidence  has  been  taken  in  the 
caAe.  Does  the  commanding  general  wish  the  court  to  make  any  recommendation  re- 
garding the  acceptance  or  non-acceptance  of  the  pledge  of  Captain  Campbell  on  condi- 
tion of  the  withdrawal  of  the  charges  before  the  case  goes  any  further  f  Court  awaits 
reply. 

EGBERT,  Judge-Advocafe. 

The  court  then  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow,  the  twentieth  instant,  at  10  o'clock 

HARRY  C.  EGBERT, 
Captain  I2th  InfVy^  Judge-Advocate, 

S.  Bep.  660 2 


18  CHARLES  HARROD  CAMPBELL. 

Day  5. 

Fort  Grant,  A.  T,,  Nov,  20th,  1880—10  a.  m. 

The  conrt  met  pareuant  to  the  foregoing  orders  aad  a<ljoummeDt  of  the  nineteeutli 
instant.    Present : 

1.  Lt.  Col.  R.  8.  Lft  Motte,  Twelfth  Infantry. 

2.  Sorgeon  Andrew  K.  Smith,  U.  8.  Army. 

3.  Captain  G.  M.  Bray  ton,  Eighth  Infantry. 

4.  Captain  A.  T.  Smith,  Eighth  Infantry. 

5.  Captain  C.  B.  MoLellan,  Sixth  Cavalry. 
.     6.  Captain  S.  M.  Whitside,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

7.  Captain  E.  F.  Thompson,  Twelfth  Infantry.  * 

8.  Captain  A.  R.  Chaffee,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

9.  Captain  Adam  Kramer,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Captain  Harry  C.  Egbert,  Twelfth  Infantry,  jadge-advocate. 

The  aoensed  and  his  counsel  also  present. 

The  proceedings  of  the  nineteenth  instant  were  then  read  and  approved. 

The  Jndge-advocate  presented  to  the  court  the  following  telegram : 

[Whipple  Barracks,  19tb,  1880.    Received  at  Fort  Grant,  A.  T.,Not.  19, 1880.] 

To  H.  C.  Egbert, 

J.  A.  G.  C.  M.f  Grant  : 

Dispatch  received.  Before  the  case  goes  any  further  the  commanding  general 
wishes  the  conrt  to  make  recommendations  as  regarding  the  acceptance  or  non-ac- 
ceptance of  the  Capt.  Campbell  pledge,  as  stated  in  your  dispatch,  on  condition  of  the 
withdrawal  of  the  charges. 

FRED.  A.  SMITH. 

A.  A.  A.  G. 

The  counsel  for  accused,  by  permission  of  the  conrt,  briefly  addressed  the  court. 
The  court  was  then  cleared,  the  accused  and  bis  counsel  retiring. 
The  court  was  then  opened,  accused  and  his  counsel  present,  when  the  Judge-advo- 
oate  announced  that  the  court  had  directed  him  to  send  the  following  telegram  : 

Fort  Grant,  JVor.20,  I'-SO— 10.30  a.m. 
To  A.  A.  A.  Geneual, 

D^H  Arizona,  Whipple  Barracke  : 

Court  Instructs  me  to  send  the  following  dispatch:  ''The  department  commander 
having  {iower  to  withdraw  the  charges  against  Captain  Campbell,  the  court  deairea 
to  be  excused  from  making  any  recommendation  for  or  against  such  a  course.''  The 
conrt  awaits  action  of  department  commander  before  proceeding  with  case. 

EGBERT, 
Judge- A  dvocaie. 
The  court  then  proceeded  to  other  business. 

Fort  Grant,  A.  T.,  Nov.  20f*,  1880—7  p.  m. 

The  court  resumed  proceedings  after  recess.    Present : 

1.  Lieut.  Col.  R.  S.  La  Motte,  Twelfth  Inf y. 

2.  Surgeon  Andrew  K.  Smith,  U.  S.  Army. 

3.  Captain  G.  M.  Brayton,  Eighth  Infy. 

4.  Captain  A.  T.  Smith,  Eighth  Infy. 

5.  Captain  C.  B.  McLellan,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

6.  Captain  S.  M.  Whitside,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

7.  Captain  E.  F.  Thompson,  Twelfth  Infy. 

8.  Captain  A.  R.  Chafl'ee,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

9.  Captain  Adam  Kramer,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Captain  Harry  C.  Egbert,  Twelfth  Infy,  judge-advocate. 

The  accused  and  his  counsel  present. 

The  judge-advocate  presented  to  the  court  the  following  telegram: 

[Whipple  Barracks,  20,  1880.    Rec*d  at  Fort  Grant,  A.  T.,  Nov.  20tb,  1880, 12.45  p.  m.] 

To  H.  C.  Egbert, 

Judge-Advocate  Gen,  Court-Martial,  Fort  Grant : 

The  commanding  general  thought  it  was  no  more  than  due  to  the  court,  consist- 
ing  of  members  of  rank  and  reputation  called  from  a  distance,  that  their  views  should 
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be  consulted,  particularly  as  they  were  on  the  ground,  and  before  accepting  Capt 
Campbell's  pledge,  hence  telegram  of  last  night,  but  as  the  court  declines  to  make 
any  recommendation  vou  will  proceed  to  trial. 

[Signed.]  '  FRED.  A.  SMITH, 

*        •'  A,  A.  A.  G. 

Accused  through  his  counsel  then  requested  permission  to  withdraw  the  plea  of  not 
gnilty  on  the  several  charges  and  specifications  on  which  he  had  pleaded  not  guilty 
and  to  enter  the  plea  of  guilty.  The  court  granted  permission,  and  the  accused 
pleaded  as  folloyrs : 

To  the  first  specification,  first  charge,  '*  Guilty. '' 

To  the  seoond  specification,  first  charge,  "  Quilty.'^ 

To  the  third  specification,  first  charge,  *'  Quilty.^' 

To  the  fourth  specification,  first  charge,  '^  Guiltv.'' 

To  the  fifth  specification,  first  charge,  ^'Guilty.'' 

To  the  sixth  specification,  first  charge,  *'  Guilty.  ^* 

To  the  first  charge,  **  Guilty. " 

To  the  first  specification,  second  charge,  "Guilty. " 

To  the  seventh  specification,  second  charge,  *'  Guilty. " 

To  the  eighth  specification,  second  charge,  **  Guilty.  " 

To  the  ninth  specification,  second  charge,  •'  Guilty.  *' 

To  the  tenth  specification,  second  charge,  "  Guilty. " 

To  the  second  charge,  **  Guilty. " 

To  the  specification,  mlditioual  charge,  '^ Guilty. '' 

To  the  additional  charge,  "  Guilty. " 

Major  A.  K.  Arnold,  Sixth  U.  S.  Cavalry,  a  witness  for  the  defence,  then  came  before 
the  court,  and  was  duly  sworn  by  the  judge-advocate,  in  the  presence  of  the  accused, 
and  testified  as  follows : 

Question  by  judge-advocate.     Please  state  name,  rank,  and  regiment. 

Answer.  A.  K.  Arnold,  major.  Sixth  Regiment  U.  S.  Cavalry,  post  commander 
Fort  Grant,  A.  T. 

Question  by  accused.  Will  yon  please  state  to  the  court  whether  you  have  in  your 
possession  the  original  pledge  and  resignation  of  the  accused  and  letter  of  Captain 
Campbell  to  you,  copies  of  which  appear  in  the  record  in  this  casef 

Answer.  I  have. 

Qoestion  by  accused.  Will  you  produce  and  give  the  court  a  copy  of  the  telegram 
first  sent  by  you  to  headquarters,  transmitting  copies  of  the  pledge,  resignation,  and 
letter  of  the  accused  ? 

(Witneaa  here  prmluced  co(y  of  his  telegram  of  November  18th,  1880,  which  was 
read  to  the  court,  and  is  appended,  marked  Exhibit  H.) 

The  stateoaent  of  the  accused  was  then  read  by  his  counsel,  and  is  appended,  marked 
Exhibit  I. 

The  court  was  ttien  cleared  and  closed  for  deliberation,  and  having  maturely  con- 
sidered the  evidence  adduced,  finds  the  accused,  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth 
U.  S.  Cavalry— 

Of  the  first  specification,  first  charge,  "Guilty.'' 

Of  the  secona  specification,  first  charge,  "  Guilty.'' 

Of  the  third  specification,  first  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  fourth  specification,  first  charge,  "Gnilty." 

Of  the  fifth  specification,  first  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  ^e  sixth  specification,  first  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  first  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  first  specification,  second  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  seventh  specification,  second  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  eighth  specification,  second  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  ninth  specification,  second  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  tenth  specification,  second  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  second  charge,  "Gnilty." 

Of  the  specification,  additional  charge,  "Guilty." 

Of  the  additional  charge,  "Gnilty." 

And  the  court  does  therefore  sentence  him.  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  Sixth 
Regiment  U.  S.  Cavalry,  to  be  dismissed  the  service  of  the  United  States. 

R.  S.  La  MOTTE, 
LU  Col,  12  Inf.,  Fretident. 

Harry  C.  Egbert, 

Captain  l^th  Infantry^  Judge- Advocate. 

The  court  then  adjourned  until  half  past  9  a.  m.  on  the  twenty-second  instant. 

HARRY  G.  EGBERT, 
Captain  Tivelfth  Infy^  Judge- Advocate. 
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Fort  Grant,  Xov.  22,  1880—9.30  a.  m. 

The  court  met  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  orders  and  adjournment  of  the  twentietli 
iDBtant,  at  nine  and  a  half  o'clock  a.  ni.    Present : 

1.  Lt.  Col.  R.  S.  La  Motte,  Twelfth  Infy. 

2.  Surgeon  Andrew  K.  Smith,  U.  S.  Army. 

3.  Captain  G.  M.  Brayton,  Eighth  Infy. 

4.  Captain  A.  T.  Smith,  Eighth  Infy. 
6.  Capt.  C.  B.  McLellan,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

6.  Captain  S.  M.  Whitside,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

7.  Captain  E.  F.  Thompson,  Twelfth  Infy. 

8.  Captain  A.  R.  Chaffee,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

9.  Captain  Adam  Kramer,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Captain  Harry  C.  Egbert,  Twelfth  Infantry,  jnd^e-advocate. 
The  proceedings  of  the  twentieth  instant  were  then  read  and  approved. 
There  bein^  no  further  business  before  it,  the  court  then,  at  11  o^olock  a.  m.,  ad- 
journed sine  die, 

R.  8.  La  MOTTE, 
Lieut  CoL  TitcJ/th  Infantryj  PretidenL 
Harrt  C.  Egbert, 

Captnin  Twelfth  Infantry^  Judge-Advocate, 

Headers  Dkpt.  of  Arizona, 
Whipple  BarrackBy  Presooti^  J,  T.,  A'oremfter  29,  1880. 

In  conformity  with  the  104  and  106  Articles  of  War  the  proceedings  [findings  Sl 
aentencel  of  the  general  court-martial  in  the  foregoing  cai^e  of  Captain  Charles  H. 
Campbell,  6th  Cavalry,  are  [approved  and]  respectiully  forwarded  through  the  Judge- 
Advocate-General  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  be  by  biui  submitted  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

The  undersigned,  in  submitting  the  case  for  the  final  action  of  the  President,  reapect- 
fhlly  recommends  the  execution  of  the  sentence,  inasmuch  as  it  will  be  seen  from  tbe 
papers  herewith  accompanying  the  record  that  Captain  Campbell  has  already  violated 
the  pledge  submitted  with  his  final  plea. 

O.  B.  WILLCOX, 
Colonel  Twelfth  Infantry,  Major-General  (by  assignment)^  Commanding  Department 

The  above  interlineations  of  3  words  &  2  words,  respectively,  were  made  by  me  at 
h'dq'rs  Dept.  of  Arizona,  Whipple  Barracks,  Arizona,  this  16th  day  of  Janaary,  1881. 

O.  B.  WILLCOX, 
Colonel  12ih  Infantry,  Maj.  Genl,  ay  assignmenty  Com'd'g  Dept. 

Headquarters  Army  of  the  United  States, 

Washington,  D»(\,  Feb,  5,  I'ei. 

The  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  of  the  general  court-martial  in  the  fore- 
going case  of  Captain  C.  H.  Campbell,  6th  Cavalry,  are  approved,  and  it  is  reconi- 
menaed  that  the  sentence  be  carried  into  execution. 

W.  T.  SHERMAN, 

GeneraL 

Executive  Mansion, 

February  tith,  1881. 

The  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Captain  Charles  H.  Campbell,  6tb  Cavalry, 
IB  hereby  confirmed. 

R.  B.  HAYES. 


Exhibit  A, 

[War  Department,  Signal  Service,  IT.  S.  A.    Unit4^d  States  telegrapb,  dated  Whipple  Bks.,  16,  1880,  m. 

Received  at  Fort  Grant  Nov.  16,  1880,  3.05  p.  m.] 

To  Egbert, 

Judge-Advocate,  Grant: 

Authority  granted  for  hire  of  clerk,  at  five  dollars  per  day. 
Letters  to  this  efiect  mailed  to  yon  on  Saturday. 

SMITH,  A,  A.  A.  (7. 
89  0.B. 

True  copy. 

HARRY  C.  EGBERT, 
Captain  12  Infy,  J,  A,  G,  C.  AT. 
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Exhibit  B. 

I,  Charles  H.  Campbell,  captaia  6th  Regt.  U.  S.  Cavalry,  do  hereby  solemnly  pledge 
myself  to  totally  abstain  from  the  nse  of  intoxicating  liquors  of  all  kinds  during  the 
time  I  shall  remain  in  active  service  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  nor  during 
the  time  aforesaid  will  I  use  the  same  medicinally  except  when  prescribed  by  a  physi- 
cian, and  then  only  in  a  case  of  absolute  necessity,  and  the  aforesaid  physician  having 
been  notified  of  this  pledge. 
Made  and  subscribed  to  at  Fort  Grant,  Arizona,  this  18th  day  of  November,  1880. 

C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 

Capt  6th  Cav. 
Witnesses : 

Robert  Hanna, 

lit  Lieut,  eth  Cat, 
John  Haynbs. 

Fort  Grant,  Nov,  19, 1^80. 
I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  copy. 

HARRY  C.  EGBERT, 
Captain  I2th  Inf'y,  Judge-Advocate^ 


Exhibit  C. 

Fort  Grant,  Arizona, 

Nov,  18,  1880. 
To  the  Adjutant-General,  U.  S.  Army, 

(Through  intermediate  channels) : 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  tender  herewith  my  resignation  as  an  officer  of  the  Armv 
of  the  United  States. 

C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 

Capt,  6ih  Cav. 
I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  copy. 

HARRY  C.  EGBERT, 
Captain  I2th  Inf'y,  Judge- Advocate. 


Exhibit  D, 

Fort  Grant,  A.  T., 

Nov,  18,  Ics^O. 
Miyor  A.  K.  Arnold, 

Post  Commander: 

Sir:  I  hand  you  herewith  my  pledge  of  total  abstinence  from  the  use  of  intoxicat- 
ing liquors  during  my  continuance  in  the  active  service  in  the  Army,  and  also  m^ 
resignation  as  an  officer  therein,  and  authorize  you  to  forward  the  latter  to  the  Presi- 
dent in  case  I  should  violate  my  pledge,  if  in  your  discretion  you  see  proper  to  do  so. 
I  cannot  to-day  say  more  than  I  have  written,'but  in  the  near  future  I  hope  to  have 
the  opportunity  o^  saying  more  than  I  can  now  express. 

C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 

Capt.  eth  Car. 
I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  copy. 

HARRY  C.  EGBERT, 
Captain  12th  Inf^y^  Judge- Advocate, 


Exhibit  E, 

(Copy  of  A.  A.  A.  G.  telegram.) 

[Whipple  Bamolca,  lOtb,  1880.    Received  at  Fort  Grant  Nov.  19,  1880,  10.45  a.  m.j 

To  MiO*  Arnold, 

Fwri  Grant: 

Tout  dispatch  was  received  last  night.     I  am  directed  by  the  commanding  general 
to  amy  Captain  Campbell  stands  charged  with  drankenness  on  duty  in  the  field  and 
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After  retnming  to  hU  post.  One  set  of  charges  is  preferred  bv  the  colonel  of  his  regi- 
ment. A  court-martial  has  been  called  at  great  expense  to  tne  government,  and  has 
been  delayed  three  days.  Captain  Campbell  can  submit  the  papers  you  mention  to 
the  court,  and  their  recommendation  is  necessary  and  will  have  due  weight  with  the 
department  commander. 

SMITH,' J.  A,  A.  O. 
A  true  copy. 

HABBY  C.  EGBEBT, 
Captain  lUth  InfVy^  Judpe-Advocate. 


ExhiHt  F, 

(War  Department,  Signal  Service,  U.S.  A.    United  States  telegraph,  dated  Whipple  B'ks,  IStb,  m. 

Becelyed  at  Fort  Grant  A.  T.,  Nov.  19, 1880,  8.40  p.  m.] 

To  H.  C.  Egbert, 

J.  A,  G.  C.  M,,  Grant  : 

Dispatch  recM.  Before  the  case  goes  any  further  the  com'd'g  geu'l  wishes  the  court 
to  make  recommendations  as  regarding  the  acceptance  or  non-acceptance  of  the  Capt. 
Campbell  pledge,  as  stated  iir  your  dispatch,  on  condition  of  the  withdrawal  of  the 
charges. 

fbed.  a.  smith, 

A.  A.  A,  G. 
55,  O.  B. 


Exhibit  G, 

fWar  Department,  Signal  Service,  U.  S. A.    United  States  telecrraph  dated  T^liipple  Bks., 20tb.  1880, 

m.    Keoeived  at  Fort  Qrant,  A.  T.,  Kov.  20,  1880,  12.45  p.  m.] 

To  H.  C.  Egbert, 

Judge-Advocate  Gen,  Court-Martiulf  Fort  Grant : 

The  commanding  general  thought  it  was  no  more  than  due  to  the  court,  consisting 
of  members  of  rank  and  reputation  called  from  a  distance,  that  their  views  should  be 
consulted,  particularly{as  they  were  on  the  ground,  and  before  accepting  Capt.  Camp- 
belFs  pledge,  hence  telegram  of  last  niffbt,  but  as  the  court  declines  to  make  any 
recommendation  you  will  proceed  to  trial. 


77,  0.  B. 


FBED.  A.  SMITH, 

A.  A.  A.  O. 


Exkim  H, 


Grant,  Kw.  18, 1880, 


To  A.  A.  Oknbral, 

Whipple  Barrackty  Pre9<»U,  A»  T. : 

Please  lay  before  the  commanding  general  the  following,  forwarded  to  me  by  Capt. 
Campbell,  and  which  I  hold  in  my  possession  : 

"Fort Grant,  A.  T.,  Kov.  18,1880. 
^'  Major  A.  K.  Arnold, 

^*  Post  Commander : 

"  Sir  :  I  hand  you  hereby  my  pledge  of  total  abstinence  from  the  use  of  intoxicatingr 
liquors  during  my  continuance  in  the  active  service  in  the  Army,  and  also  my  resign ^ 
nation  as  au  officer  therein,  and  authorize  you  to  forward  the  latter  to  the  President 
in  case  I  should  violate  my  pledge,  if  in  your  discretion  you  see  proper  to  do  so.  I 
cannot  to-day  say  more  than  I  have  written,  but  in  the  near  future  I  hope  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  saying  more  than  I  can  now  express. 

"C.H.CAMPBELL, 

'' Captain  eth  Cavalry, 
"Pledge, 

"I,  Charles  H.  Campbell,  capt.  6th  reg't,  U.  S.  Cavalry,  do  hereby  solemnly 
pledffe  myself  to  totally  abstain  from  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  of  all  kinds  dur> 
ing  the  time  I  shall  remain  in  active  service  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  nordur* 
ing  the  time  aforesaid  will  I  use  the  same  medicinally,  except  when  prescribed  by  % 
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pbjsiciaDy  and  then  only  in  a  caae  of  absolute  necessity ,  and  the  aforesaid  physician 
haying  been  notified  of  this  pled^^e. 
*'Made  and  subscribed  to  at  Fort  Grant,  Arizona,  this  16th  day  of  November,  1880. 

'*C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 

'*Capt6xih  Cav^y. 
"Witnesses: 

"  Robert  Hanna,  Ut  Li,  6th  Carl'y, 
"John  Hatkss. 

"  Copy  of  retignation. 

"Fort  Grant,  Arizona,  Nov.  18(A,  1880. 

«To  the  Ajxjutant-Gensral.  U.  S.  Army  : 

"  (Thro'  intermediate  channels.) : 

"  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  tender  herewith  my  resignation  as  an  officer  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States. 

"  C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 

"  Capt  Qtk  Cav'y." 

In  consideration  of  the  above  papers  I  recommend  that  the  charge  be  withdrawn. 
I  do  this  as  I  think  the  ends  of  Justice  and  the  good  of  the  service  will  be  accom- 
plished.- 

The  court  has  just  entered  upon  this  case,  but  no  testimony  has  been  taken,  and  the 
Judge-advocate  informs  me  that  nothing  has  been  done,  so  that  action  on  this  matter 
would  not  interfere  in  any  manner  with  the  proceedings  so  far. 
I  respectfully  request  immediate  action  if  possible. 

ARNOLD, 

Po8t  Commander, 

Official  copy  respectftilly  furnished  to  judge-advocate  of  general  court-martial,  con- 
vened pursuant  to  Special  Orders  142  &  148,  Nov'b'r  3d  and  12th,  1?80,  h'dq'rs,  dept. 
of  Arizona. 

A.  K.  ARNOLD, 
Major  6ik  Cavalry^  Commanding. 


Exhibit  I. 

The  accused,  in  connection  with  his  plea  of  guilty  to  the  charges  preferred  against 
him,  asks  the  indulgence  of  the  court  in  making  the  following  statement : 

That  prior  to  the  17th  of  September  last  he  had  been  for  several  months  absent  on 
leave,  visiting  his  friends  in  tlie  East ;  that  on  his  return  trip  across  the  continent  to 
San  Francisco,  and  from  San  Francisco  to  this  post,  he  was  in  ill  health,  and  could 
eat^ut  little,  and  the  condition  of  his  stomach  became  such  that  it  was  difficult  to 
retain  anything  upon  it ;  that  this  condition  of  his  system  was  aggravated  after  he 
reached  Yuma  oy  the  heat  and  the  excessive  use  of  ice- water  on  the  cars. 

During  this  journey  he  indulged  in  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors,  but  not  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  produce  drunkenness,  but  yet  sufficient  to  keep  him  under  its  influ- 
ence. 

That  upon  his  arrival  at  Tucson  he  met  Capt.  W.  A.  Rafferty,  of  the  6th  Cavalry, 
from  whom  he  learned  of  General  Carr's  expe<lition  against  the  Indians,  aod  that  his 
company  (Co.  A,  6th  Cav. )  had  been  onlered  out  to  take  part  in  this  expedition ;  that  he 
thereupon  determined  to  hasten  on  and  Join  his  command,  though  advised  by  Capt. 
Raiferty  to  remain  at  Camp  Lowell  until  he  should  be  better;  tnat  he  came  to  Fort 
Grant  on  the  evening  of  September  15th,  and  about  four  o'clock  on  the  evening  of  the 
16th  he  left  for  Fort  Bowie  to  join  his  command ;  that  he  made  the  trip,  a  distance  of 
about  fifty-five  miles,  in  his  private  ambulance,  sitting  on  the  front  seat  with  the 
driver,  riding  all  night  without  sleep,  and  arriving  at  Bowie  about  8  o'clock  in  the 
morning. 

That  owing  to  loss  of  sleep  and  fatigue,  and  his  debilitated  condition,  h*e  felt  badly, 
and  indulged  moderately  after  his  arrival  at  Bowie  in  the  use  of  liquor,  the  effect  of 
which  was,  however,  greatly  increased  by  his  condition  of  health. 

That  upon  or  soon  after  his  arrival  he  went  to  the  quarters  of  his  battalion  com- 
mander, Migor  A.  K.  Arnold,  and  delivered  to  him  some  letters  which  had  been  sent 
by  accused,  and  reported  for  duty ;  that  at  that  time  he  was  not,  as  he  believes,  inca- 
pacitated for  duty  by  intoxication,  but  has  no  doubt  that  his  appearance,  owing  to 
the  causes  above  named,  indicated  a  greater  degree  of  intoxication  than  in  fact  ex- 
isted. 

That  dnring  all  the  times  named  in  the  speciiioations  under  the  first  charge,  the  con- 
dition of  his  health  was  not  improved,  and  he  felt  compelled,  in  oi^er  to  remain  with 
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his  command  at  all,  to  coutinue  the  use  of  liquor,  but  that  if  he  had  been  in  hi.s  ordi- 
nary health  and  able  to  eat,  the  quantity  of  liquor  so  used  by  him  would  not  have  pro- 
duced any  visible  etfect  whatever,  and  that  the  ettect  of  the  liquor  did  not,  as  he 
believe-s,  impair  his  mental  faculties  so  as  to  materially  interfere  with  the  discharge 
of  his  duties,  or  at  least  to  the  extent  that  the  condition  of  his  system  might  indicate 
to  others.  And  so  far  as  the  first  charge  is  concerned,  he  most  positively  states  that 
nothing  but  his  anxiety  to  be  with  his  command  upon  said  expedition  could  have  in- 
duced him  voluntarily  to  leave  Fort  Grant  at  the  time  he  went  to  Bowie,  as  above 
stated,  and  having  gone,  that  any  excess,  apparent  or  real,  into  which  he  may  have 
fallen,  would  not  have  occurred  if  he  had  been  in  ordinary  health  ami  condition  when 
he  so  Joined  his  command. 

That  having  been  sent  back  in  arrest  and  no  charges  having  been  preferred  against 
him,  at  the  expiration  of  eight  days  he  asked  to  be  discharged  from  arrest,  and  waa 
discharged  accordingly. 

That  upon  being  relieved  from  arrest,  he  was  put  on  dutv  for  a  week  as  officer  of 
the  day,  there  being  then  but  few  officers  at  the  post,  and  a/ter  the  return  of  the  bat- 
talion, continued  to  discharge  all  his  duties  as  officer  of  the  day,  drill  and  other  duties 
until  he  was  placed  in  arrest  by  M^or  Arnold  on  Novembsr  1st. 

That  dnring  all  this  time  he  was  not  in  good  health,  and  the  mortification  and  dis- 
appointment caused  by  his  first  arrest,  and  not  being  permitted  to  remain  with  his 
command  upon  the  expedition,  caused  nim  a  great  deal  of  unhappiness,  and,  as  is  so 
often  the  case  nnder  like  circumstances,  compelled  him  frequently  to  use  intoxicating 
drinks,  but  that  such  use  did  not,  until  the  1st  day  of  November,  cause  perceptible 
intoxication  so  far  as  he  knows. 

That  on  the  morning  of  the  first  he  was  on  duty  as  officer  of  the  day,  and  dis- 
charged the  duties  of  such  officer  until  at  or  about  the  hour  of  three  o'clock  p.  m., 
when  he  was  ordered  to  appear  at  the  office  of  the  post  commander,  and  was  there 
placed  in  arrest. 

While  admitting  the  charge  preferred  by  Mai  or  Arnold,  he  is  conscious  of  a  fact  that 
may  not  be  apparent  to  others^  that  but  for  the  first  offense  and  its  immediate  conse- 
quences the  second  would  not  have  occurred.  He  is  perfectly  aware  that  explana- 
tions and  reasons  or  excuses  cannot  change  the  findings  or  sentence  of  this  court,  but 
he  deems  it  due  to  himself  to  show  that  his  offense  was  cx>mmitted  under  circum- 
stances which  may  in  some  degree  palliate  it. 

He  further  states  that  he  desires  that  his  pledge,  which  appears  in  the  record,  and 
his  resignation  which  accompanies  it,  and  is  conditional  upon  nis  keeping  it,  shall  not 
be  withdrawn,  but  shall  continue  in  force;  and  he  now  declares  most  solemnly  not 
only  his  determination  but  his  ability  to  keep  it. 

C.  H.  CAMPBELL, 

Capt.  eth  Cav. 
[ First  indorsement .  ] 

Bureau  of  Military  Justice, 

Dec,  17,  1830. 

The  within  record  is  respectfully  returned  to  Maj.  Gen.  0.  B.  Willcox,  comm*d*g 
Department  of  Arizona,  and  his  attention  invited  to  the  omission  from  his  endorse- 
ment thereon  of  the  approval  of  the  reviewing  authority,  made  necessary  by  the  104th 
Article  of  War.  That  the  proceedings  were  in  fact  approved  by  the  department  com- 
mander may  probably  be  inferred  from  his  recommendation  that  the  sentence  be  en- 
forced ;  but  as  the  language  of  the  104th  article  will  be  seen  to  be  imperative,  its  re- 
quirements, as  well  as  those  of  the  106th  article,  must  be  observed  in  order  to  give  to 
the  record  the  necessary  legal  validity. 

\V.  M.  DUNN, 

Judge- Jdv.-GeneraL 
[Second  indorsement.] 

Headquarters  Department  of  Arizona,  Whipple  Barracks, 

Prescottj  January  17,  1881. 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Judge- Advocate-General  of  the  Army,  my  original  in- 
dorsement on  the  within  proceedings  completed,  as  suggested  in  the  preceding  indorse- 
ment hereon. 

O.  B.  WILLCOX, 
Colonel  12th  Infantry,  Major-General,  hy  aasignment.  Commanding  Dept 

IThird  indorsement.  1 

War  Department,  Adjutant-General's  Office, 

JVashington,  February  16,  1881. 

These  proceedings  will  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Judge- Advocate-General  without 
further  action,  the  President  having  accepted  the  resignation  of  Capt.  Charles  H. 
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Campbell,  6th  Cavalry,  to  take  effect  Febraary  15, 1881.    (See  par.  12,  S.  O.,  No.  38,  A. 
G.  O.,  FeVy  15,  1881.) 
By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

R.  C.  DRUM, 
Adjutant' General, 

Official  copy : 

D.  G.  SWAIM, 
Judge- A  dvocaie-Genera  1. 


Washington,  March  24,  1882. 

Dear  General:  I  understand  the  case  of  Lieutenant  Campbell,  late  of  the  Arroy^ 
is  before  the  committee  of  which  you  are  chairman  for  consideration  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  his  restoration.  I  do  not  know  the  circumstances  connected  with  his  leav- 
ing the  Army,  but  I  want  to  say  a  word  for  the  family,  and.  if  possible,  for  the  sake 
of  the  family,  that  he  be  restored.  Colonel  and  Mrs.  Campbell,  the  father  and  mother, 
have  for  many  years  been  associated  with  the  best  families,  resident  and  official,  in 
this  city.  They  have  but  two  children,  a  son  and  daughter,  the  latter  married  and 
living  abroad.  They  are  getting  old  and  are  posnessed  of  but  small  means.  Colonel 
Campbell  is  a  hopeless  invalid,  wbo  will  never  again  be  able  to  do  anything  to  aid 
his  family.  For  these  reasons  I  ask  that  you  take  as  favorable  a  view  of  the  case  of 
the  son  as  you  can,  consistently. 
Very  truly,  vours, 

U.  S.  GRANT. 

(general  J.  A.  Loo  an,   l\  S,  S, 


Office  of  the  Admiral, 
Washington^  D.  C,  Fehrnary  28,  1882. 

HiK :  I  have  been  called  upon  to  express  my  opinion  in  regard  to  Capt.  Charles 
Campbell,  late  of  the  Army. 

I  know  nothing  of  the  circumstances  which  led  to  Captain  Campbell's  dismissal.  I 
know  that  since  that  time  he  has  been  under  my  continual  observation  and  that  of 
my  family.  He  has  visited  at  my  house  more  frequently  than  perhaps  anywhere  else, 
and  has  behaved  in  the  most  exemplary  manner,  like  a  perfect  gentleman.  '^^^ 

I  have  taken  great  trouble  to  ascertain  the  facts,  and  am  satisfied  that  in  no  in- 
Ktance  has  Captain  Campbell  deviated  from  the  pledge  which  he  made  since  he  left 
the  Army. 

I  am  satisfied  that  he  has  the  power  and  the  will  to  give  up  what  has  so  far  to  him 
been  the  source  of  so  much  mortification. 

I  am  convinced  that  his  conduct  was  more  the  result  of  youthful  indiscretion  than 
auy thing  else.  I  do  not  think  his  habits  confirmed  ones.  This  be  has  shown  by  his 
example  durine  the  past  year. 

I  would  be  the  last  person  to  give  a  recommendation  to  any  one  whose  habits  were 
intemperate  and  who  could  not  restrain  himself,  but  in  this  case  I  think  the  lesson  he 
has  received  is  such  a  one  as  Captain  Campbell  will  not  fail  to  remember  and  profit  b^. 
I  am  sure  the  leniency  of  the  department  must  be  highly  appreciated  by  Captain 
Campbell  and  his  friends. 

I  have  the  honor  to  remain,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

DAVID  D.  PORTER, 

Admiral, 

Hon.  RoBERf  T.  Lincoln, 

^  Secretary  of  War. 


Washington,  February  27, 1882. 

Disar  Sir:  Permit  me  to  express  my  sincere  hope  that  Capt.  Charles  H.  Campbell 
may  be  reinstated  in  the  Army. 

As  one  of  his  neighbors,  and  of  those  who  know  him  best,  it  gives  me  pleasure  to 
say  that  during  the  last  fifteen  months  the  oath  of  total  abstinence  taken  by  him  in 
November,  18^,  has  been  strictly  observed,  and  that,  with  others  of  bis  friends,  I  feel 
aaeared  that,  devoted  as  he  has  been,  and  still  is,  to  his  profession,  he  will  do  credit 
to  the  service  and  to  those  who  recommend  his  reinstatement. 
I  am,  yours,  respectfully, 

RICH'D  D.  CUTTS. 

Hon.  Samuel  SheujibarctERJ  ^c. 
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War  DBPARTMi&NTy  Sitroeon-Qbkkrax's  Offigb, 

FTashingtan,  March  1,  18^. 

Daring  last  summer,  fall,  and  the  present  winter^  Capt.  CliMles  H.  Canpbell  (late 
United  States  Army)  has  resided  with  his  parents'  within  three  doors ^rom  me.  In  all 
this  time  I  have  seen  him  almost  daily,  and  have  frequently  conyerred  with  him,  and 
•can  say  most  confidently  that  his  habits  have  been  irreproachable,  his  deportment  cor- 
rect and  gentlemanly.  For  several  weeks  during  the  summer  he  was  without  the 
restraining  influence  of  his  parents'  presence,  but  adhered  to  his  good  resolutions, 
showing  his  determination  and  ability  to  refrain  from  excess. 

JOS.  K.  BARNES, 
Surgeon-General,  U.  S,  A. 


47th  CoNGRESi;, )  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       )  )  No.  661. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  31,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Cameron,  of  Wisconsin,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  blU  S.  1462.] 

The  Committee  on  ClaimSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  8.  (1462) /or  the 
relief  of  E.  J.  BaldwiUj  report  thereon  aefolloics  : 

The  bill  provides  for  the  appropriation  of  $11,094.86  in  payment  for 
making  tunnels  on  the  Colorado  Indian  Reservation,  in  Arizona. 

Your  committee  referred  the  bill  to  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Af- 
fairs for  information,  and  received  the  following  letter  from  him : 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  Indian  Affairs, 

If'ashingionf  Apnl  26,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  be  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  24th  instant,  inclosing  Sen- 
ate biU  (No.  1462)  for  the  relief  of  E.  J.  Baldwin,  alleged  assignee  of  Patrick  Hamneton 
and  John  H.  Jilbert,  who,  under  the  firm  name  of  Harrington  &.  Jilbert,  make  claim 
against  this  department  for  certain  work  done  in  connection  with  an  irrigating  ditch 
on  the  Colorado  River  Reservation  in  Arizona,  while  under  the  administration  of  J.  A. 
Tonner,  Unite<l  States  Indian  agent  in  1873,  and  calling  for  information  i*elat1ve 
thereto. 

I  have  to  report  that  on  the  28th  day  of  Augost,  1873,  articles  of  agreement  were 
entered  into  between  said  agent  and  firm,  for  the  latter  to  run  tunnels  through  the 
spurs  or  points  of  a  mesa  on  said  reservation  so  as  to  connect  with  an  irrigatini^  canal 
to  be  us^  for  agricultural  purposes ;  that  they,  the  contractors,  were  to  receive  for 
eaeh  linear  foot  at  the  rate  of  $6  in  United  States  gold  coin,  except  on  hard  cement  or 
blasting  rock,  for  which  they  were  to  receive  |6.50 ;  and  that  payment  was  to  be  made 
therefor  when  funds  should  be  appropriated  by  Congress  for  the  purpose. 

Agent  Tonner  certifies  that  under  said  agreement  said  firm  constracted  1,760.81  feet 
of  tunneling,  which,  at  the  prices  named,  would  entitle  them  to  $10,894.86.  Upon 
preaentAtion  to  this  office  of  said  articles  of  agreement,  and  the  account  for  said  work 
for  approval  and  settlement  under  the  provisions  above  mentioned,  my  predecessor, 
Hon.  E.  A.  Hayt,  disapproved  the  same  on  the  ground  that  the  articles  or  agreement 
had  not  been  previously  submitted  for  and  received  the  approval  of  the  Hon.  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  although  Messrs.  Harrington  &  Jilbert  had  prosecuted  other 
work  of  a  similar  character  before,  and  had  been  paid  by  the  agent  therefor  sums  ag- 
gregating several  thousand  dollars,  from  funds  placed  to  his  credit  for  the  purpose  by 
this  office. 

I  believe  that  the  work  in  question  was  performed  according  to  terms  of  the  contract, 
and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  payment  therefor.  Concerning  any  right  of 
ownen^ip  of  Mr.  £.  J.  Baldwin,  in  this  claim  as  assignee,  the  only  knowledge  in  pos- 
session or  this  office  is  that  a  copy  of  a  decree  in  his  ravor,  made  by  the  United  States 
circuit  court  of  California,  was  exhibited,  but  is  not  on  file. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  PRICE, 
Commissioner, 
Hon.  Angus  Cameron, 

United  States  Senate, 


2  E.   J.   BALDWIN. 

Your  committee  are  satisfied  that  E.  J.  Baldwin,  named  in  tbe  bill,  is 
the  lawful  owner  of  said  claim  under  and  pursuant  to  a  decree  of  the 
United  States  court  for  the  district  of  California,  made  in  1879. 

It  appears  by  the  said  letter  of  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs 
that  the  amount  unpaid  on  the  claim  is  $10,894.86,  and  not  $11,094.86, 
as  stated  in  the  said  bill. 

We  recommend  that  the  bill  be  amended  by  inserting  the  sum  of 
$10,894.80  in  place  of  $11,094.86.  Also  amend  by  striking  the  letter 
"  G  ^  out  of  the  name  "  Gilbert,''  and  inserting  "J,''  his  name  being  "  Jil- 
bert "  and  not  "  Gilbert" ;  and,  when  so  amended,  that  the  bill  do  pass. 


47th  Congress,  )  SEN'ATE.  (  Rbpobt 

l8t  Session.       ]  \  No.  662. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Mat  31, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Sewell,  fix>m  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1844.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  kos  referred  the  bill  (8. 1844) 
for  the  relief  of  Fitz-John  Porter j  have  considered  the  samey  and  re- 
spectfully report : 

That  Fitz- John  Porter,  then  a  major-general  of  volunteers  and  colo- 
nel in  the  Army,  was  tried  by  court  martial  convened  at  Washington, 
and  sentenced  ^'  to  be  cashiered,  and  to  be  forever  disqualified  from  hold- 
ing any  office  of  trust  or  profit  under  the  United  States,"  which  sentence 
was  carried  into  effect  January  27, 1863 ;  that  General  Porter  has  made 
frequent  applications  for  a  rehearing,  upon  the  ground  that  the  find- 
ings and  sentence  of  said  court  were  contrary  to  the  evidence,  and  of 
new  evidence,  not  accessible  at  the  time  of  the  trial,  which  completely 
disproves  the  charges  and  specifications  upon  which  said  findings  and 
sentence  were  based;  that  President  Hayes  appointed  a  military  board, 
consisting  of  Major-General  Schofield,  Brigadier-General  Terry,  and 
Colonel  Getty,  to  review  the  record  of  said  court,  and  to  examine  any 
new  evidence  which  might  be  offered,  and  to  report  to  the  President 
what  action  justice  required  of  him  in  the  case. 

The  proceedings  of  that  board  are  fully  set  forth  in  the  memorial  of 
General  Porter,  addressed  to  Congress,  which  is  made  a  part  of  this  re- 
port, and  is  as  follows : 

[Senate  Mis.  Doc.  No.  91. — 47th  Congress,  1st  session.] 

Memorial  of  Fitz-John  Porter,  in  favor  of  8uch  action  by  Congress  as  will  restore  him  to  the 
positions  of  which  he  W4M  deprived  by  the  action  of  a  court-martial, 

Mat  8, 1882.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  AflBEdrs  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

To  the  Senate  and  Bouse  of  Representatives  in  Congress  assembled : 

Yonr  memoraliat  would  respectfully  reprieseut  that,  in  Jauuaiy,  1863,  he  was  most 
unjustly  declared  guiltv  of  certain  charges  preferred  against  him  before  a  court-martial 
conyened  at  the  city  of  Washington,  and  by  the  sentence  of  said  court  was  cashiered 
and  forever  disqualified  from  holding  any  office  of  trust  or  profit  under  the  (Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States ;  which  sentence  was  carried  into  effect  on  the  27th  day  of 
January,  1863. 

That,  from  the  promul^^ation  of  said  finding  and  sentence,  your  memorialist  has  pro- 
tested against  the  injustice  of  the  same,  and,  by  every  means  in  his  power,  has  sought 
to  be  relieved  therefrom,  and  to  be  restored  to  the  positions  of  which  said  sentence  de- 
prived him. 

That  after  repeated  applications  to  the  President  for  such  relief  as  might  be  in  the 
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power  of  the  Executive  Department  of  the  government,  on  the  12th  day  of  April,  1878, 
the  President  issued  the  following  order: 

[Special  Orders  No.  78.  J 

Headquarters  of  the  Army, 
Adjutant-General's  Office, 

Washington^  April  12,  1878. 

The  following  order  has  been  received  from  the  War  Department. 
An  appeal  has  been  made  to  the  President,  as  follows : 

"  New  York,  March  9,  1878. 
"  To  His  Excellency  Rutherford  B.  Hayes, 

''  President  of  the  United  States  : 

^*  Sir:  I  most  respectfully,  but  most  urgently,  renew  my  oft-repeated  appeal  to  have 
you  review  my  case.  I  ask  it  as  a  matter  of  long  delayed  justice  to  myself.  I  renew 
it  upon  the  ground  heretofore  stated,  that  public  justice  cannot  be  satisfied  so  lone  as 
my  appeal  remains  unheard.  My  sentence  is  a  continuing  sentence^  and  made  to  follow 
my  daily  life.  For  this*  reason,  if  for  no  other,  my  case  is  ever  within  the  reach  of  ex- 
ecutive as  well  as  legislative  interference. 

**  I  beg  to  present  copies  of  papers,  heretofore  presented,  bearing  upon  my  case,  and 
trust  that  you  will  deem  it  a  proper  one  for  your  prompt  and  favorable  consideration. 

^'  If  I  do  not  make  it  plain  that  I  have  been  wronged,  1  alone  am  the  sufferer.  If  I 
do  make  it  plain  that  great  iinustice  has  been  done  me,  then  I  am  sure  that  you,  and 
all  otliers  who  love  truth  and  justice,  will  be  glad  that  the  opportunity  for  my  vindi- 
cation has  not  been  denied. 

'*  Very  respectfully,  yours, 

**FITZ-JOHN  PORTER.'* 

In  order  that  the  President  may  be  fully  informed  of  the  facts  of  the  case  of  Fitz- 
John  Porter,  late  major-general  of  volunt'CerH,  and  bo  enabled  to  act  advisedly  npon 
his  application  for  relief  in  said  case,  a  board  is  hereby  convened,  by  order  of  the 
President,  to  examine,  in  connection  with  the  record  of  the  trial  by  court-martial  of 
Major-General  Porter,  such  new  evidence  relating  to  the  merits  of  said  case  as  is  now 
on  tile  in  the  War  Department,  together  with  such  other  evidence  as  may  be  presented 
to  said  board,  and  to  report  with  the  reasons  for  their  conclusion,  what  action,  if 
any,  in  their  opinion  justice  requires  should  be  taken  on  said  application  by  the  Pres- 
ident. 

Detail  far  the  hoard, 
Maj.  Gen.  J.  M.  Schofield. 
Brig.  Gen.  A.  H.  Terrv. 
Col.  G.  W.  Getty,  Third  Artillery. 
Maj.  Asa  B.  Ganlner,  Judge  Advocate,  Recorder. 

The  board  will  convene  at  West  Point,  N.  Y.,  on  the  20th  day  of  June,  1878,  and  is 
authorized  to  adjourn  from  time  to  time,  and  to  sit  in  such  place  as  may  be  deemed 
expedient. 
By  com rj and  of  General  Sherman  : 

E.  D.  T0WX8END, 

Adjutant'  General. 
Official : 

L.  H.  Pelovze, 

Assistant  Adjutant- General. 

ADd  the  said  board  took  the  case  into  consideration  and  submitted 
the  following  report : 

REPORT  OF  BOARD  OF  OFFICERS  CONVENED  AT  WEST  POINT,  IN  JUNE, 

1878, 

New  York  City,  MareJt  19,  1879. 
To  the  honorable  the  Secretary  of  War,  fVashingtonf  D.  t\: 

Sir:  Wc,  the  Board  of  Officers  appointed  by  order  of  the  President  to  examine  the 
evidence  in  the  case  of  Fitz-John  l*orter,  late  major-general  of  volunteers,  and  t^  re- 
port, with  the  n^asons  for  onreoiiclusions,  what  action  (if  any),  in  our  opinion,  jnfitice 
requires  slioiild  be  taken  by  the  President  on  the  application  for  relief  in  that  case, 
have  the  honor  to  make  the  following  report.  The  Recorder  has  been  directed  to  for- 
ward to  the  Adjutant-General  of  the  Army  the  printed  record  of  our  prooeediDg,  in- 
cluding all  the  evidence  examined  and  the  arguments  of  counsel  on  either  side. 

We  have  made  a  very  thorough  examination  of  all  the  evidence  presenttMl  and  bear- 
ing in  any  manner  upon  the  merits  of  the  case.    The  Recorder  has,  under  instructions 
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from  the  board,  sought  with  great  diligence  for  evidence  in  addition  to  that  presented 
hy  the  petitioner,  especially  snch  as  might  appear  to  have  a  bearing  adverse  to  the 
claims  nrged  by  him. 

Due  care  has  been  exercised  not  to  inquire  into  the  military  operations  of  the  Army 
of  Virginia,  or  the  conduct  of  officers  thereof,  any  further  than  nas  seemed  necessary 
to  a  full  and  fair  elucidation  of  the  subject  submitted  to  ns  for  investigation.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  have  not  hesitated  to  examine  fully  into  all  the  facts,  accurate  knowl- 
edge of  which  seemed  to  ns  to  be  necessary  to  the  formation  of  a  correct  jnd^ment 
ii{)on  the  merits  of  the  case,  and  to  the  determination  of  the  action  which  Justice  re- 
quires should  be  taken  by  the  President  on  the  petitioner's  application  for  relief. 

We  have  had  the  benefit  of  the  testimony  of  a  large  number  of  officers  of  the  late 
Confederate  army,  a  kind  of  testimony  which  was  not  available  at  the  time  of  General 
Porter's  trial  by  court-martial.  We  have  also  availed  ourselves  of  the  testimony  of 
many  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  Union  forces  who  were  present  on  the  battle-field  and 
of  much  documentary  evidence,  to  throw  tulditional  lignt  upon  points  not  made  per- 
fectly clear  in  the  record  of  evidence  taken  before  the  court-martial ;  and  we  have  bad  , 
the  use  of  accurate  maps  of  the  battle-field  of  Manassas,  constructed  irom  recent  actual 
surveys  made,  under  the  direction  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  by  a  distinguished  officer 
of  that  corps,  who  was  himself  a  participant  in  that  battle. 

Without  such  a  map  neither  the  testimony  upon  which  General  Porter  was  convicted 
nor  the  additional  testimony  submitted  to  this  board  could  have  been  correcti}*  nnder- 
stood. 

The  evidence  which  we  have  thus  been  able  to  examine,  in  addition  to  that  which 
was  before  the  court-martial,  has  placed  beyond  question  many  important  facts  which 
were  l>efore  the  subjects  of  dispute,  and  in  respect  to  some  of  which  radically  erroneous 
opinions  were  entertained  by  General  Porter's  accusers,  and  doubtless  by  the  court- 
martial  that  pronounced  him  guilty. 

The  result  has  been,  as  we  believe,  to  establish  beyond  reasonable  doubt  all  the 
facts  essential  to  the  formation  of  a  correct.  Judgment  upon  the  merits  of  the  case  of 
Fitz-John  Porter.  We  are  thus  enabled  to  report,  with  entire  unanimity,  and  without 
doubt  in  our  own  minds,  with  the  reasons  for  our  conclusions,  what  action,  in  our 
opinion,  justice  required  should  be  taken  by  the  President  on  the  petitioner's  applica- 
tion for  relief. 

Tlie  evidence  presents  itself  under  several  distinct  heads,  viz : 

First.  The  im{>erfect,  and  in  some  respects  erroneous,  statements  of  facts,  due  to  the 
partial  and  incorrect  knowledge  in  possession  of  witnesses  at  the  time  of  the  court- 
martial,  and  the  extremely  inaccurate  maps  and  erroneous  locations  of  troops  thereon, 
by  which  erroneous  statements  were  made  to  convey  still  more  erroneous  impressions. 

Second.  The  opinions  and  inferences  of  prominent  officers  based  upon  this  imperfect 
knowle<lge. 

Third.  The  far  more  complete  and  accurate  statements  of  facts  now  made  by  a  large 
number  of  eye-witnesses  from  both  the  oontending  forces. 

Fourth.  The  accurate  maps  of  the  field  of  operations  and  the  exact  positions  of  troops 
thereon  at  different  periods  of  time,  by  which  statements  otherwise  contradictory  or 
irreconcilable  are  shown  to  be  harmonious,  and  opposing  opinions  are  shown  to  have 
been  based  upon  different  views  of  the  same  military  situation ;  and. 

Finally.  Tne  conflicting  testimony  relative  to  plans  of  operations,  interpretation  of 
orders,  motives  of  action,  and  relative  degrees  of  responsibility  for  unfortunate  re- 
sults. 

A.  careful  consideration  of  all  the  material  facts  now  fully  established,  in  combina- 
tion with  the  conflicting  or  inconclusive  testimony  last  above  referred  to,  gives  rise  to 
•wiveral  diverse  theories  respecting  the  whole  subject  with  which  General  Porter's  case 
is  inseparably  connected.  These  diverse  views  of  the  subject  necessarily  involve,  in  a 
greater  or  less  degree,  the  acts,  motives,  and  responsibilities  of  others  as  well  as  those 
of  the  petitioner.  We  have  considr-red  with  great  care  and  labor,  and  with  our  best 
ability,  each  and  all  of  these  phases  in  which  the  subject  can  l>e  and  has  been  pre- 
senter!, and  we  find  that  all  these  posj^ible  views  of  the  subject,  when  examined  in  the 
light  of  the  facts  which  are  fully  established  by  undisputed  testimony,  lead  inevi- 
tably to  one  and  the  same  conclusion  in  respect  to  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  Fitz- John 
porter  of  the  specific  charges  upon  which  he  was  tried  and  pronounced  guilty  by  the 
couri-martial. 

Therefore,  while  exposing  General  Porter's  conduct  to  the  tost  of  the  highest  degree 
of  responsibility  which  recognized  military  principles  attached  to  the  command  he 
held  under  the  circumstances  in  whic:h  he  was  placed,  and  the  onlers  which  he  had 
received,  we  are  able  to  take  that  view  of  the  whole  subject  which  seems  to  involve 
in  the  least  possible  degree  any  question  as  to  the  acts,  motives,  or  responKibility  of 
others. 

We  will  now  ]irocned  to  give,  as  concisely  as  we  are  able  to  do,  a  narrative  of  the 
events  which  gave  rise  to  the  charges  against  Mai.  Gen.  Fitz-John  Porter,  omitting 
the  multitude  of  interesting  but  unessential  details  and  all  facts  having  no  necessary 
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bearinff  upon  his  case,  and  limiting  onroelves  to  a  plain  statement  of  the  essential 
facts  or  the  case  which  have  been  established,  as  we  believe,  by  po8itLve«proof . 

While  the  Army  of  the  Pot'Omao  was  withdrawing  from  its  position  on  the  James 
Biver  in  August,  1862,  the  Army  of  Virginia,  under  Major-General  Pope,  was  ordered 
to  hold  the  line  of  the  Rappahannock,  and  to  stand  on  the  defensive  until  all  the  forces 
•could  be  united  behind  that  river.  General  Pope  was  c^ven  to  understand  that,  when 
this  concentration  was  effected,  Major-General  HallecK,  the  General  in-Chief,  waa  to 
take  the  field  in  command  of  the  combined  armies.  On  the  other  hand  it  appears  that 
Haior-General  McClellan,  then  commanding  the  Armv  of  the  Potomac,  was  given  to 
understand  that  he  was  to  direct  the  operations  of  all  the  forces  in  Virginia  as  soon 
as  they  should  be  united. 

It  appears  that  General  Pope  was  notified  on  the  25th  of  August  that  an  active  cam- 
paign was  soon  to  be  commenced,  without  waiting  for  a  union  of  all  the  forces,  and 
imder  some  commander  other  than  either  of  those  l^fore  named.  But  this  information 
appears  to  have  been  of  a  secret  character,  afterwards  suppressed,  and  not  made  known 
to  General  McClellan  and  his  subordinates  until  five  days  later,  when  the  order  appeared 
from  the  War  Department,  depriving  McClellan  of  the  command  of  all  his  troops 
then  between  the  Potomac  and  the  Rappahannock,  although  leaving  him  in  nominal 
command  of  the  Army  of  the  Potomac. 

Thus  General  Porter,  who  joined  General  Pope's  army  about  that  time,  was  left 
under  the  impression,  which  all  had  previously  shared,  that  the  operations  of  the  army 
were  to  continue  of  a  defensive  character  until  all  the  forces  snould  be  united  and 
proper  preparations  made  for  the  commencement  of  an  offensive  campaign  under  a 
general  designated  by  the  President  to  command  the  combined  armies.  But  just  then 
the  Confederate  general,  Jackson,  with  three  divisions  of  infantry,  one  of  cavalry,  and 
some  artillery,  commenced  his  movement  to  turn  the  Union  right  through  Thorough- 
fare Gap,  which  gap  he  passed  on  the  26th,  and  that  night  struck  the  rear  of  the  Union 
army  at  Bristoe  and  Manassas  Junction.  The  next  morning,  August  27,  the  Union 
army  changed  front  to  the  rear,  and  was  ordered  to  move  on  Gainesville,  Greenwich, 
and  Warrenton  Junction. 

General  Porter,  with  his  two  divisions  of  the  Fifth  Corps,  arrived  at  Warrenton 
Junction  on  the  27th,  and  there  reported  in  person  to  General  Pope.  That  afternoon 
Hooker's  division  was  engaged  witn  the  enemy  at  Bristoe  Station ;  McDowell  and  Sigel 
were  moving  on  Gainesville,  and  Heintzelman  and  Reno  on  Greenwich.  Banks  was 
eovering  the  rear  below  Warrenton  Junction,  and  guarding  the  trains  in  their  move- 
ment toward  Manassas  Junction.  Porter  was  at  first  ordered  to  move  toward  Green- 
wich upon  the  arrival  of  Banks  at  Warrenton  Junction,  but  after  Hooker's  engage- 
ment ai  Bristoe  the  following  order  was  sent  him,  and  he  received  it  at  9.50  p.  m. : 

"Headquarters  Army  op  Virginia, 

**  Bristoe  Station^  August  27,  1862—6.30  p.  m. 

*^  Major-General  F.  J.  Porter,  Warrenton  Junction: 

^'General:  The  major-general  commanding  directs  that  you  start  at  1  o'clock  to- 
night and  come  forward  with  your  whole  corps,  or  such  part  of  it  as  is  with  you,  so 
as  to  be  here  by  daylight  to-morrow  morning.  Hooker  has  had  a  very  severe  action 
with  the  enemy,  with  a  loss  of  about  300  knled  and  wounded.  The  enemy  has  been 
driven  back,  but  is  retiring  along  the  railroad.  We  must  drive  him  from  Manassas, 
and  clear  the  country  between  that  place  and  Gainesville,  where  McDowell  is.  If 
Morell  has  not  joined  you,  send  him  word  to  push  forward  immediately ;  also  send 
word  to  Banks  to  hurry  forward  with  all  speed  to  take  your  place  at  Warrenton  Junc- 
tion. It  is  necessary  on  all  accounts  that  you  should  be  here  by  daylight.  I  send  an 
officer  with  this  dispatch  w^ho  will  conduct  you  to  this  place.  Be  sure  to  send  word 
to  Banks,  who  is  on  the  road  from  FayetteviUe,  probably  in  the  direction  of  Bealeton. 
Say  to  Banks,  also,  that  he  had  best  run  back  the  railroad  trains  to  this  side  of  Cedar 
Run.     If  he  is  not  with  you,  write  him  to  that  effect. 

"  By  command  of  General  Pope. 

"  GEORGE  D.  RUGGLES, 

"  Colonel  and  Chirf  of  Staff. 

**  P.  S. — If  Banks  is  not  at  Warrenton  Junction,  leave  a  regiment  of  infantry  and  two 

Sieces  of  artillery  as  a  guard  till  he  comes  up,  with  instructions  to  follow  yon  imme- 
lately  ux>on  his  doing  so.     If  Banks  is  not  at  the  Junction,  instruct  Colonel  Clary  to 
run  the  trains  back  to  this  side  of  Cedar  Run,  and  post  a  regiment  and  a  section  of 
artillery  with  it. 
**  By  command  of  General  Pope. 

"GEORGE  D.  RUGGLES, 

'*  Colonel  and  Chirf  of  Staff." 

This  order  plainly  contemplated  an  aggressive  movement  against  the  enemy  early 
on  the  28th,  and  required  the  presence  of  General  Porter's  corps  at  Bristoe  Station  as 
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early  as  possible  in  the  morning,  to  take  part  in  the  pursuit  of  and  attack  upon  the 
enemy. 

The  onler  did  not  indicate  any  anticipation  of  defensive  action  at  Bristoe,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  it  indicat<ed  continuous,  active,  and  aggressive  operations  during  the 
cntii-e  day  of  the  28th,  to  drive  the  enemy  from  Manassas,  and  clear  the  country. 
H<»nce  the  troops  must  arrive  at  Bristoe  in  condition  for  such  service. 

The  evidence  clearly  shows  that  General  Porter  evinced  an  earnest  desire  to  comply 
literally  with  the  terms  of  the  order,  and  that  he  held  a  consultation  with  his  division 
commanders,  some  of  his  brigade  commanders,  and  his  staff  officers  on  the  subject. 
One  of  his  divisions  had  arrived  in  camp  late  in  the  evening,  after  a  long  march,  and 
was  much  fatigued. 

If  the  troops  marched  at  1  o'clock,  none  of  them  conld  have  much  sleep  before  start- 
ing, and,  even  if  they  could  arrive  at  Bristoe  by  or  soon  after  daylight,  they  must  be 
in  poor  condition  for  a  vigorous  pursuit  of  the  enemy,  who  was  already  some  distance 
beyond  Bristoe.  But  this  was  not  regarded  by  General  Porter  as  sufficient  reason  for 
hesitating  to  make  the  attempt  to  comply  literally  with  the  order.  He  still  urged, 
against  the  advice  of  his  division  commanders,  the  necessity  of  implicit  obedience. 
Then,  further  consideration  of  the  subject  disclosed  the  fact  that  the  road  was  filled 
with  army  trains,  which  had  been  pressing  in  that  direction  all  day  and  as  late  at  night 
aa  they  oould  move,  until  the  wav  had  become  completely  blocked  with  wagons.  The 
trains  of  the  army  moving  back  from  the  line  of  the  Rappahannock  had  been  ordered 
to  take  that  road  to  the  number  of  **  two  or  three  thousand. ''  In  the  language  of  one 
of  the  most  intelligent  witnesses,  the  mass  of  wagons  blocked  together  at  places  in  the 
road  was  'Mike  a  lot  of  ice  that  jams  in  on  the  shore."  The  night  had  become  very 
dark,  or,  as  testified  by  most  of  the  witnesses,  excessively  dark.  It  would  have  been 
diffionlt  to  march  troops  upon  a  plain  and  nnobstmcted  road.  It  was  a  manifest  phys- 
ical impossibility  to  niarcn  over  that  road  that  night,  or  to  remove  the  obstructions  in 
the  darkness  of  the  night.  When  this  situation  was  made  evident.  General  Porter 
reluctantly  consented  to  delay  the  movement  two  hours,  or  until  3  o'clock.  At  that 
hour  the  march  was  commenced,  but  it  was  found  that  no  appreciable  progress  conld 
be  made  before  daylight.  Nothing  was  gained,  or  could  have  been  gained,  bv  the 
attempt  to  move  before  the  dawn  of  day.  It  would  have  been  wiser  to  have  delayed 
the  attempt  to  move  until  4  o'clock. 

A  vigorous  and  persistent  effort  to  make  that  march,  commencing  at  1  o'clock,  could 
only  have  resulted  in  greatly  fatiguing  the  troops  and  throwing  them  into  disorder, 
from  which  they  could  not  have  been  extricated  until  long  after  daylight,  without 
making  any  material  progress,  and  would  thus  have  caused  tne  coi'ps  to  arrive  at  Bris- 
toe at  a  later  hour  and  in  a  miserable  condition. 

Abundant  experience  in  situatioiiH  similar  to  that  above  described  leaves  no  room 
for  doubt  what  General  Porter's  duty  was.  He  exercised  only  the  very  ordinary  dis- 
cretion of  a  corps  commander,  which  it  was  his  plain  duty  to  exercise,  in  delaying  the 
march  until  3  o'clock,  and  in  his  attempt  to  move  at  that  time  instead  of  at  4  o'clock 
be  showed  only  too  anxious  a  desire  to  comply  with  the  letUr  of  his  orders. 

If  the  order  had  contemplated,  as  has  been  represented,  an  attack  by  the  enemy  at 
dawn  of  day,  then  it  would  have  been  General  Porter's  duty  to  start  promptly,  not  at 
1  o'clock,  but  at  the  moment  he  received  the  order,  so  a«  to  have  brought  at  least  some 
fragments  of  his  infantry  to  Bristoe  in  time  to  aid  in  repelling  that  attack.  That  was 
the  most  that  he  conld  have  done  in  any  event,  even  by  starting  the  moment  the  order 
was  received,  and  then  his  troops  would  have  been  in  no  condition  for  any  aggreasive 
movement  that  day. 

(general  Porter  reached  Bristoe  Station  as  soon  as  practicable  with  his  corps  on  the 
morning  of  the  2Sth,  aud  there .  remained,  under  ordeis  from  his  superior  commander, 
antil  the  morning  of  the  29th,  taking  no  part  in  the  operations  of  the  28th. 

In  the  morning  of  the  28th  McDowell  sent  Kicketts'  division  of  his  corps  to  Thorough- 
fare Gap  to  resist  the  advance  of  re-enforcements  from  the  main  body  of  Lee's  army, 
then  known  to  be  marching  to  join  Jackson.  Banks  was  at  Warrenton  Junction  and 
Porter  at  Bristee.  The  rest  of  the  army  moved  from  Gainesville,  Greenwich,  and 
Bristoe  on  Manassas  Junction  to  attack  Jackson  at  that  place;  but  that  general  with- 
drew his  forces  during  the  night  of  the  27th  and  morning  of  the  28th  toward  Sudley 
and  Groveton.  He  was  followed  by  Heintzelman  and  Reno,  via  Centroville;  and  Mc- 
Dowell and  Sigel,  after  having  marched  some  distance  toward  Manassas,  were  ordered 
to  direct  their  march  toward  Centre ville.  In  this  movement  toward  Centre ville, 
King's  division  of  McDowell's  corps  struck  the  right  of  Jackson's  force,  late  in  the 
afternoon,  just  north  of  the  Warrenton  turnpike,  a  mile  west  of  Groveton.  A  sharp 
contest  ensued,  lasting  until  some  time  after  dark,  when  Kin^  still  held  his  ground  on 
the  turnpike.  Reynolds  was  then  near  the  right  of  King,  Sigel  on  his  right  near  the 
Stone  House,  HeintKelman  and  Reno  near  Centreville;  Kicketts,  who  had  been  sent 
in  the  morning  to  Thoroughfare  Gap,  was  disputing  with  Longstreet  the  passage  of 
the  gap. 

Thus  it  was  still  hoped  to  strike  Jackson  a  decisive  blow  on  the  morning  of  the  29th, 
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before  re-en forcemeutH  could  reach  liim.  In  the  mean  time  the  Confederate  general 
had  taken  up  a  favorable  position  a  little  to  the  north  and  west  of  Groveton  and  Sud- 
ley  to  await  attack. 

Under  these  conditions  General  Porter,  who  was  still  at  Bristoe  Station,  received,  at 
6  a.  m.,  the  following  order  from  General  Pope: 

'^HXADQUARTRRS  ABMY  OF  VIRGINIA, 

''Near  Bull  Run,  August  29,  1862—3  a.  m. 

*'  General  :  McDowell  had  intercepted  the  retreat  of  Jackson.  Sigel  is  immediately 
on  the  right  of  McDowell.  Kearney  and  Hooker  march  to  attack  the  enemy's  rear  at 
earb*  dawn.  Mfnor-General  Pope  directs  yon  to  move  upon  Centreville,  at  the  first 
4awn  of  day,  with  your  whole  command,  leaving  your  trains  to  follow.  It  is  very  im- 
portant that  yon  should  be  here  at  a  very  early  hour  in  the  morning.  A  severe  engage- 
ment is  likely  to  take  plaoe,  and  your  presence  is  necessary. 

^^I  am,  general,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"GEORGE  D.  RUGGLE8, 
'*  Colonel  and  CMrf  of  Staff. 
"Mfgor-General  Porter." 

Under  this  order,  General  Porter  marched  promptly  with  his  corps  toward  Centre- 
ville. He  had  passed  Manassas  Junction  with  the  head  of  his  column,  when  he  was 
halted  by  counter  orders,  issued  in  consequence  of  a  grave  change  which  had  occurred 
in  the  situation  since  the  night  before. 

King  had  withdrawn  from  his  position  near  Jackson's  right,  on  the  Warrenton  turn- 
pike, and  had  fallen  back  to  Manassas  Junction.  Ricketts  haa  fallen  back  in  the  night 
from  Thoroughfare  Gap  to  Gainesville,  and  thence,  in  consequence  of  the  movement 
of  King,  had  retired  to  Bristoe  8t<ation. 

Thus  the  way  had  been  left  open  for  the  retreat  of  Jackson  to  Thoroughfare  Gap,  or 
for  the  advance  of  Longstreet  from  that  point,  and  ample  time  had  elapsed  for  tnem 
to  effect  a  jonction,  either  at  the  Gap  or  near  Groveton,  before  a  force  could  again  be 
interposed  to  prevent  it.  The  opportunity  to  attack  Jackson's  detached  force  with 
superior  numbers  Jiad  passed  beyond  the  possibility  of  recall. 

As  soon  as  the  withdrawal  of  King  became  known  to  General  Pope,  he  hastily  sent 
a  verbal  message  to  General  Porter  to  retrace  his  steps  and  move  towards  Gainesville, 
and  soon  followed  this  message  with  the  following  order,  which  was  received  by  Gen- 
eral Porter  about  9.30  a.  m. 

"  HEADQUARTKRfl  ARMY  OP  VIRGINIA, 

'*  CmtrevilUy  Augu9t  29,  1862. 

**  Push  forward  with  your  corps  and  King's  division,  which  you  will  take  with  you, 
upon  Gainesville.  I  am  following  the  enemy  down  the  Warrenton  turnpike.  Be  ex- 
peditious or  we  will  lose  much. 

"JOHN  POPE. 
*' Major-General^  Commanding," 

Under  these  orders  General  Porter  advanced  promptly  with  his  corps,  followed  by 
King's  division,  on  the  direct  road  from  Manassas  Junction  toward  Gainesville,  having 
knowledge  of  the  military  situation  as  above  described. 

Genenu  Port«r  had  met  General  McDowell  near  Manassas  Junction,  and  they  had 
conversed  with  each  other  relative  to  this  order,  placing  King's  division  under  Porter's 
command.  McDowell  claims  that  it  was  conceded  that  he  might  go  forward  and  com- 
mand the  whole  force,  under  the  62d  Article  of  War,  but  he  desired  to  reunite  all  the 
divisions  of  his  corps  on  that  part  of  the  field  where  Reynolds  then  was.  Hence  he 
wrote  to  Pope  on  this  subject,  awaited  his  orders,  and  did  not  exercise  any  command 
over  Porter's  corps  until  after  the  receipt  of  further  orders  from  Pope. 

When,  about  11.30  o'clock,  the  head  of  Porter's  column  arrived  at  Dawkins'  Branch, 
about  three  and  a  half  miles  from  Gainesville  and  nine  and  a  half  miles  from  Thor- 
oughfare Gap,  he  met  the  enemy's  cavalry  advance,  and  captured  some  of  Long- 
street's  scouts.  The  chmds  of  dust  in  his  front  and  to  his  right,  and  extending  back 
toward  Thoroughfare  Gap,  showed  the  enemy  coming  in  force,  and  already  arriving 
pn  the  field  in  his  front. 

Morcll's  division  was  at  once  deployed;  Sykes  closed  up  in  support,  King's  division 
following.  A  regiment  was  sent  forward  across  the  creek,  as  skirmishers,  and  Butter- 
field's  brigade  was  started  across  the  creek  to  the  front,  and  somewhat  to  the  right, 
with  orders  to  seize,  in  advance  of  the  enemy,  if  possible,  the  commanding  ground  on 
the  opposite  ridge,  about  a  mile  distant.  Morell's  division,  with  Sykes  in  support,  was 
ready  to  advance  at  once  to  the  support  of  Butt«rfield. 

At  this  stage  of  Porter's  operations,  some  time  between  11.30  and  12  o'clock,  McDow- 
ell, in  person,  arrived  on  the  field  and  arrested  the  movement  Porter  was  making, 
saying  to  him  in  the  hearing  of  several  officers,  **  Porter,  you  are  too  far  out.  This  is 
no  place  to  fight  a  battle,"  or  words  to  that  effect. 
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McDowell  had  received,  a  few  miaateH  before,  a  dispatch  from  Buford.  informing 
him  that  seventeen  regiments  of  infantry,  a  battery,  and  some  cavalry  had  passed 
through  Gainesville  at  8.45  o'clock,  and  moved  down  the  Centreville  road  towards 
Groveton,  and  hence  must  have  been  on  the  lield  in  front  of  Sigel  and  Reynolds  at 
least  two  hours. 

The  dust  in  Porter's  immediate  front  and  extending  across  toward  Groveton,  as  well 
as  back  toward  Gainesville,  showed  that  larse  forces  of  the  enemy,  in  addition  to  those 
reported  by  Buford,  were  already  on  the  field.  The  latest  information  from  the  Con- 
federate army  showed  the  whole  force  of  the  enemy  within  reach  of  Gainesville  by 
noon  on  the  *^th.  McDowell's  troops  (Ricketts'  division  and  some  cavalry)  had  de- 
delayed  Longgtreet's  advance  at  Thoroughfare  Gap  from  about  noon  until  dark  on  the 
previous  day,  !28th.  Hence,  Lee's  column  had  had  eighteen  hours  by  the  morning  of 
the  29th  to  close  up  in  mass  near  the  Gap,  and  seven  hours  that  morning  in  which  to 
march  eight  miles  and  form  line  on  the  field  of  battle. 

Jackson,  who  had  been  supposed  aujcious  to  retreat,  and  for  whom  the  way  had  been 
left  open,  had  not  retreated,  but  was  still  holding  his  position  of  the  previous  eveniugi 
as  if  confident  of  adequate  re-enforcements.  Sigel's  pursuit  had  been  checked,  where 
it  started  that  morning,  at  Groveton. 

It  was  certain  that  toe  head  of  column  of  Lee's  main  army  had  arrived  on  the  field 
in  front  of  Groveton  at  least  two  hours  in  a<lvauce  of  the  arrival  of  the  head  of  col- 
umn of  Porter's  and  McDowell's  corps  at  Dawkins'  Branch,  and  it  was  so  nearly  certain 
that  the  main  body  of  Lee's  army  was  already  on  the  field  and  in  line  of  battle  as  to 
absolutely  require  corresponding  action.  This  was  Porter's  impression  at  the  time, 
and  he  conveyed  it  to  McDowell  by  words  and  gesture  that  left  no  doubt  in  the  mind 
of  the  latter  that  he  (Porter)  believed  the  enemy  was  in  force  in  his  immediate  front. 

In  contrast  to  this  evident  preparation  of  the  enemy  for  battle,  only  Porter's  nine  or 
ten  thousand  men  were  i^ady  for  action,  of  the  thirty -five  thousand  men  then  com- 
posing the  left  wing  of  the  Union  Army. 

Banks'  corps,  ten  thousand,  was  still  at  Bhstoe  without  orders  to  move  beyond  that 
point.  Ricketts'  division,  eight  thousand,  was  near  Bristoe,  under  orders  to  move  to 
the  front,  but  his  men  were  so  worn  out  by  constant  marching,  night  and  day,  that 
ihej  could  not  possibly  be  got  to  the  field  even  for  defensive  action  that  day.  Kiujr's 
division,  seven  thousand,  was  Just  in  rear  of  Porter,  but  was  so  fatigued  as  to  do 
unfit  for  oflensive  action,  and  hardly  able  to  march. 

Thus  this  loufi  column,  stretching  back  from  Dawkins'  Branch  by  way  of  Manassas 
Junction  to  and  even  bevond  Bristoe,  had  struck  the  right  wing  of  the  Confederate 
»rmy  in  line  of  battle,  while  a  gap  of  nearly  two  miles  remained  in  the  Union  line  be- 
tween Porter  and  Reynolds,  who  was  on  the  left  of  Sigel,  near  Groveton. 

The  accompanying  map,  marked  Board  Map  No.  1,  illustrates  the  positions  of  the 
Union  troops  at  noon  of  August  29th,  and  the  probable  positions  of  the  Confederate 
troops  at  tiie  same  time,  as  indicated  by  the  information  then  in  possession  of  the 
Union  generals.  This  map  is  not  intended  to  show  the  actual  positions  of  the  troops 
at  that  time,  but  to  correctly  interpret  the  information  upon  which  the  Union  generals 
then  acted. 

This  was  the  military  situation  on  the  Union  left  and  Confederate  right  of  the  field 
when  McDowell  arrested  Porter's  advance,  and  Porter's  operations  under  the  direct 
orders  from  Pope  heretofore  mentioned  ceased,  and,  under  new  orders  just  received, 
Porter  became  subordinate  to  McDowell. 

Not  only  had  the  effort  to  destroy  Jackson  before  he  could  be  re-enforced  totally  failed, 
but  the  Coiifetlerate  army  was  on  the  field  and  in  line,  while  the  Union  army  was  not. 
The  time  to  resume  defensive  action,  awaiting  the  concentration  of  the  army,  hud  not 
only  arrived,  but  had  been  too  long  postponed. 

On  his  way  to  the  front  McDowell  haa  received  the  following  order  from  Genei"al 
Pope,  addressed  jointly  to  hi  in  and  Porter,  and  Porter  had  received  a  copy  of  the  same 
order  a  moment  before  McDowell's  arrival. 

fGeneral  Order  No.  5.] 

"Headquarters  Army  of  Virginia, 

"  CentreHlU,  August  29,  1862. 

'*  Generals  McDowell  and  Porter':  Yon  will  ]dease  move  forward  with  your  joint 
commands  towards  Gainesville.  I  sent  General  Porter  written  orders  to  that  effect  an 
hour  and  a  half  ago.  Heiutzelman,  Sigel,  and  Keno  are  moving  on  the  Warrenton 
tompike,  and  must  now  be  not  far  ^m  Gainesville.  I  desire  that  as  soon  as  commu- 
nication is  established  betweec  this  force  and  your  own  the  whole  command  shall  halt. 
It  may  be  necessary  to  fall  back  l)ehind  Bull  Run,  at  Centreville,  to-night.  I  presume 
it  will  be  so  on  account  of  our  supplies.  I  have  sent  no  orders  of  any  description  to 
Ricketts,  and  none  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  movements  of  McDowell's  troops^ 
except  what  I  sent  by  liis  aid-de-camp  last  night,  which  were  to  hold  his  positioii  on 
the  Warrenton  pike  until  the  troops  from  here  should  fall  upon  the  enemy^  flank  and 
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rear.  I  do  not  even  know  Ricketts'  position,  as  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  oat  where 
General  McDowell  was  until  a  late  hoar  this  morning.  General  McDowell  will  take 
immediate  steps  to  communicate  with  General  Ricketts,  and  instruct  him  to  rejoin  the 
other  divisions  of  his  corps  as  soon  as  practicable.  If  auy  considerable  advantages 
are  to  be  gained  by  departing  from  this  order  it  will  not  be  strictly  carrie<l  out.  One 
thing  must  be  had  in  view,  that  the  troops  must  occupy  a  position  from  which  they 
can  reach  Bull  Run  to-night  or  by  morning.  The  indications  are  that  the  whole  force 
of  the  enemy  is  moving  in  this  direction  at  a  pace  that  will  bring  them  here  by  to- 
morrow night  or  next  day.  My  own  headquarters  will  be  for  the  present  with  Heint- 
zelman's  corps  or  at  this  place. 

"JOHN  POPE, 
**  Major-  General  J  Comma  nding, " 

This  order  and  the  62d  Article  of  War  made  it  the  duty  of  McDowell  to  command 
the  combined  corps,  so  long  as  they  should  continue  to  act  together,  and  General  Pope 
shonld  be  absent  from  the  field.  In  this  interpretation  of  the  law  Generals  McDowell 
and  Porter  agreed,  and  upon  it  they  acted  at  the  time.  Upon  McDowell  devolved  the 
responsibility  of  modifying  the  joint  order  as  its  terms  autnorized,  and  as  the  military 
situation  seemed  imperatively  to  require. 

The  terms  of  the  order  contemplating  that  communication  should  be  established  with 
the  troops  on  the  other  road,  or,  as  General  McDowell  interpreted  it«  that  line  shonld 
be  formed  in  connection  with  those  troops,  that  the  whole  command  should  then  halt, 
and  that  the  troops  must  not  go  beyond  a  point  from  which  they  could  reach  Ball  Run 
by  that  night  or  the  next  morning,  and  the  military  situation,  as  it  then  appeared  to 
them,  was  briefly  discussed  by  the  two  generals. 

The  situation  was  exceedingly  critical.  If  the  enemy  shopld  attack,  as  he  seemed 
about  ready  to  do.  Porter's  two  divisions,  about  nine  thousand  men,  were  all  the  force 
^  then  ready  to  stand  between  Lee's  main  army,  iust  arrived  on  the  field,  and  McDow- 
*  ell's  long  and  weary  column,  or  the  left  flank  of  Pope's  army  near  Groveton.  McDow> 
ell  was  ^* excessively  anxious"  to  get  King's  division  over  on  the  left  of  Reynolds,  who 
then  occupied  with  his  small  division  that  exposed  flank ;  and  he  quickly  decided  that 
"considerable  advantages"  were  "  to  be  gained"  by  departing  from  the  terms  of  the 
joint  order,  so  far  as  to  make  no  attempt  to  go  further  toward  Gainesville,  and  to  at 
once  form  line  with  the  troops  then  engaged  near  Groveton ;  and  this  departure  from 
the  strict  letter  of  the  joint  order  was  evidently  required  by  the  military  situation  aa 
it  then  appeared  and  as  it  did  actually  exist. 

After  tiiis  brief  consultation  the  two  generals  rode  together  through  the  woods  to 
the  right,  about  three-quarters  of  a  mile  toward  Groveton,  and  made  a  personal  ex- 
amination of  the  ground.  As  soon  as  this  was  done,  McDowell  decided  not  to  take 
the  troops  through  these  woods,  but  to  separate  his  own  coqis  from  Porter's,  take 
King's  division  (Ricketts  following)  around  the  woods  by  the  Sudley  Springs  road,  and 
thus  put  them  in  beyond  the  woods  and  on  the  left,  of  Reynolds. 

McDowell  then  left  Porter  very  hurriedly,  announcing'  bis  decision,  as  he  testified, 
by  the  wonls,  "  You  put  your  force  in  hefe,  and  I  will  take  mine  up  the  Sudley  Springs 
road  on  the  left  of  the  troops  engaged  at  that  point  against  the  enemy,'*  or  words  to 
that  effect.  Even  these  few  wonis,  we  are  satisfied,  Port«r  did  not  hear,  or  did  not 
understand,  for  he  called,  as  McDowell  rode  away,  "What  shall  I  do?"  and  McDow- 
ell gave  no  audible  answer,  but  only  a  wave  of  the  hand.  In  this  state  of  uncertainty, 
according  to  the  testimony  of  one  of  General  Porter's  staff  officers.  Porter  sent  a  mes- 
sage to  King's  division  to  ascertain  positively  if  that  division  was  ordered  away  by 
McDow^ell,  and,  if  not,  to  give  proper  orders  for  its  action  with  his  corps,  and  a  reply 
was  returned  by  McDowell  himself  that  he  was  going  to  the  right  and  should  take 
that  division  with  him;  that  Porter  had  better  stay  where  he  was,  and  if  necessary 
to  fall  back  he  could  do  so  on  McDowell's  left. 

This  testimony  has  given  rise  to  umch  controversy ;  but  in  our  opinion  the  question 
whether  that  message  was  or  was  not  sent  is  unimportant.  If  it  was  sent,  it  did  not 
differ  in  substance  from  the  instructions  which  General  McDowell  testifies  he  had  pre- 
viously given  to  General  Porter,  *'  You  put  your  force  in  here,"  &c.  Neither  conld  be 
constrned  as  directing  what  Porter's  action  should  be,  but  only  as  deciding  that  he 
should  continue  on  that  line  while  McDowell  would  take  his  own  troops  to  another 
part  of  the  field. 

There  appears  to  have  been  an  understanding,  derived  either  from  previous  conver- 
sation or  from  the  terms  of  the  joint  order,  that  when  McDowell  did  get  King's  divis- 
ion on  the  other  side  of  the  woods,  Morell's  division  on  the  right  of  Porter's  corps 
should  make  such  connection  or  establish  such  communication  with  that  of  King  as 
might  be  practicable  through  the  woods.  None  of  them  then  knew  how  wide  was 
that  belt  of  woods,  nor  what  was  its  character  beyond  where  they  had  reconuoitered, 
nor  whether  the  ground  beyond  was  in  possession  of  the  enemy. 

When  the  two  generals  had  started  to  take  that  ride  to  the  right,  Morell's  troops 
had  been  ordered  to  follow  them,  and  Griffin's  brigade  had  led  off  after  its  pickets  had 
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been  called  in.  Aft«r  McDowell  took  bin  departure  this  movement  was  continued  for 
some  time  and  nntil  Griffin  had  crossed  the  railroad  and  reached  a  point  near  half  way 
across  the  belt  of  woods  and  where  the  forest  became  dense.  There  the  movement 
was  arrested.  This  movement  might  have  meant  an  attempt  to  stretch  out  MorelVa 
line  through  the  woods,  so  as  to  connect  with  King's  on  the  right  or  a  completion  of 
the  deployment  for  an  attack  upon  the  enemy  in  m>nt.  General  Porter  explained  it 
as  intended  for  an  immediate  attack  upon  the  enemy  if  he  found  he  could  keep  King 
in  support,  and  that  he  only  desisted  upon  being  informed  that  King  was  going  away. 
But  the  attack  would  have  been  a  rash  one  under  the  circumstances,  even  with  King^s 
Bupport.  Soon  after  this,  scouts  were  sent  on  through  the  woods  to  look  for  King, 
Reynolds,  Sigel,  or  some  body  of  Union  troops  in  the  direction  where  artillery  firing 
was  heard. 

Presently  Griffin  was  withdrawn  to  the  south  side  of  the  railroad.  The  enemy's- 
artillery  opened  on  his  troops  during  this  latter  movement,  and  was  replied  to  by  on& 
of  MorelFs  batteries,  but  few  shots  being  fired  on  either  side.  Then  MorelVs  division 
was  put  in  defensive  order  to  hold  the  ground  then  occupied  and  under  cover  firom  the- 
enemy's  artillery.  The  scouts  sent  through  the  woods  ran  upon  the  enemy's  picket-s, 
and  were  driven  back.  This  eftort  to  get  scouts  through  the  woods  was  repeated  from^ 
time  to  time  until  late  in  the  afternoon,  but  every  effort  failed.  The  scouts  were  all 
driven  back  or  captured.  As  it  turned  oat,  this  resulted  from  the  fact  that  Kiag'a 
division  did  not  get  up  on  the  right  of  the  woods  at  all.  That  division  reached  a 
point  i>ome  distance  in  the  rear  of  its  position  in  the  line  about  4.30  p.  m.,  and  then, 
after  some  marching  and  countermarching,  was  sent  northward  to  the  Warrenton 
pike.  Thus  the  gap  in  the  line  which  McDowell's  troops  were  to  occupy  remained 
open  all  the  afternoon,  and  the  margin  of  the  timber  remained  in  possession  of  the 
enemy's  pickets. 

These  failures  to  connect  or  to  communicate  directly  along  the  front  were  reported 
by  Porter  to  McDowell  by  way  of  the  Sudley  Springs  road,  on  which  McDowell  had 

foue.     The  reports  were  made  in  at  least  ibur  different  written  dispatches,  which 
ave  been  preserved.    The  hour  was  named  in  only  one,  apparently  the  latest,  sent  at 
6  o'clock  in  the  evening.    Two  reports — one  about  4  o'cIock  and  the  other  aboyut  6.30 

g.  m. — were  seni;  to  General  Pope  direct.    Both  of  those  were  received  by  him,  but 
ave  not  been  preserved. 

About  the  time  General  McDowell  arrived  on  the  field  at  Porter's  position,  and  for 
an  hour  or  two  thereafter,  a  heavy  artillery  combat  was  going  on  between  the  iTnion 
batteries  near  Groveton  and  the  Confederate  artillery.  During  this  artillery  combat, 
and  until  5  o'clock  p.  m.,  there  was  no  infantry  engagement,  except  skirmishing  and 
some  short  and  sharp  contests  between  small  portions  of  the  opposing  forces,  and  un- 
til 6.30  p.  m.  no  musketry  was  audible  to  any  one  in  Porter's  corps. 

On  the  Confederate  side,  as  it  now  appearSj'Porter's  display  of  troops — three  bri- 
gades in  line — in  the  early  V)art  of  the  afternoon,  had  given  rise  to  the  expectation  of 
an  attack  on  their  right.  This  having  been  reported  to  General  Longstreet,  that  com- 
mander sent  his  reserve  division  (Wilcox's)  from  his  extreme  left,  just  north  of  the 
Warrenton  turnpike,  to  his  extreme  right,  on  the  Manassas  and  Gainesville  road. 

Wilcox  reached  this  latter  position  about  4  o'clock  p.  m.,  and  Porter  having  before- 
that  time  withdrawn  his  troops  under  cover,  some  troops  from  the  Confederate  right 
(D.  R.  Jones')  were  pushed  to  the  front  in  the  woods  occupied  by  Porter's  skirmishers, 
apparently  to  reconnoiter.  This  movement  gave  rise  to  the  impression  among  Porter's 
otficers  (Morell's  division)  that  the  enemy  was  about  to  attack  about  5  p.  m. 

General  Pope  having  arrived  some  time  after  noon  on  the  field  in  the  rear  of  Grove- 
ton,  and  General  McDowell's  column  approaching  that  part  of  the  field  by  the  Ma- 
nassas and  Sudley  road,  an  attack  was  ordered  upon  the  enemy's  extreme  left  near ' 
Sudley,  and  a  written  order  was  sent,  date<l  4.30  p.  m.,  to  Porter  to  attack  the  ene- 
my's right,  and,  if  possible,  his  rear.  After  some  time  had  ela]>sed,  General  Pope  or- 
dered McDowell,  with  King's  division  and  other  troops,  to  puraue  up  the  Warrenton 
turnpike  the  enemy,  who,  tnus  to  bo  assailed  upon  bo^h  flanks,  would  be  compelled 
to  retreat. 

The  attack  on  Jackson's  left  was  begun  by  Kearney  about  5  p.  m. ;  but  the  order  to 
Porter  was  not  delivered  in  time.  The  messenger  did  not  find  General  Porter  until 
sunset.  ^  Thus,  at  5  o'clock,  nothing  having  occurred  to  suggest  to  General  Porter  any 
change  in  the  plan  indicated  in  the  joint  order  to  retire  behind  Bull  Run  instead  of 
giving  battle  that  day,  the  sound  of  artillery  near  Sudley,  so  much  apparently  to  the 
rear  of  Groveton,  suggested  to  Porter,  who  was  then  at  Bethlehem  Church,  that  Sigel 
waA  retiring  or  perhaps  being  driven  back,  and  that  his  artillery  was  then  in  a  new 
position  near  the  Sudti^y  Springs  road. 

If  it  was  true  that  Sigel  was  being  driven  back,  the  military  situation  was  extremely 
verilons,  and  Porter  must  instantly  do  what  he  could  to  avert  disaster.  His  order  to 
Moroll,  which  must  have  been  issued  at  that  instant,  shows  what  he  proposed  to  do. 
It  is  as  follows,  viz : 

"General  Morell:  Push  over  to  the  aid  of  Sigel  and  strike  in  his  rear.    If  you 
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reach  a  road  up  which  King  is  moviug,*  aad  he  has  got  ahead  of  you,  let  him  pass; 
hut  see  if  you  cannot  give  help  to  Sigel.  If  you  find  him  retiring,  move  hack  toward 
Hauassas,  and,  should  necessity  require  it,  and  you  do  not  hear  mm  me.  push  to  Cen- 
treville.  If  you  find  the  direct  road  filled,  t-ake  the  one  via  Union  Mills,  which  is  to 
the  right  as  you  return. 

"F.  J.  PORTER, 

**  Maj&r-GeneraL 

*^  Look  to  the  points  of  the  compass  for  Manassas. 

•*F.  J.  PORTER." 

This  movement  would  have  left  Porter  with  Sykes  alone  to  hold  the  Manassas  road 
and  cover  the  retreat  of  Ricketts'  worn-out  troops,  who  then  were  ntretched  along  the 
road  for  four  or  five  miles  hoth  toward  Sndley  and  back  toward  Manassas  Junction, 
while  Morell  should  cover  the  retreat  of  the  center  of  the  army.  But  now  before 
Morell  had  time  to  commence  this  movement,  came  a  report  from  him  that  the  enemy 
was  coming  down  in  force  to  attack  hoth  his  front  and  flank.  Porter  might  in  a  few 
minutes  have  to  meet  the  attack  of  twenty  thousand  men.  The  purpose  to  cover  the 
retreat  of  Sigel  must  needs  be  abandoned.    Hence  Porter  dispatched  to  Morell : 

**  General  Morell:  Hold  on,  if  yon  can,  to  your  present  place.    What  is  missing  f 

**F.  J.  PORTER.'^ 
Again : 

*  *  Qeneral  Morell  :  Tell  me  what  is  passing  qniekly.  If  the  enemy  is  coming,  hold 
to  him,  and  I  will  come  up.    Post  your  men  to  repulse  him. 

"F.  J.  PORTER, 

''Major-General.'* 

And  again,  in  reply  to  advice  from  Morell  that  they  had  better  retire,  &,c, : 

**  We  cannot  retire  while  McDowell  holds  on." 

Notwithstanding  contradictory  testimony,  we  believe  it  was  at  this  time  that  Por- 
ter ordered  Piatt's  brigade,  of  Sturgis'  command,  about  eight  hundred  men,  to  move 
back  to  Manassas  Junction  and  take  up  a  defensive  position  to  cover  the  expected  re- 
treat. 

General  Porter  reported  to  General  McDowell  his  views  and  intentions  in  the  follow- 
ing dispatches : 

^'  Generals  McDowell  and  KiNa:  I  found  it  impossible  to  communicate  by  crossing 
the  woods  to  Groveton.  The  enemy  are  in  great  force  on  this  road,  and  as  they  ap- 
pear to  have  driven  our  forces  back,  the  fire  of  the  enemy  having  advanced  and  ours 
retired,  I  have  determined  to  withdraw  to  Manassas.  I  have  attempted  to  communi- 
cate with  McDowell  and  Sigel,  but  my  messengers  have  run  into  the  enemy.  They 
have  gathered  artillery  and  cavalry  and  infantry,  and  the  advancing  masseA  of  dust 
show  the  enemy  coming  in  force.  I  am  now  going  to  the  head  of  the  colirmn  to  see 
what  is  passing  and  how  affairs  are  going,  and  I  will  communicate  with  you.  Had 
you  not  better  send  your  train  back  ? 

"  F.  J.  PORTER, 

•*  Major-General,^* 

^'  General  McDowell  or  King  :  I  have  been  wandering  over  the  woods  and  failed  to 
get  a  communication  to  you.  Tell  how  matters  go  wiih  you.  The  enemy  is  in  strong 
K>rce  in  iront  of  me,  and  I  wish  to  know  your  designs  for  to-night.  If  left  to  me,  I 
shall  have  to  retire  for  food  and  water,  which  I  cannot  get  here.  How  goes  the  bat- 
tle f    It  seems  to  go  to  our  rear.    The  enemy  are  getting  to  our  left. 

*'F.  J.  PORTER, 
**  Majar-General  Volunteers,^^ 

"  General  McDowell  :  The  firing  ou  my  right  has  so  far  retired  that,  as  I  cannot 
advance  and  have  failed  to  get  over  to  you  except  by  the  route  taken  by  King,  I  shall 
withdraw  to  Manassas.  If  you  liave  anything  to  communicate,  please  do  so.  I  have 
sent  many  messengers  to  you  and  General  Sigel  and  get  nothing. 

"F.  J.  PORTER, 

''Major-General.'' 

"  An  artillery  duel  is  going  on  now ;  been  skirmishing. for  a  long  time. 

* '  General  McDowell  :  Failed  in  getting  Morell  over  to  you.  After  wandering  about 
the  woods  for  a  time  I  withdrew  him,  and  while  doing  so  artillery  opened  upon  us. 
My  scouts  could  not  get  through.  Each  one  found  the  enemy  between  us,  and  I  l>e- 
lieve  some  have  been  captured.    Infantry  are  also  in  front.    I  am  trying  to  get  a  bat- 

*  The  Sndley  road. 
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t«r\%  but  have  not  Hiiccecded  as  yet.  From  the  masses  of  dust  on  our  left,  and  from 
reports  of  scouts,  thiuk  the  enemy  are  moving  largely  in  that  way.  Please  commuui- 
cate  the  way  this  message  came.  I  have  no  cavalry  or  messengers  now.  Please  let 
me  know  your  designs,  whether  you  retire  or  not.  I  cannot  get  water  and  am  out  ot 
2>rovisions.     Have  lost  a  few  men  from  infantry  firing. 

"F.  J.  PORTER, 
'  *  Major- General  Volun  teers, 
*'  Aug.  29—6  p.  m." 

But  Porter  soon  fouud  the  sounds  of  artillery  had  deceived  him.  The  renewal  of 
the  firing  toward  Groveton  showed  that  Pope's  troops  were  still  there.  Piatt's  brigade 
was  then  recalled,  and  no  further  preparations  for  retreat  were  made. 

Next  came  to  Portrr  about  5.30  o'clock  a  report  from  the  right  that  the  euemv  was 
in  full  retreat,  and  heavy  sounds  of  musketry  soon  after  showed  that  serious  work  had 
conmienced  near  Groveton.  Porter  ordered  Morell  to  make  a  strung  reconnaissance 
to  learn  the  truth.  Morell,  kuowinj;  the  report  must  be  false,  at  I^astas  to  the  enemy 
In  his  front,  prepared  to  support  this  reconnaissance  with  his  whole  division.  While 
this  preparation  was  being  made  came  the  long-delayed  order,  dated  4.30  p.  m.,  to  at- 
tack the  enemy  in  flank  or  rear : 

Hkai>quaut£KS  in  the  Fiku>, 

"^tt^««/2l»— 4.30p.  m. 

^^Major-General  Porter:  Your  line  of  march  brings  you  in  on  the  enemy's  right 
flank.  I  desire  yon  to  push  forward  into  action  at  once  on  the  enemy's  flank,  and,  if 
possible,  on  his  rear,  keeping  your  right  in  communioation  ^ith  €reu6ral  Reynolds. 
The  enemy  is  massed  in  the  woods  in  front  of  us,  but  can  be  aheUed  out  as  soon  as  yon 
engage  their  flank.  Keep  heavy  reserves  and  use  your  batteries,  keeping  well  closed 
to  yonr  right  all  the  time.  In  case  you  are  obliged  to  fall  back,  do  so  to  your  right 
And  rear,  so  as  to  keep  yon  in  close  communication  with  the  right  wini;. 

»*JOHN  POPE. 
**  Major- General  Cammauawg.^^ 

This  order,  though  dated  at  4.30  p.  m.,  was  not  received  by  Porter,  at  Bethlehem 
Church,  before  6.30  p.  m. 

The  evidence  before  the  court-martial  tending  to  show  that  Porter  received  the 
^'4.30''  order  in  time  to  execute  it  is  found  in  the  testimony  of  the  officer  who  carried 
the  order,  and  of  one  of  the  orderlies  who  accom^ianied  him.  Neither  of  these  two  wit- 
nesses appears  to  have  carried  a  watch,  and  their  several  statements  of  the  time  when 
the  order  was  delivered  were  based  on  estimates  of  the  time  occupied  by  them  in  riding 
from  General  Pope's  headquarters  to  the  place  where  they  fonnd  General  Porter.  One 
of  them  at  least  knew  from  an  inspection  of  the  order  that  it  was  dated  at  4.30;  he, 
and  probably  both  of  them,  therefore  assumed  that  it  was  then  that  they  started  to 
deliver  it,  and  adding  to  that  hour  the  estimated  time  occupied  by  them,  they  severally 
fixed  the  hour  of  delivery.  It  is  now  proved  by  the  testimony  of  the  officer  who  wrote 
the  dispatch  that  *'4.30''  was  not  the  hour  when  the  messenger  started,  but  was  the 
hour  when  he  began  to  write  the  dispatch,  and  consequently  that  it  was  after  that 
hour  that  the  officer  start-ed  to  deliver  it. 

It  is  also  shown  that  these  measengers  did  not  and  could  not,  if  other  parts  of  their 
own  testimony  are  true,  have  traveled  over  the  route  which  they  supposed  they  had 
taken.  Moreover,  it  was  proved  by  un  question  aide  tentimony  that  since  the  court- 
luartial  trial  one  of  these  witnesses  had  nia<le  statements  and  admissions  inconsist>ent 
■with  and  contradictory  of  his  former  testimony,  and  the  other  witness  confossed  before 
US  that  recently  he  had  deliberately  made  false  statements  in  regard  to  the  route  taken 
while  carrying  the  dispatch.  We  have  therefore  felt  compelled  to  lay  the  testimony 
of  these  witnes'tes  out  of  the  case.  An  attempt  was  made  to  support  these  witnesses 
by  the  testifnony  of  another  person,  who,  as  it  was  alleged,  also  accompanied  as  an 
ortlerly  the  officer  charged  with  the  dispatch,  but  his  tf^stimony  was  so  completely 
broken  down  by  cross-examination  that  we  regard  it  as  entitled  to  no  weight  what- 
ever. 

On  the  other  baud,  the  testimony  of  General  Sykes,  Lientenant-Colonel  Locke,  Cap- 
tain M(mtieth,  Lieutenant  Inghain,  and  Lieutenant  Weld  before  the  court-martial  that 
the  onler  in  question  was  not  delivered  until  about  sundown,  either  a  little  before  or 
a  little  after  that  hour,  has  now  been  supported  by  a  new  and  entirely  independent 
witness.  Captain  Randol,  and  has  been  singularly  confirmed  by  the  production,  for  the 
first  time,  of  the  dispatch' from  Porter  to  McDowell,  dated  6  p.  m.,  the  terms  of  which 
utterly  forbid  th   supposition  that  at  that  time  Porter  had  received  the  order. 

The  moment  this  order  was  received  Porter  sent  his  chief  of  staft',  Colonel  Locke,  to 
General  Morell  with  orders  to  make  the  attack  at  once.  He  then  wrote  and  sent  a 
reply  to  Pope,  and  immediately  rode  to  the  front.  On  his  arrival  there  Morell  had 
abont  completed  his  preparations  for  the  attack  under  the  previous  order  to  make  a 
reconnaissance,  but  darkness  had  already  come  on.  It  was  evidently  impossible  to 
accomplish  any  good  that  night,  for,  even  if  Morell  might  have  begun  the  attack  be- 
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fore  dark|  Sykes  could  not  have  been  got  into  line  after  the  order  was  received.  The 
cont<«t  at  Groveton  had  already  so  far  spent  its  force  as  to  derive  no  possible  aid  from 
Morel I's  attack.  The  order  was  based  upon  conditions  manifestly  erroneous,  and  di- 
rected what  was  impossible  to  be  done.  To  push  Morell's  division  against  the  enemy 
in  the  dark  would  have  been  in  no  sense  obedience  to  that  onler.  Porter  wisely 
ordered  the  preparations  to  cease,  and  the  troops  were  put  into  position  to  pass  the 
night,  picketing  in  all  directions,  for  Porter  had  but  a  few  mounted  men  and  the 
enemy  nad  two  thousand  five  hundred  cavalry  near  his  tlank. 

About  this  time,  when  darkness  had  come  on,  the  rear  of  McDowell's  column  of  weary 
troops  were  passing  by  the  rear  of  Port-er's  colunm,  still  several  miles  from  their  destiiled 
place  on  the  field.     The  Union  army  w^as  not  even  yet  ready  for  battle. 

The  accompanying  niaps,  miCrked  Board  Maps  Nos.  2  and  3,  exhibit  resi)ectively 
substantially  the  militaiT  situation  at  the  time  the  4.30  p.  m.,  order  was  issued,  and 
that  which  was  then  underst'ood  by  General  Pope  to  exist,  as  explained  to  the  coart" 
martial  upon  the  trial  of  General  Porter. 

We  beheve  this  plain  and  simple  narrative  of  the  events  of  the  29th  of  August  clearly 
ahowB  the  true  character  of  General  Porter's  oondnct  during  that  time.  We  are  un- 
able to  find  in  that  conduct  anything  subject  to  criticism,  much  less  deserving  of  cen- 
sure or  condemnation. 

Porter's  duty  that  afternoon  was  too  plain  and  simple  to  admit  of  discussion.  It 
was  to  hold  his  position  and  cover  the  deployment  of  McDowell's  troops  until  the  lat- 
ter,  or  some  of  tliem,  should  get  into  line ;  then  to  connect  with  them  as  far  as  might 
be  necessary  and  practicable,  and  then,  in  the  absence  of  further  orders,  to  act  in 
concert  with  those  troops  and  others  to  the  right. 

If  King's  division  had  come  up  on  the  right,  as  was  expected,  and  had  advanced  to 
attack.  Porter  would  have  known  it  instantly,  and  thus  could  have  joined  in  the 
movement. 

If  the  main  army  retired,  as  indicated  in  the  joint  order,  it  was  Porter's  duty  to 
retire  also,  after  having  held  his  ground  long  enough  to  protect  its  left  flank  and  to 
cover  the  retreat  of  Rlckett«'  troops. 

Porter  did  for  a  moment  entertain  the  purpose  of  trying  to  give  aid  to  Sigel,  who 
was  supposed  to  he  retiring  before  McDowell  had  got  Kiug^s  division  up  to  iiis  sop- 

Sort.    That  was  the  nearest  to  making  a  mistake  tiiat  Porter  came  that  afternoon, 
lut  it  soon  enough  became  evident  that  such  a  purpose  must  be  abandoned  ;  I'orter 
had  quite  his  full  share  of  responsibility  where  he  was. 

The  preparations  made  for  retreat  were  the  ordinary  soldierly  dispositions  to  enable 
him  to  do  promptly  what  he  had  good  reason  to  expect  he  might  be  required  to  do  at 
any  moment  and  must  do  at  nightfall. 

He  made  fi-eciuent  report-s  to  his  superiors,  stating  what  he  had  done  and  what  lie 
had  been  unable  to  do ;  what  his  situation  was  in  respect  to  the  enemy  in  his  front, 
and  the  strength  of  the  enemy  there :  what  his  impressious  wer«i  from  the  sounds  of 
action  toward  his  right ;  how  he  hod  failed  thus  far  to  get  any  communications  from 
any  commander  in  the  main  army,  or  any  orders fmra  General  Pope  ;  asking  McDowell, 
who  was  nearest  to  him,  for  such  information  as  hi«(McDoweir»)  designs  for  the  night ; 
sending  an  aid-do-camp  to  General  Pope  for  ordew,  and  receiving  no  reply,  not  even 
information  that  the  4.30  order  had  been  sent  to  him  ;  and,  finally,  informing  his 
superiors  that  if  left  to  himself,  without  orders,  he  would  have  to  retire  at  night  for 
food  and  water,  which  he  could  not  get  where  he  was.  These  reports  were  sent  not 
only  freijuently,  but  early  enough  to  insure  the  receipt  of  ordei's  from  Pope  or  correct 
information  from  McDowell,  if  they  had  any  to  send  him,  before  it  would  be  time  for 
him  to  withdraw.  All  these  dispatches  were  sent  in  the  latter  part  of  the  afternoon. 
They  all  indicated  a  pur]»08e  to  retire  only  after  being  assured  that  the  main  army 
was  retiring,  and  then  to  recover  the  retreat  of  the  army  as  far  as  possible,  or  to  with- 
draw after  nightfall,  as  the  joint  order  had  indicated,  if  no  further  orders  or  informa- 
tion of  General  Pope's  plans  could  be  obtained. 

There  is  no  indication  in  any  of  those  dispatches,  when  fairly  construed,  nor  in  any- 
thing which  Porter  did  or  said,  of  any  intention  to  withdraw  until  after  dark,  unless 
com|)elled  to  do  so  by  the  retreat  of  the  main  army;  and  even  then  he  was  compelled 
to  hold  on  until  Mc]')owell's  troops  could  get  out  of  the  way,  and  that  was  not  until 
after  dark,  for  Ricketts'  division  was  on  the  road  in  Porter's  rear  all  the  afternoon. 

It  is  perfectly  clear  that  Porter  had  no  thought  whatever  of  retreating  from  the 
enemy,  or  of  withdrawing  because  of  the  enemy  in  his  front ;  for  when  the  enemy  was 
reporte<l  advancing  as  if  to  attack,  his  orders  were:  *'  If  the  enemy  is  coming,  hold 
to  him."  "  Post  your  troops  to  repulse  him."  **  We  cannot  retire  while  McDowell 
holds  on." 

(It  appears  to  have  been  asstimed  in  the  condemnation  of  General  Porter's  conduct 
that  he  had  some  order  to  attack  or  some  information  of  aggressive  plans  on  the  part, 
of  General  Pope,  or  some  intimation,  suggestion,  or  direction  to  that  effect  from  Gen- 
eral McDowell,  or  that  t^ere  was  such  a  battle  going  on  within  his  hearing,  or  some- 
thing else  in  the  military  situation  that  required  him  to  attack  the  enemy  without 
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orders  before  receiving  the  4.30  p.  in.  order  at  sunset.  All  this  was  the  exact  reverse 
of  the  'truth.  General  Pope's  last  order,  General  McDowelPs  directions  while  he  was 
with  General  Porter,  the  military  situation  as  then  known  to  both  Porter  and  McDow- 
ell, and  the  movement  McDowell  had  decided  to  make  to  ^et  his  own  troops  into  line 
of  battle,  and  the  state  of  the  action  on  the  right  of  the  tield,  all  combined  to  abso- 
lutely forbid  any  attack  by  Porter  during  that  entire  afternoon  until' he  received 
Popes  order  at  sunset,  and  even  that  order  could  not  possibly  have  been  given  if  the 
situation  had  been  correctly  understood.  An  attack  by  him  would  have  been  a  vio- 
lation of  the  spirit  of  his  orders,  and  a  criminal  blunder  leading  to  inevitable  dis- 
aster. In  short,  he  had  no  choice  as  a  faithful  soldier  but  to  do  substantially  what  he 
<iid  do.) 

The  range  of  onr  investigation  has  not  enabled  us  to  ascertain  the  source  of  the 
great  error  which  was  committed  in  the  testimony  before  General  Porter's  court-mar- 
tial respecting  the  time  of  arrival  of  the  main  body  of  Lee's  army  on  the  field  of  Ma- 
nassas. But  the  information  which  was  in  possession  of  the  Union  ofBcers  at  noon  of 
the  29th  of  August,  and  afterwards  published  in  their  official  reports,  together  with  the 
testimony  before  the  court-martial,  affords  clear,  explicit,  and  convincing  proof  that 
the  main  body  of  that  army  must  have  been  there  on  the  field  at  that  time. 

The  recent  testimony  of  Confederate  officers  hardly  adds  anything  to  the  conclu- 
siveness of  that  proof,  but  rather  diminishes  its  force  by  showing  that  one  division 
(Anderson's)  did  not  arrive  until  the  next  morning ;  while  the  information  in  their 
possession  at  that  time  required  the  Union  officers  to  assume  that  that  division  as  well 
as  the  others  had  arrived  on  the  29th.  Yet  General  Porter's  conduct  was  a^udged 
upon  the  assumption  that  not  more  than  one  division  under  Longstreet  had  arrived 
on  the  field,  and  that  Porter  had  no  considerable  force  in  his  front. 

(The  fact  is  that  l^ongstrect,  with  four  divisions  of  full  25,000  men,  was  there  on  the 
field  before  Porter  arrived  with  his  two  divisions  of  9,000  men;  that  the  Confederate 
general-in^hief  was  there  in  person  at  least  two  or  three  hours  before  the  commander 
of  the  army  of  Virginia  himself  arrived  on  the  field,  ami  that  Porter  with  his  two 
divisions  saved  the  army  of  Virginia  that  day  from  the  disaster  naturally  due  to  the 
enemy's  earlier  preparation  for  battle. ) 

If  the  4.30  order  liad  been  promptly  delivered,  a  very  grave  responsibility  would 
have  devolved  upon  General  Porter.  The  order  was  based  upon  conditions  which 
were  essentially  erroneous,  and  upon  expectations  which  could  not  possibly  be  real- 
ized. 

It  required  an  attack  upon  the  enemy's  flank  or  rear,  which  could  not  be  made,  and 
that  the  attacking  force  keep  close  on  Reynolds,  who  was  far  to  the  rfght  and  be- 
yond reach.  Yet  it  would  have  been  too  late  to  correct  the  error  and  have  the  order 
modified.  That  order  appeared  to  be  part  of  a  general  plan.  It  must  be  executed 
promptly  or  not  at  all.  if  Porter  had  made  not  the  impossible  attack  which  was 
ordered,  but  a  direct  attack  on  the  enemy's  ri^ht  wing,  would  he  have  been  blame- 
less for  the  fruitless  sacrifice  of  his  troops?  We  believe  not.  It  is  a  well-established 
military  maxim  that  a  corps  commander  is  not  justifiable  in  making  an  apparently 
hopeleless  attack  in  obedience  to  an  order  from  a  superior  who  is  not  on  the  spot,  and 
who  is  evidently  in  error  in  respect  to  the  essential  conditions  upon  which  tne  order 
is  based.  The  duty  of  the  corps  commander  in  such  a  case  is  to  make  not  a  real 
attack,  but  a  strong  demonstration,  so  as  to  prevent  the  enemy  in  his  front  from  send- 
ing reinforcements  to  other  parts  of  his  line. 

This  is  all  that  Porter  would  have  been  justifiable  in  doing,  even  if  he  had  received 
the  4.:M)  order  at  5  o'clock;  and  such  a  demonstration,  or  even  a  real  attack  made 
after  5  'clock  by  Porter  alone  could  have  had  no  beneficial  effect  whatever  upon  the 
general  result.  It  would  not  have  diminished  in  the  least  the  resistance  offered  to 
the  attacks  made  at  other  points  that  afternoou.  The  display  of  troops  made  by  Por- 
ter earlier  in  the  afternoon  had  all  the  desired  and  all  possible  beneficial  effect.  It 
caused  Longstreet's  reserve  division  to  be  sent  to  his  extreme  right  in  front  of  Por- 
ter's position.  There  that  division  remained  until  about  6  o'clock — too  late  for  it  to 
take  any  effective  part  in  the  operations  at  other  points  of  the  line. 

(A  powerful  and  well-sustained  attack  oy  the  combined  forces  of  Porter's  corps  and 
King^s  division  upon  the  enemy's  right  wing,  if  it  had  been  commenced  early  in  the 
afternoon,  might  have  drawn  to  that  part  of  the  field  so  large  a  part  of  Longstreet's 
force  as  to  have  given  Pope  some  chance  of  success  against  Jacksou ;  but  an  attack  by 
Porter  alone  could  have  been  but  an  ineftective  blow,  destructive  only  to  the  force  that 
made  it,  and,  followed  by  a  counter-attack,  disastrous  to  the  Union  Army.  Such  an 
attack,  under  such  circumstances,  would  have  been  not  only  a  great  blunder,  but,  on 
the  part  of  an  intelligent  officer,  it  would  have  been  a  great  crime.) 

(what  General  Porter  actually  did  do,  although  his  situation  was  by  no  means  free 
from  embarrassment  and  anxiety  at  the  time,  now  seems  to  have  been  only  the  simple, 
necessary  action  which  an  intelligent  soldier  had  no  choice  but  to  take.  It  is  not  pos- 
sible that  any  court-martial  could  have  condenuied  such  conduct  if  it  had  been  cor- 
rectly understood.  On  the  contrary,  that  conduct  was  obedient,  subordinate,  faithful, 
and  jndicions.    It  saved  the  Union  Army  from  disaster  on  the  29th  of  August.) 


14  FITZ-JOHN   PORTER. 

This  ends  the  transactions  npon  which  were  hased  the  charges  of  which  General 
Porter  wns  pronoanced  guilty;  but  some  account  of  the  part  taken  by  him  and  his 
corps  in  the  events  of  the  following  day,  August  SOth,  which  gave  rise  to  a  charge 
which  was  withdrawn,  is  necessary  to  a  full  understanding  of  the  merits  of  the  case. 
At  3  a.  m.  of  the  30th,  General  Porter  received  the  following  order,  and  in  compli- 
ance with  it  promptly  withdrew  from  his  position  in  presence  of  the  enemy  and 
marched  rapidly  by  the  Sudley  road  to  the  center  of  the  battle-field,  where  he  reported 
to  General  rope  for  orders : 

*<  Hbadquartbrs  Army  op  Virginia, 
"In  the  Fikld  near  Bull  Run, 

**  August  29,  1862—8.50  p.  m. 

"General:  Immediately  upon  receipt  of  this  order,  the  precise  hour  of  receiving 
which  you  will  acknowledge,  you  will  march  your  command  to  the  field  of  battle  of 
to-day  and  report  to  me  iu  person  for  orders.    Yon  are  to  understand  that  you  are  ex- 

Eected  to  comply  strictly  with  this  order,  and  to  be  present  on  the  field  within  three 
ours  after  its  reception,  or  after  daybreak  to-morrow  morning. 

"JOHN  POPE, 
** Major-General,  Commanding, 
"Major-General  F.  J.  PolfrER." 

[Received  August  30 — 3.30  a.  m.] 

At  first  sight  it  would  appear  that  in  this  prompt  and  unhesitating  movement,  under 
this  order.  General  Porter  committed  a  grave  fault.  He  was  already  on  the  Held  of 
battle  confronting  the  enemy  in  force,  and  holding  a  position  of  vital  importance  to 
the  security  of  Pope's  array ;  while  the  latter  appeared,  from  the  order,  to  be  wholly 
in  the  darlc  respecting  these  all-important  facts.  It  was  true  the  order  was  most  posi- 
tive, imperative,  and  also  distrustful  in  ite  terms.  But  those  very  terms  served  to 
show  only  the  more  forcibly  that  the  order  was  based  upon  a  total  misapprehension 
of  the  essential  facts,  without  which  misapprehension  it  would  not  seem  possible  that 
such  an  order  could  have  been  issued.  The  well-established  military  rule  is  that  such 
an  order  must  never  be  obeyed  until  the  commander  who  gave  it  has  been  informed 
of  his  error  and  given  an  opportunity  to  correct  it ;  but,  upon  close  examination,  the 
opposite  view  of  Porter's  conduct  under  this  order  appears  to  be  the  just  one. 

Porter  had  repeatedly  reported  to  McDowell  the  presence  of  the  enemy  in  large 
force  in  his  front.  Presumably  these  reports  had  gone  to  Pope,  as  one  of  them  had 
in  fact.  Porter  had  also  sent  an  aide-de-camp  with  a  written  message  to  Pope  about 
4  p.  m.,  and  had  sent  a  written  reply  to  the  4.30  p.  m.  order  after  6.30  p.  ra.  These 
last  two  disi»atches  have  not  been  preserved  by  General  Pope,  and  heuee  their  con- 
tents are  not  known  to  us ;  but  we  are  bound  to  presume  that  they  reported  the  situa- 
tion as  Porter  then  knew  it,  and  as  he  had  f^^nently  reported  it  to  McDowell,  and 
the  last  of  these  dispatches,  in  reply  to  the  4.30  p.  m.  order,  was  latror  than  the  latest 
of  those  in  which  Porter  had  spokim  of  any  intention  to  fall  back.  Hence,  Porter  had 
already  given  to  his  superior  all  the  information  which  it  was  possible  for  him  to  give, 
and  nothing  remained  for  him  but  to  obey  the  order.  This  movement  of  Porter's  corps 
011  the  morning  of  the  30th  was  the  beginning  of  the  unfortunate  operation  of  that 
day.  This  corps,  which  had  been  protecting  the  left  flank  of  Pope's  army,  was  with- 
drawn IVom  its  important  position,  leaving  the  left  wing  and  fiank  exposed  to  attack 
by  greatly  superior  force  of  the  enemy,  brought  to  the  center  of  the  field  and  then 
ordered  "in  pursuit  of  the  enemy." 

"  [Special  Orders  Ko.  —.J 

"Headquarters  near  Groveton, 

"  August  30,  1862—12  m. 

"The  following  forces  will  be  immediately  thrown  forward  iu  pursuit  of  the  enemy 
and  press  him  vigorously  during  the  whole  day.  Major-General  McDowell  is  as- 
signed to  the  command  of  the  pursuit;  Major-General  Poiiter's  corps  will  push  for- 
ward on  the  Warrenton  turnpike,  followed  by  the  divisions  of  Brigadier-Generals 
King  and  Reynolds.  The  division  of  Brigadier-General  Ricketts  will  pursue  th«  Hjiy 
Market  road,  followed  by  the  corps  of  Major-General  Hciutzelmau.  The  necessary 
cavalry  will  be  assigned  to  these  colnuius  by  Major-General  McDowell,  to  whom  regu- 
lar and  frequent  reports  will  be  made.  The  general  headquarters  will  be  somewhere 
on  the  Warrenton  turnpike. 

"  By  command  of  Major-General  Pope  : 

"GEO.  D.  RUGGLES, 

''Colonel  and  Chief  of  Staff:' 

"Hdqks.  Third  Corps,  Army  of  Virginia. 

'' August  :i{),  1862. 

"  Major-General  McDowell  being  charged  with  the  advanced  forces  ordered  to  pursue 
the  enemy,  directs  me  to  inform  you  that  your  corps  will  be  tbllowed  immediately  by 
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King's  division,  snppoil^ed  by  Reynolds.  Heiiitzelman  with  his  corps,  preceded  by 
Kicketts'  division,  will  move  on  your  right,  on  the  road  from  Sod  ley  Springs  to  Hay 
Market.  He  is  instractetl  to  throw  out  skirmishers  to  the  left,  which  is  desirable  you 
Bhould  join  with  your  right.  Oeneral  McDowell's  headquarters  will  be  at  the  head  of 
Reynolds'  division,  on  the  Warrenton  road.  Organize  a  strong  advance  to  precede 
your  command,  and  push  on  rapidly  in  pursuit  of  the  enemy,  until  you  come  in  con- 
tact with  him.  Report  frequently.  Bayard's  brigade  will  be  ordered  to  report  to 
you ;  push  it  well  to  the  left  as  you  advance. 

-**  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"ED.  8CHR1VER, 
"  Colonel  and  Chief  of  Staff. 
**  M^jor  General  Porter, 

"  Commanding,  ^-c."' 

These  orders  led  to  an  attack  upon  the  Confederate  left  wing,  Jackson's  command,, 
made  mainly  by  Butterflehl's  and  Barnes's  brigades,  of  Morell's  division,  and  by  Sykes's 
division,  which  is  described  as  follows  by  the  Contederate  generals: 

[Extract  from  6en«rml  Lee's  report  of  operations  of  the  Army  of  Northern  Virginia,  battle  of  Ma- 

nasaas.) 

''  Hdqrs.  Army  of  Northern  Virginia, 

''March  6,  1863. 

'*SiR:  ^  *  About  3  p.  m.  the  enemy,  having  massed  his  troops  in  front  of  Gen> 
eral  Jackson,  advanced  against  his  {K>sitiou  in  strong  force.  His  front  line  pushed 
forward  until  engaged  at  close  quarters  by  Jackson's  troops,  when  its  progress  was 
checked,  and  a  tierce  and  bloody  stmggle  ensued.  A  second  and  third  line,  of  great 
strength,  moved  up  to  support  the  first,  but  in  doing  so  came  within  easy  range  of  a 
position  a  little  in  advance  of  Lougstreet's  left.  He  immediately  ortlerod  up  two  bat- 
teries, and  two  others  being  thrown  forward  about  the  same  time  by  Col.  8.  D.  Lee, 
under  their  well-directed  and  destructive  lire  the  supporting  lines  were  broken  and 
fell  back  in  confusion.  Their  repeated  efforts  to  rally  were  unavailing,  and  Jackson's 
tnK>ps  being  thus  relieved  from  the  pressure  df  overwhelming  numbers,  began  to  press 
steadily  forward,  driving  the  enemy  before  them.  He  retreated  in  confusion,  suffer- 
ing severely  fi-om  our  artillery,  which  advanced  as  he  retired.  General  Longstreet, 
anticipating  the  order  for  a  general  advance,  now  threw  his  whole  command  against 
the  Federal  center  and  left.     •     •     • 

**  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  serveant, 

"  R.  E.  LEE,  General.  . 
"Oeneral  S.  Cooper, 

'^  Adjutant  and  Inspector-General,  Richmond,  Va." 

[Extract  fh>m  the  report  of  General  James  Longstreet,  October  10,  1862.] 

•  *  •  "During  the  day  Col.  S.  D.  Lee,  with  his  reserve  artillery  placed  m  the 
position  occupied  the  diy  previous  by  Colonel  Walton,  and  engaged  the  enemy  in  a 
ver>'  severe  artillery  combat.  The  result  was,  as  the  day  previous,  a  success.  At  3.30 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon  I  rode  to  the  front  for  the  purpose  of  completing  arrange- 
ments for  making  a  diversion  in  favor  of  a  flank  movement  then  under  contemplation. 
Just  after  reaching  my  front  line  I  received  a  message  for  re-en forcemfnits  for  General 
Jackson,  who  was  said  to  be  severely  pressed.  From  an  eminence  near  by,  one  portion 
of  the  enemy's  masses  attacking  General  Jackson  were  immediately  within  my  view 
and  in  easy  range  of  batteries  in  that  position.  It  gave  me  an  advun:ago  that  I  had 
not  expected  to  have,  and  I  made  haste  to  use  it.    Two  batteries  were  ordered  for  the 

Fnrpose,  and  one  placed  in  position  immediately  and  opened.  Just  as  this  fire  began 
received  a  message  from  the  commanding  general  informing  me  of  General  Jackson's 
condition  and  his  wants.  As  it  was  evident  that  the  attack  against  General  Jackson 
could  not  be  continued  ten  minutes  under  the  fire  of  these  batteries,  I  made  no  move- 
ment with  my  troops." 

«  W  «  #  #  «  O 

[Extract  from  report  of  Oeneral  Jackson  of  operations  from  Aiigast  15  to  September  5,  1802.  J 

**  Hkadquarters  Second  Coups,  A.  N.  V.,  April  27,  18(>:'>. 

"  General :  After  some  desultory  skirmishing  and  heavy  cannonading  during  the 
day,  the  Fedt:ral  infantry,  about  4  o'clock  in  the  evening,  moved  from  under  cover  of 
the  wood  and  advanced  in  several  lines,  first  engaging  the  right,  but  soon  extending 
its  attack  to  the  center  and  left.  In  a  few  momenta  our  entire  line  was  engaged  in  a 
fierce  and  sanguinary  struggle  with  the  enemy.    As  one  line  was  repulsed  another  took 
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it»  plaoe  and  pressed  forward  as  if  determined,  by  force  of  numbers  and  fury  of  aasaiilt, 
to  drive  us  from  our  positions.  So  impetuous  and  well  sustained  were  these  onsets  as 
to  induce  me  to  send  to  the  commanding  general  for  re-enforcements;  but  the  timely 
and  gallant  advance  of  General  Longstreet  on  the  risht  relieved  my  troops  from  the 
pressure  of  overwhelming  numbers,  and  gave  to  these  orave  men  the  chance  of  a  more 
equal  conflict.  As  Longstreet  pressed  upon  the  right  the  Federal  advance  was  checked^ 
and  soon  a  general  advauce  of  my  whole  line  was  ordered. 

*<T.  J.  JACKSON,  . 
**  Lieutenant- GetugraL 
**  Brigadier- General  R.  H.Chilton, 

"A,  A,  A,  General,  Headquarters  Department  A»  N.  V, " 

As  Longstrect's  army  pressed  forward  to  strike  Pope's  exposed  left  wing  and  flank, 
Warren,  with  his  little  brigade,  sprung  into  the  gap  and  breasted  the  storm  until  bat 
a  hand^l  of  his  brave  men  were  left  alive.  Then  Sykes,  with  his  disciplined  brigadea. 
and  Beynolds,  with  his  gallant  Pennsylvania  Reserves,  seized  the  commanding  groond 
in  rear,  and,  like  a  rock,  withstood  the  advance  of  the  yiotorious  enemy  and  saved  the 
Union  Army  from  rout. 

Thus  did  this  gallant  corps  nobly  and  amply  vindicate  the  character  of  their  trust-ed 
•chief,  and  demonstrat'O  to  all  the  world  that  ^* disobedience  of  orders"  and  '* misbe- 
havior in  the  presence  of  the  enemy''  are  crimes  which  could  not  possibly  And  plaoe 
in  the  head  or  heart  of  him  who  thus  commanded  that  corps. 

These  event«  of  the  30th  of  August  were  excluded  from  the  evidence  before  the 
oourt-martial  that  tried  General  Porter;  but  justice  requires  that  they  should  be  men- 
tioned here  as  having  an  important  bearing  upon  the  question  of  animus  which  was 
so  strongly  dwelt  upon  in  the  review  of  Porters  case  by  the  Judge- Advocate-General. 

The  foregoing  is  the  simple  history  of  the  part  taken  by  Porter  and  his  corps  in  the 
events  which  gave  rise  to  the  following  charges  and  specifications,  findings,  and  sen- 
tence, and  executive  action : 

"[General  Orders,  No.  18.] 

"War  Department,  Adjutant-General's  Office, 

**  fVashingtonj  January  22,  1863. 

"L  Before  a  geueral  court-martial  which  convened  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C, 
November  27,  1H62,  pursuant  to  Special  Orders  No.  3t>2,  dated  Headquarters  of  the 
Army,  November  2S,  1862,  and  of  which  Mi^)or-General  D.  Hunter,  U.  S.  Volunteers, 
is  president,  was  arraigned  and  tried  Major-Geueral  Fitz-Johu  Porter,  U.  S.  Volun- 
teers. 

"Charge  I.  *  Violation  of  the  9th  Article  of  War.' 

"Specification  Ist.— *In  this:  that  the  said  Major-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  of  the 
volunteers  of  the  United  States,  having  received  a  lawful  order,  on  or  about  the  27th 
August,  1862,  while  at  or  near  Warronton  Junction,  in  Virginia,  from  Major-General 
John  Pope,  his  superior  and  commanding  officer,  in  the  following  figures  and  letters, 
to-wit : 

"Headquarters  Army  of  Virginia, 
''August  27,  1862 — 6.30  p.  m.,  Bristoe  Station. 

"General:  The  major-general  commanding  directs  that  you  start  at  one  o'clock  to- 
night and  come  forward  with  your  whole  corps,  or  such  part  of  it  as  is  with  you,  so 
as  to  be  here  by  daylight  to-morrow  morning.  Hooker  has  had  a  very  severe  action 
with  the  enemy,  with  a  loss  of  about  three  hundred  killed  and  wounded.  The  enemy 
has  been  driven  back,  but  is  retiring  along  the  railroad.  We  must  drive  him  from 
Manassas  and  clear  the  country  between  that  place  and  Gainesville,  where  McDowell 
is.  If  Morell  has  not  joined  you  send  word  to  him  to  push  forward  immediately  ; 
also  send  word  to  Banks  to  hurry  forward  with  all  speed  to  take  your  place  at  War- 
renton  Junction.  It  is  necessary,  on  all  accounts,  that  you  should  be  here  by  daylight. 
I  send  an  officer  with  this  dispatch,  who  will  conduct  you  to  this  place.  Be  sure  to 
seud  word  to  Banks,  who  is  on  the  road  from  Fayetteville,  probably  in  the  direction 
of  Bealeton.  Say  to  Banks,  also,  that  he  had  best  run  back  the  railroad  train  to  this 
side  of  Cedar  Sun.    If  he  is  not  with  you,  write  him  to  that  effect. 

"  By  command  of  Major-Gk3ueral  Pope : 

'(Signed)  "GEO.  D.  RUGGLES, 

"  Colonel  and  Chief  of  Staff. 

"  Major-General  F.  J.  Porter,  Warrenton  JunoHon. 

"  P.  S. — If  Banks  is  not  at  Warrenton  Junction  leave  a  regiment  of  infantry  and 
two  pieces  of  artillery  as  a  guard  till  he  comes  up,  with  instructions  to  follow  you  im- 
mediately.   If  Banks  is  not  at  the  junction  instruct  Colonel  Clary  to  ruu  the  trains 
back  to  this  side  of  Cedar  Run,  and  post  a  regiment  and  section  of  artillery  with  it 
**  By  command  of  Mi^or-General  Pope : 

(Signed)  "GEO.  D.   RUGGLES, 

"  Colonel  and  Chief  of  Staff,** 
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Did  then  and  there  disohey  the  said  order,  being  at  the  time  in  the  face  of  the  enemy. 
This  at  or  near  Warrenton,  in  the  Slate  of  Yir^nia,  on  or  about  the  28th  of  August, 
1862/ 

**  Specification  2d. — *In  this :  that  the  said  M^jor-Geueral  Fitz-John  Porter,  being 
in  front  of  the  enemy,  at  Manassas,  Virffinia,  on  or  about  the  morning  of  August  29, 
1862,  did  receive  from  Major- General  John  Pope,  his  superior  and  commanding  officer, 
3,  lawful  order,  in  the  following  letters  and  figures,  to  wit : 

'^  Headquarters  Army  of  Virginia, 

''  Centreville,  August  29,  1862. 

*'  You  will  please  move  forward  with  your  joint  commands  towards  Gainesville.  I 
sent  General  Porter  written  orders  to  that  effect  an  hour  and  a  half  ago.  Heiutzel- 
man,  Sigel,  and  Reno  are  moving  on  the  WaiTenton  turnpike,  and  must  now  be  not 
far  fW>ro  Gainesville.  I  desire  that  as  soon  as  communication  is  established  between 
this  force  and  your  own,  the  whole  command  shall  halt.  It  may  be  necessary  to  fall 
hsLck  behi-nd  Bull  Run  at  Centreville  to-night.  1  presume  it  will  be  so  on  account  of 
our  supplies.  I  have  sent  no  orders  of  any  description  to  Ricketts,  and  none  to  inter- 
fere in  any  way  witB  the  movements  of  McDowell's  troops,  except  what  I  sent  by  his 
aide-de-camp  last  night,  which  were  to  hold  his  position  on  the  Warrenton  pike  until 
the  troops  Arom  here  should  fall  on  the  enemy's  flank  and  rear.  I  do  not  even  know 
Ricketts'  position,  as  I  have  npt  been  able  to  find  out  where  General  McDowell  was 
until  a  late  hour  this  morning.  General  McDowell  will  take  immediate  steps  to  com- 
municate with  General  Ricketts  and  instruct  him  to  join  the  other  divisions  of  his 
corps  as  soon  as  practicable.  If  any  considerable  advantages  are  to  be  gained  by  de- 
parting from  this  order,  it  will  not  be  strictly  carried  out.  One  thing  must  be  held  in 
view:  that  the  troops  must  occupy  a  position  from  which  they  can  reach  Bull  Run 
to-nigbt  or  by  morning.  The  indications  are  that  the  whole  force  of  the  enemy  is  mov- 
ing in  this  direction  at  a  pace  that  will  bring  them  here  by  to-morrow  night  or  the  next 
day.  My  own  headquarters  will,  for  the  present,  be  with  Hein  tzelman's  corps  or  at  this 
Dlai5e 

(Signed)  "JOHN  POPE, 

**  Major- General  Commanding, 

**  Generals  McDowkll  and  Porter.  " 

AVhich  order  the  said  Major-General  Porter  did  then  and  there  disobey.  This  at  or 
near  Manassas,  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  on  or  about  the  29th  of  August,  1862.' 

•*  SpecificatioxSd.— *Inthis:  that  the  said  Major-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  having 
been  in  front  of  the  enemy  during  the  battle  of  Manassas,  on  Friday,  the  29th  of  Au- 
goat,  1862,  did  on  that  day  receive  ^m  Major-General  John  Pope,  his  superior  and 
commanding  officer,  a  lawful  order,  in  the  following  letters  and  figures,  to- wit : 

^*  HkadqXtarters  in  the  FIEI.D,  Auguet  29, 1862 — 4.30  p.  m. 

''Tour  line  of  march  brings  you  in  on  the  enemy's  ri^ht  flank.  I  desire  yon  to  push 
forward  into  action  at  once  on  the  enemy's  flank,  and,  if  possible,  on  bis  rear,  keeping 
your  ri|^ht  in  communication  with  General  Reynolds.  The  enemy  is  massed  in  the 
woods  m  front  of  us,  but  can  be  shelled  out  as  soon  as  you  engage  their  flank.  Keep 
heavy  reserves,  and  use  your  batteries,  keeping  well  closed  to  your  right  all  the  time. 
In  case  yon  are  obliged  to  fall  back,  flo  so  to  your  right  and  rear,  so  as  to  keep  you  in 
close  communication  with  the  right  wing. 

(Si^ed)  **JOHN  POPE, 

<<  Major-General  Commanding, 

** Mayor-General  Porter." 

Which  said  order  the  said  Major-General  Porter  did  then  and  there  disobey,  and  did 
fail  to  push  forward  his  forces  into  action  either  on  the  enemy's  flank  or  rear,  and  in 
all  other  respects  did  fail  to  obey  said  order.  This  at  or  near  Manassas,  in  the  State  of 
Virginia,  on  or  about  the  29th  of  August,  1862.' 

" Sprcificatiok  4th. — 'In  that  the  said  Mf^or-Geueral  Fitz-John  Porter,  being  at 
or  near  Manassas  Junction  on  the  night  of  the  29th  August,  1862,  did  receive  from 
Major-General  John  Pope,  his  superior  and  commanding  officer,  a  lawful  order,  in  fig- 
ures and  words  as  follows,  to  wit: 

''Headquarters  Army  Virginia,  in  the  Field  near  Bull  Run, 

*'Augu$t  29,  1862—^.50  p.  m. 

''General:  Immediately  upon  I'eoeipt  of  this  order,  the  precise  hour  of  receiving 
which  yon  will  acknowledge,  you  will  march  vour  canuaand  to  the  field  of  battle  of 
to-day,  and  report  to  me  in  person  for  orders.    Vou  are  to  undeivtand  that  you  are  ex- 

S.  Rep.  662 2 
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Eected  to  comply  strictly  with  this  order,  and  to  bn  present  on  the  field  within  three 
oars  after  its  reception,  or  after  daybreak  to-morrow  morning. 

(Signed)  "JOHN  POPE, 

"  Ma j<ir- General  Commanding. 
"  Miyor-General  F,  J.  Porter." 

And  the  said  Migor-General  Fitz-John  Porter  did  then  and  there  disobey  the  said 
order,  and  did  permit  one  of  the  brigades  of  his  command  to  march  to  Centreyille — 
out  of  the  way  of  the  field  of  battle — and  there  to  remain  during  the  entire  day  of  Sat- 
urday, the  30th  of  August.  This  at  or  near  Manassas  Station,  in  the  State  of  Virginia, 
on  the  29th  and  30th  days  of  August.  1862.' 

"  Specification 5th. — '  In  this :  that  the  said  Mi^or-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  being 
at  or  near  Manassas  Station,  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  on  the  night  of  the  29th  Anffust, 
1862,  and  having  received  from  his  superior  commanding  officer,  Msgor-General  John 
Pope,  the  lawful  order  set  forth  in  specification  fourth  to  this  charge,  did  then  and 
there  disobey  the  same,  and  did  permit  one  other  brigade  attached  to  his  comman'Q — 
being  the  brigade  commanded  bv  Brigadier-General  A.  S.  Piatt — to  march  to  Centre- 
yille, and  did  thereby  greatly  delay  the  arrival  of  the  said  Geneml  Piatt's  brigade  on 
the  field  of  the  battle  of  Manassas,  on  Saturday,  the  30th  August,  1862.  This  at  or  near 
Manassas,  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  August,  1862.' " 

"Charge  II.— *  Violation  of  the  52d  Article  of  War.' 

"Specification  Ist. — *In  this:  that  the  said  Major-Greneral  Fitz-John  Porter,  dur- 
ing the  battle  of  Manassas,  on  Friday,  the  29th  Augujst,  1862,  and  while  within  sight  of 
the  field  and  in  full  hearing  of  its  artillery,  did  receive  from  Msijor-General  John  Pope, 
his  superior  and  commanding  officer,  a  lawful  order  to  attack  the  enemy,  in  the  follow- 
ing figures  and  letters,  to  wit : 

"Headquarters  in  the  Field,  Augusts,  1662 — 4.30  p.m. 

"  Your  line  of  march  brings  you  in  on  the  enemy's  right  flank.  I  desire  you  to  push 
forward  into  action  at  once  on  the  enemy's  flank,  and,  if  possible,  on  his  rear,  keeping 
your  right  in  communication  with  General  Reynolds.  The  enemy  is  massed  in  the 
woods  in  front  of  us,  but  can  be  shelled  out  as  soon  as  you  engage  their  flank.  Kee^) 
heavy  reserves  and  use  your  batteries,  keeping  well  closed  to  your  right  all  the  time. 
In  case  you  are  obliged  to  fall  back,  do  so  to  your  right  and  rear,  so  as  to  keep  you  in 
close  coraiimuication  with  the  right  wing. 

(Signed)  "JOHN  POPE, 

"  Major-Generalf  Commanding. 

"  Major-General  Porter." 

Which  said  order  the  said  Major-General  Porter  did  then  and  there  shamefally  dis- 
obey, and  did  retreat  from  advancing  forces  of  the  enemy  without  any  attempt  to  en- 
gage them,  or  to  aid  the  troops  who  were  already  fighting  greatly  superior  numbers, 
and  were  relying  on  the  flank  attack  he  was  thus  ordered  to  make  to  secure  a  deci<iive 
victory  and  to  capture  the  enemy's  army,  a  result  which  must  have  followed  from 
said  flank  attack  had  it  been  made  by  the  said  General  Porter  in  compliance  with  the 
said  order  which  he  so  shamefully  disobeyed.  This  at  or  near  Manassas,  in  the  State 
of  Virginia,  on  or  about  the  29th  of  August,  1862.' 

"  Specification  2d. — *  In  this :  that  the  said  Mi^or-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  being 
with  his  army  corps  on  Friday,  the  29th  August,  1862,  between  Manassas  Station  and 
the  field  of  battle  then  pending  between  the  forces  of  the  United  States  and  those  of 
the  rebels,  and  withiu  sound  of  the  guns  and  in  the  presence  of  the  enemy,  and  know- 
ing that  a  severe  action  of  great  consequence  was  being  fought,  and  that  the  aid  of  his 
corps  was  greatly  needed,  did  fail  all  day  to  bring  it  on  to  the  field,  and  did  shamefully 
fall  back  and  retreat  from  the  advance  of  the  enem^  without  any  attempt  to  give  them 
battle,  and  without  knowing  the  forces  from  which  he  shamefully  retreated.  This 
near  Manassas  Station,  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  on  the  29th  of  August,  1862.' 

"  Specification  3d.—*  In  that  the  said  Major-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  being  with 
his  army  corps  near  the  field  of  battle  of  Maua^sas  on  the  29th  of  August,  1862,  while 
a  severe  action  was  being  fought  by  the  troops  of  Major-Greneral  Pope's  command,  and 
bein^  in  the  belief  that  the  troops  of  the  said  General  Pope  were  sustaining  defeat  and 
retinug  from  the  field,  did  shamefully  fail  to  go  to  the  aid  of  the  said  troops  and  gen- 
eral, and  did  shamefully  retreat  away,  and  did  fall  back  with  his  army  to  the  Manassas 
Junction,  and  leave  to  the  disasters  of  a  presumed  defeat  the  said  army ;  and  did  fail, 
by  any  attempt  to  attack  the  enemy,  to  aid  in  averting  the  misfortune  of  a  disaster 
that  would  have  endangered  the  safety  of  the  capital  of  the  country.  This  at  or  near 
Manassas  Station,  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  on  the  29th  day  of  August,  1862.' 
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**  Specification  4tu. — '  In  this :  that  the  said  Major-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  oii 
tbe  field  of  battle  of  Mauassas,  on  Saturday,  the  30tli  Augnst,  1862, 'having  received 
a  lawfal  order  from  his  superior  officer  and  commanding  general,  Major-General  John 
Pope,  to  engage  the  enemy's  lines,  and  to  carry  a  position  near  their  center,  and  to  take 
an  annoying  battery  there  posted,  did  proceed  in  the  execution  of  that  order  with  un- 
necessary slowness:  and  by  delays  gite  the  enemy  opportunities  to  watch  and  know 
his  movement«,  ana  to  prepare  to  meet  his  attack ;  and  did  finally  so  feebly  fall  upon 
the  enemy's  lines  as  to  make  little  or  no  impression  on  the  same,  and  did  fall  back  and 
draw  away  his  forces  unnecessarily,  and  without  making  any  of  the  great  personal 
efforts  to  rally  his  troops  or  to  keep  their  hnes,  or  to  inspire  his  troops  to  meet  the 
sacrifices  and  to  make  tue  resistance  demanded  by  the  importance  of  hts  position^  and 
the  momentous  consequences  and  disasters  of  a  retreat  at  so  critical  a  Juncture  of  the 
day.'" 

To  which  charges  and  specifications  the  accused,  MfiO<>i^'^^i)^^&^  Fitz-John  Porter, 
United  States  YoTunteers,  pleaded  as  follows: 


(I 


CHARGE  I. 


''Tos|>ecification  Ist,  *  Not  guilty.' 
"  To  specification  2d,  'Not  guiltv.' 
**To  specification  3d,  *Not  guilty.' 
"To  specification  4th,  *  Not  guilty.' 
'*To  specification  5th,  'Not  guilty.' 
"And  to  the  charge,  'Not  guilty/ 

''CHAROK  II. 

^*To  specification  Ist,  *Not  guilty.' 
^*  To  specification  2d,  'Not  guilty.' 
"  To  specification  3d,  'Not  guilty.' 
"And  t-o  the  charge,  'Not  guilty.' 

"  FINDING. 

"The  court,  having  maturely  considered  the  evidence  adduced,  find  the  accused, 
Major-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  of  United  States  Volunteers,  as  follows : 

"CHARGE  I.  , 

'*  Of  the  Ist  specification,  'Guilty.' 
"Of  the  2d  specification,  'Guilty.' 
"Of  the  3d  specification,  'Guilty.' 
"Of  the  4th  specification,  'Not  guilty.' 
"  Of  the  5th  specification.  '  Not  guilty.' 
"Of  the  charge,  'Guilty.^ 

"Charge  II. — Of  the  1st  specification,  'Guilty,  except  so  much  of  the  specification 
as  implies  that  he,  tbe  accused,  "did  retreat  from  advancing  fo^-ces  of  the  enemy,"  af- 
t^r  the  receipt  of  tbe  order  s»t  forth  in  said  specification.'  Of  the  2d  specification, 
*OniItv.'  Of  the  3d  specification,  *  Guilty,  except  the  woi^ds  "  to  the  Manassas  Junc- 
tion."'   Of  the  charge,  *Guiliy.'" 

"  SENTENCE. 

"And  the  court  does  therefore  8''ntence  him,  Major-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  of  the 
Unit^  States  Volunteers,  'to  be  otuhieredj  and  to  be  forever  disqualified  from  holding  any 
office  of  trust  or  profit  under  the  Govirnment  of  the  United  States. 

"II.  In  compliance  with  the  65th  of  the  Rules  and  Articles  of  War,  the  whole  pro- 
eeediugs  of  the  p:eueral  court-martial  in  the  foregoing  case  have  been  transmitted  to 
the  Secretary  ot  War,  and  by  him  laid  before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

"Tbe  following  are  the  orders  of  the  President:  'The  foregoing  proceedings,  find- 
ings, and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Major-General  Fitz-John  Porter  are  ap- 
proved and  confirmed ;  and  it  is  ordered  that  the  said  Fitz-John  Porter  be,  and  hereby 
IS,  cashiered  and  dismissed  from  the  service  of  the  United  States  as  a  m%jor-^cneral  of 
volunteers,  and  as  colonel  and  brevet  brigndier-^eneral  in  the  regular  service  of  the 
United  States,  and  forever  disqualified  from  holding  any  office  of  trust  or  profit  under 
the  Government  of  tbe  Uniti  d  States. 

*  January  21,  10fi3. 

'ABRAHAM  LINCOLN.' 

"III.  The  general  conrt-martial,  of  which  Major-General  Hunter  is  president,  is 
hereby  dissolved. 

**  By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

"L.  THOMAS,  JdJutantOenerah 
"  Official : 

"  Assistant  Adjutant-GeneraV 
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(These  charges  and  specifioations  certainly  bear  no  discernible  resemblance  to  the 
facts  of  the  case  as  now  established.  Yet  it  has  been  our  duty  to  carefully  compare 
with  these  facts  the  views  entertained  by  the  court-martial,  as  shown  in  the  findings 
and  in  the  review  of  the  case  which  was  prepared  for  the  information  of  the  President 
by  the  Judge- Advocate-General,  who  had  conducted  the  prosecution,  and  thus  to 
clearly  perceive  every  error  into  which  the  court-martial  was  led.  We  trust  it  is  not 
necessary  f6r  us  to  submit  in  detail  the  results  of  this  comparison,  and  that  it  thrill  be 
sufficient  for  us  to  point  out  the  fundamental  errors,  and  to  say  that  all  the  essential 
facts  in  every  instance  stand  out  in  clear  ami  absolute  contrast  to  those  supposed  facts 
upon  which  General  Portor  was  adjudged  guilty. 

The  fundamental  errors  upon  which  the  conviction  of  General  Porter  depended  may 
be  summed  up  in  a  few  words.  It  was  maintained,  and  apparently  established  to  the 
satisfaction  or  the  court-martial,  that  only  about  one-half  of  the  Confederate  array  was 
on  the  field  of  Manassas  on  the  29th  of  August,  while  General  Lee,  with  the  other 
half,  was  still  beyond  the  Bull-Run  Mountains ;  that  General  Pope's  army,  exclnsive 
of  Porter's  corps,  was  engaged  in  a  severe  and  nearly  equal  contest  with  the  enemy^ 
and  only  needed  the  aid  of  a  flank  attack  which  Portor  was  expected  to  make  to  in- 
sure the  defeat  and  destruction  or  capture  of  the  Confederato  force  in  their  front  under 
General  Jackson ;  that  McDowell  and  Potor,  with  their  joint  forces.  Porter's  leading, 
had  advanced  towards  Gainesville  until  the  head  of  their  column  had  reached  a  point 
near  the  Warrenton  turnpike,  where  they  found  a  division  of  Confederate  troops, 
''seventeen  regiments,"  which  Buford  had  oounted  as  they  passed  through  Gaiues- 
ville,  marching  along  the  road  across  Porter's  front,  and  going  towards  the  field  of  bat- 
tle at  Groveton :  that  McDowell  ordered  Porter  to  at  once  attack  that  column  thus 
moving  to  Join  Jackson,  or  the  fiauk  and  rear  of  the  line  if  they  bad  formed  in  line, 
while  he  would  take  his  own  troops  by  the  Sndley  Springs  road  and  throw  them  upon 
the  enemy's  center  near  Groveton ;  that  Porter,  McDowell  having  then  separated  from 
him,  disobeyed  that  order  to  attack,  allowed  that  division  of  the  enemy's  troops  to 
pass  him  unmolested,  and  then  fell  back  and  retreated  toward  Manassas  Junction ; 
that  Porter  then  remained  in  the  rear  all  the  afternoon,  listening  to  the  sound  of  bat- 
tle and  coolly  contemplating  a  presumed  defeat  of  his  comrades  on  the  center  and 
right  of  the  field  :  that  this  division  of  tbe  enemy  having  passed  Porter's  column  and 
formed  on  the  right  of  Jackson's  line,  near  Groveton,  an  order  was  sent  to  Porter  to 
attack  the  right  flank  or  rear  of  the  enemy's  line,  upon  which  his  own  line  of  march 
must  bring  him,  but  that  he  had  willfully  disobeyed,  and  made  no  attempt  to  execute 
that  order ;  that  in  this  way  was  lost  the  opportunity  to  destroy  Jackson's  det-ached 
force  before  the  other  wing  of  General  Lee's  army  could  Join  it,  and  that  this  junction 
having  been  effecte«l  during  the  night  of  the  29th,  the  defeat  of  General  Pope*s  army 
on  the  30th  thus  resulted  from  General  Porter's  neglect  and  disobedience. 

Now,  in  contrast  to  these  fundamental  errors,  the  following  all-important  facts  are 
fully  established : 

As  Porter  was  advancing  fowanl  Gainesville,  and  while  yet  nearly  four  miles  from 
that  place  and  more  than  two  miles  from  the  nearest  point  of  the  Warrenton  turn- 
pike, he  met  the  right  wing  of  the  Confederate  army,  twenty-five  thousand  strong, 
which  had  arrived  on  the  field  that  morning,  and  was  already  in  line  of  battle.  Not 
being  at  that  moment  quite  fully  informed  of  the  enemy's  movemente,-and  being  then 
under  orders  from  Pope  to  push  rapidly  toward  Gainesville,  Porter  was  pressing  for- 
ward to  attack  the  enemy  in  his  front,  when  McDowell  arrived  on  the  field  with  later 
information  of  the  enemy,  and  later  and  very  different  orders  from  Pope,  assumed  the 
command,  and  arrested  Porter^s  advance.  Tbis  latter  information  left  no  room  for 
doubt  that  the  main  body  of  Lee's  army  was  already  on  the  field  and  far  in  advance 
of  Pope's  army  in  preparation  for  battle.  General  McDowell  promptly  decided  not  to 
attempt  to  go  further  to  the  front,  but  to  deploy  his  column  so  as  to  form  line  in  con- 
nection with  General  Pope's  right  wing,  which  was  then  engaged  with  Jackson.  To 
do  this  General  McDowell  separated  his  corps  entirely  from  General  Porter's,  and  thus 
relinquished  the  command  and  all  right  to  the  command  of  Porter^s  corps.  McDowell 
did  not  give  Porter  any  order  to  attack,  nor  did  he  give  him  any  order  whatever  to 
govern  his  action  after  their  separation. 

It  does  not  appear  from  the  testimony  that  he  conveyed  to  General  Porter  in  any 
way  the  erroneous  view  of  the  military  situation  which  was  afterward  maintained 
before  the  court-martial,  nor  that  he  suggested  to  General  Porter  any  expectation  that 
he  would  make  an  attack.  Ou  the  contrary,  the  testimony  of  all  the  witnesses  as  to 
what  was  actually  said  and  done ;  the  information  which  McDowell  and  Porter  then 
had  respecting  the  ennmy,  and  tbe  movement  which  McDowell  decided  to  make,  and 
did  make,  with  his  own  troops,  prove  conclusively  that  there  was  left  no  room  for 
doubt  in  Porter's  mind  that  his  duty  was  to  stand  on  the  defensive  and  hold  his  po- 
sition until  McDowell's  movement  could  be  completed.  It  would  have  indicated  a 
g^e&t  error  of  military  judgment  to  have  done  or  ordered  the  contrary,  in  the  situa- 
tion as  then  fully  known  to  both  McDowell  and  Porter.) 

General  Pope  appears  from  his  orders  and  from  his  testimony  to  have  been  at  that 
time  wholly  ignorant  of  the  true  situation.    He  had  disapproved  of  the  sending  of 
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Ricketts  to  Thoroaghfare  Gap  to  meet  Loogstreet  on  the  28thy  believing  that  the  main 
body  of  Lee's  army  conld  not  reach  the  field  of  Manassas  before  thn  night  of  the  30th. 
Hence,  he  sent  the  order  to  Porter,  dated  4.30  p.  m.,  to  attack  Jackson's  right  flank  or 
rear.  Fortunately  that  order  did  not  reach  Porter  until  about  sunset—too  late  for  any 
attack  to  be  made.  Any  attack  which  Porter  could  have  made  at  any  time  that  after- 
noon must  necessarily  have  been  fruitless  of  any  good  result.  Porter's  faithful,  sub- 
ordinate, and  intelligent  conduct  that  afternoon  saved  the  Union  Army  from  the  de- 
feat which  would  otherwise  have  resulted  that  day  from  the  enemy's  more  speedy 
concentration.  The  only  seriously  critical  period  of  that  campaign,  viz,  between  11 
a.  m.  and  sunset  of  August  29th,  was  thus  safely  passed.  Porter  had  understood  and 
appreciated  tl^e  military  situation,  and,  so  far  as  he  had  acted  upon  his  own  judg- 
ment, his  action  had  been  wise  and  judicious.  For  the  disaster  of  the  succeding  day 
he  was  in  no  degree  responsible.  Whoever  else  may  have  been  responsible,  it  did  not 
tiow  from  any  action  or  inaction  of  his. 

(The  judgment  of  the  court-martial  upon  General  Porter's  conduct  was  evidently 
based  upon  greatly  erroneous  impressions,  not  only  respecting  what  that  conduct 
really  was  and  the  orders  under  wnioh  he  was  aotine,  but  also  respecting  all  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  he  acted.  Especially  was  tnis  true  in  respect  to  the  charac- 
ter of  the  battle  on  the  29th  of  August.  That  battle  consisted  of  a  number  of  sharp 
and  gallant  combats  between  small  portions  of  the  opposing  forces.  Those  combats 
were  of  short  duration  and  were  separated  by  long  intervals  of  simple  skirmishing 
aad  artillery  duels.  Until  after  6  o'clock  only  a.smail  part  of  the  troops  on  either  side 
were  engaged  at  any  time  during  the  afternoon.  Then,  about  sunset,  one  additional 
division  on  eaeh  side  was  engaged  near  Groveton.  The  musketry  of  that  last  contest 
and  the  yells  of  the  Confederate  troops  about  dark  were  distinctly  heanl  by  the  offi- 
cers of  Porter's  corps ;  but  at  no  other  time  during  all  that  afternoon  was  the  volume 
of  musketry  such  tnat  it  could  be  heard  at  the  position  of  Porter's  troops.  No  sound 
but  that  of  artillery  was  heard  by  them  during  all  those  hours  when  Porter  was  un- 
derstood by  the  court-martial  to  have  been  listening  to  the  sound  of  a  furious  battle 
raging  immediately  to  his  right.  And  those  sounds  of  artillery  were  by  no  means 
such  as  to  indicate  a  general  battle. 

The  reports  of  the  ^th  and  those  of  the  30th  of  August  have  somehow  been  strangely 
confonnded  with  each  other.  Even  the  Confederate  reports  have,  since  the  termina- 
tion of  the  war,  been  similarly  misconstrued.  Those  of  the  30th  have  been  misquoted 
as  referring  to  the  29th,  thus  to  prove  that  a  furious  battle  was  going  on  while  Porter 
was  comparatively  inactive  on  the  29th.  The  fierce  and  gallant  struggle  of  his  own 
troops  on  the  30th  has  thus  been  used  to  sustain  the  original  error  under  which  he  was 
condemned.  General  Porter  was,  in  effect,  condemned  for  not  having  taken  any  part 
in  his  own  battle.  Such  was  the  error  upon  which  General  Porter  was  pronounced 
gnilty  of  the  most  shameful  crime  known  among  soldiers.  We  believe  not  one  among 
all  the  gallant  soldiers  on  that  bloody  field  was  less  deserving  of  such  condemnation 
than  he.) 

The  evidenoe  of  bad  animus  in  Porter's  case  ceases  to  be  material  in  view  of  the 
evidence  of  his  soldierly  and  faithful  conduct.  Bat  it  is  our  duty  to  say  that  the  iu- 
disoreet  and  unkind  t'srms  in  wlftch  General  Porter  expressed  his  distrust  of  the  capac- 
ity of  his  superior  commander  cannot  be  defended.  And  to  that  indiscretion  was  due, 
in  a  very  great  measure,  the  misinterpretation  of  both  his  motives  and  his  conduct 
and  his  consequent  condemnation. 

Having  thus  given  the  reasons  for  our  conclusions^  we  have  the  honor  to  report,  in 
accordance  with  the  President's  order,  that,  inour  opinion,  justice  requires  at  his  hands 
such  action  as  ma^  be  necessanr  to  annul  and  set  aside  the  findings  and  sentence  of 
the  court-martial  in  the  case  of  M^jor-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  and  to  restore  him  to 
the  positions  of  which  that  sentence  deprived  him — ^such  restoration  to  take  effect 
from  the  date  of  his  dismissal  from  the  service. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants, 

J.  M.  SCHOFIFLD, 
Afajor- General,  U,  S»  Army. 
ALFRED  H.  TERRY, 
Brigadier-General f   V.  S.  Army. 
GEO.  W.  GETTY. 
Brevet  Major- Gtnei*al,  U,  8.  Army,  Colonel  Third  Artillery* 

Thereupon  the  President  transmitted  the  following  message  to  Con- 
gress: 

To  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representative* : 

I  transmit  herewith  the  *'  proceedings  and  report"  of  the  board  of  officers,  convened 
by  6i>ecial  Onlers  No.  78,  Headquarters  of  the  Army,  Washington,  April  12,  1878,  in 
the  case  of  Fits-John  Porter.  The  report  ot  the  board  was  made  in  March  last,  but 
the  official  record  of  the  proceedings  did  not  reach  me  till  the  3d  instant. 
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I  have  given  to  this  report  siich  examination  as  satisfies  me  that  I  ought  to  lay  the 
proceedings  and  conclusions  of  the  board  before  Congress. 

As  1  am  without  power  in  the  absence  of  legislation  to  act  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  report  further  than  by  submitting  the  same  to  Congress,  the  proceedings 
and  conclusions  of  the  board  are  transmitted  Tor  the  information  of  Congi^ees,andsnch 
action  as  in  your  wisdom  shall  seem  expedient  and  just. 

R.  B.  HAYES. 

ExKCUTiVK  Mansion,  Washington ,  June  5,  1879. 

No  final  action  was  reached  by  Congress  in  the  matter,  and  your  memorialist  ad- 
dressed the  following  letter  to  the  President: 

New  York,  December  23. 

Siu :  I  respectfully  represent,  that  in  January,  1863,  by  court-martial  I  was  most  un- 
justly declared  guilty  ot  charges  against  me,  and  sentenced  '^  to  be  cashiered  and  for- 
ever disqualified  from  holding  any  office  of  trast  or  profit  under  the  Gk>veriiment  of  the 
United  States.''  From  the  promulgation  of  the  verdict  of  that  court  I  have  protested 
my  innocence  of  all  wrong  done,  and  asserted  the  injustice  of  the  sentence,  and  present- 
ing the  sustaining  evidence,  I  have,  from  time  to  time,  urged  a  rehearing.  In  1878  the 
President,  in  order  to  be  fully  informed  of  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  to  ne  enabled  to 
act  advisedly  upon  my  application  for  relief,  appointed  a  Board  of  Army  Officers  to 
examine  into  the  merits  oitne  caiJe,  and  to  report  what  action,  if  ttUYt  iu  their  opinion, 
justice  required  should  be  taken  on  niy  application.  That  board  after  a  thorough  ex- 
amination into  the  facts  of  the  case,  vindicated  me  in  every  respect,  and  reportedthat, 
in  their  opinion,  justice  required  at  the  hands  of  the  President  such  action  as  might  be 
necessary  to  annul  and  set  aside  the  findings  and  sentence  of  the  court-martial,  and 
restore  me  to  the  position,  of  which  that  sentence  deprived  me,  such  restoration  to 
take  effect  from  the  date  of  dismissal  f^m  the  service.  And  I  now  respectfully  and 
urgently  represent  that  the  sentence  is  a  continuing  sentence,  and  so  long  as  it  exist-s 
is  within  the  reach  and  under  the  control  of  Executive  power;  that  harsh  and  burden- 
some originally,  and  lasting  through  many  years,  it  is  for  stronger  reasons  a  subject 
for  the  consideration  and  action  of  the  Executive,  now  that  is  is  proven  to  have  been 
founded  in  error  and  to  be  unjust ;  and  I  respectfully  ask  yon,  if  convinced  of  the  jus- 
tice of  the  recommendation  of  the  advisory  board,  to  annul  and  set  aside  the  findings 
and  sentence  of  the  court-martial,  and  to  nominate  me  to  the  Senate  for  restoration 
of  my  rank  in  the  Army  under  an  act  of  Congress,  1868,  allowing  that  mode  of  redress 
of  wrong  committed  by  a  court-martial.  And  this  I  ask,  not  merely  in  justice  tome 
and  those  most  dear  to  me,  but  in  justice  to  the  Arm^  to  which  I  belonged,  and  which 
has  ever  believed  in  me,  and  to  the  government  which  honored  and  trusted  me. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

FITZ-JOHN  PORTER. 

To  the  President. 

To  which  your  memorialist  received  the  following  communication  and  reply : 

^        War  Department, 
Washington,  2>.  C,  April  15,  1882. 

Sir:  The  President  has  had  under  consideration  your  letter  of  23d  December,  1881, 
in  which  you. allege  an  injustice  of  the  sentence  of  the  court-martial  under  which,  in 
1863,  you  were,  as  an  officer  of  the  Army,  ^'dismissed  from  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  and  forever  disqualified  from  holding  any  office  of  trust  or  profit  under  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,''  and  refer  to  the  report  of  the  advisory  board  made 
in  1879,  and  ask  the  President,  if  convinced  of  the  justice  of  the  recommendation  of 
the  advisory  board,  to  annul  and  set  aside  the  finding  and  sentence  of  '^court-mar- 
tial,'' and  to  nominate  you  to  the  Senate  for.  restoration  to  your  rank  in  the  Army. 
It  being  advisable  that  before  considering  the  propriety  of  the  action  requested  £y 
you,  the  question  of  the  power  of  the  President  in  the  premises  should  be  determined, 
your  letter  was  by  the  President  referred  to  the  Attorney-General  for  an  investigation 
of  that  subject. 

By  direction  of  the  President — 

I  have  to  inclose  to  you  a  copy  of  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General,  dated  March 
15, 1882,  and  to  inform  you  that  the  President  concurs  in  the  views  therein  expressed, 
and  consequently  that  a  compliance  with  the  application  contained  in  your  letter  is 
not  within  his  authority. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  vonr  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War. 

General  F.  J,  Porter,  44  West  Twenty-fifih  Street,  New  York,  N.  T. 


Sir:  Mi^jor-Geueral  Fitz-John  Porter  was,  in  1863,  tried  and  convicted  by  a  general 
court-martial  and  sentenced  'Mo  be  cashiered,  and  to  be  forever  disqun^ified  from 
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holdlDji;  any  office  of  trust  or  profit  under  tbe  Government  of  the  United  States.'' 
The  proceetlin^  and  sentence  of  tbe  court  were  subsequently,  in  regular  course,  laid 
before  the  President,  who,  on  tbe  21st  of  January,  1863,  approved  and  confirmed  the 
same,  and  by  bis  order  of  that  date,  in  execution  of  tbe  sentence,  it  was  '^  Ordered  that 
tbe  said  Fitz-John  Porter  be,  and  hereby  is,  cashiered  and  dismissed  from  tbe  service 
of  tbe  United  States,  as  a  major-general  of  volunteers,  and  as  colonel  and  brevet  briga- 
dier-general in  tbe  regular  service  of  tbe  United  States,  and  forever  disqualified  from 
holding  any  office  of  trust  or  profit  under  tbe  Government  of  tbe  United  States/' 

Thereupon  General  Porter  ceased  to  be  an  officer  in  tbe  military  service  of  the  United 
States,  and  bis  name  was  accordin&^ly  dropped  from  the  rolls  of  the  Army. 

Afterward**,  in  1878,  upon  an  application  then  made  by  General  Porter  for  relief,  tbe 
President  (in  order  that  he  might  be  fully  informed  of  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  be  en- 
abled to  act  advisely  on  said  application),  convened  a  board  of  Army  officers  "  to  exam- 
ine, in  connection  with  the  record  of  the  trial  by  court-martial  of  Mtgor-General  Porter, 
such  new  evidence  relating  to  the  merits  of  said  case  as  is  now  on  file  in  the  War  De- 
partment, together  with  such  other  evidence  as  may  be  presented  to  said  board,  and 
to  report,  with  the  reasons  for  their  conclusion,  what  action,  if  any,  in  their  opinion, 
justice  requires  should  be  taken  on  said  appHcation  by  the  President."  Tbe  board  so 
convened  made  a  report  to  " 
after  giving  the  results 
tice  requires  at  bis  (the 
and  86t  aside  tbe  findings  and  senteiice  of  the  court-martial  in  the  case  of  Major-Gen- 
eral  Fitz-John  Porter,  and  to  restore  him  to  the  pobitions  of  which  that  sentence  de- 
prived him,  such  restoration  to  take  effect  from  the  date  of  his  dismissal  from 
service." 

On  the  5th  of  June,  1879,  the  report  and  proceeding  of  the  board  were  transmitted 
to  Congress  by  tbe  President,  who  in  his  accompanying  message  said:  *^  I  have  given 
to  this  report  such  examination  as  satisfies  me  that  I  ought  to  lay  tbe  proceedings  and 
conclusions  of  the  board  before  Congress.  As  I  am  without  power,  in  the  absence  of 
legislation,  to  act  upon  the  recommendations  of  the  report  further  than  by  submitting 
the  same  to  Congress,  the  proceedings  and  conclusions  of  the  board  are  transmitted  for 
the  information  of  Congress,  and  such  action  as  in  your  wisdom  shall  seem  expedient 
and  just." 

There  has  since  been  no  legislation  by  Congress  on  the  subject.  General  Porter  has, 
however,  in  a  communication  dat-ed  December  23, 1881,  renewed  his  application  to  the 
President  for  relief,  the  relief  there  asked  for  being  specifically  stated  by  him.  in  the 
following  words :  ''To  annul  and  set  aside  the  finding  and  sent-ence  of  the  court-mar- 
tial, and  to  nominate  me  to  tbe  Senate  for  restoration  to  my  rank  in  the  Army  under 
act  of  1868."  What  hereinafter  follows  is  addressed  to  the  question  whether  it  is 
competent  for  the  President  to  afford  the  applicant  the  relief  be  asks,  under  existing 
law  and  the  circumstances  of  his  case. 

On  entering  upon  this  question,  we  are  first  led  to  inquire  as  to  the  source  of  the 
jurisdiction  exercised  by  courts-martial  in  our  military  service.  That  has  been  pre- 
cisely and  authoritatively  determined.  In  tbe  case  of  Dymes  va.  Hoover  (20  Horr., 
65),  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  after  citing  section  8  of  thd  first  article 
of  the  Constitution,  which  confers  upon  Congress  power  **  to  make  rules  for  the  gov- 
ernment and  regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces,"  the  fifth  amendment  which 
requires  a  presentment  of  a  grand  j  ury  in  cases  of  capital  or  otherwise  infamous  crimes, 
but  expressly  excepts  from  this  requirement  **  cases  arising  in  tbe  land  and  naval 
forces,"  and  also  section  2  of  tbe  second  article,  which  declares  that ''  the  President 
shall  be  Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy" — remarks :  "  These  provisions 
show  that  Congress  has  the  power  to  provide  for  tbe  trial  and  punishment  of  military 
and  naval  offenses  in  the  manuer  then  and  now  practiced  by  civilized  nations,  and 
that  the  power  to  do  so  is  given  without  anv  connection  between  it  and  the  third 
article  of  tbe  Constitution  defining  tbe  judicial  power  of  the  United  States;  indeed, 
that  the  two  powers  are  entirely  independent  of  each  other." 

Congress,  in  the  exercise  of  this  power,  by  tbe  act  of  April  10,  1806,  chap.  20,  en- 
acted rnles  and  articles  for  tbe  government  of  the  armies  of  the  United  States,  and 
therein  provided  for  the  creation  of  courts-martial  for  the  trial  of  military  offenses. 
(See  that  act,  articles  64,  65,  et  8eq,)  These  rules  and  articles,  as  modified  and  added 
to  by  subseqnent  legislation,  were  in  force  when  tbe  proceedings  in  the  case  of  Gen- 
eral Porter  occurred.  And  in  this  connection  it  may  also  be  stated  that  the  Supreme 
Court  again,  in  the  recent  case  oi  ex  parte  Reed  (100  U.  S.  Rep.,  13),  observes:  ''  The 
constitutionality  of  the  acts  of  Congress  touching  Army  and  Navy  courts-martial  in 
tbis  country,  if  there  could  ever  have  been  a  doubt  about  it,  is  no  longer  an  open  ques- 
tion in  tbis  court." 

It  is  assumed  (there  being  no  allegation  to  the  contrary)  that  the  court-martial  in 
this  case  was  constituted,  convened,  and  organized  in  conformity  with  tbe  law  of  tbe 
military  service  as  ordained  by  Congress ;  that  it  bad  jurisdiction  both  of  the  offense 
alleged  and  of  the  person  accused ;  that  there  was  no  fatal  irregularity  in  the  proceed- 
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ings  nor  any  illegality  iu  its  sentence,  and  that  the  latter  was  confirmed  and  carried 
into  execution  agreeably  to  law.  Upon  this  state  of  facts  it  may  be  inquired,  has  the 
President  power  now  to  review  the  proceedings  of  the  court*martial  and  to  annul  its 
sentence  f 

Unless  he  possesses  such  power,  it  is  submitted  that  this  mode  of  relief  is  not  avail- 
able. 

The  sixty-fifth  Article  of  War  (act  of  April  10,  1806,  cited  above)  provided  that  "no 
sentence  of  a  court-martial  shall  be  carried  into  execution  until  after  the  whole  pro- 
ceedings shall  have  been  laid  before  the  officer  ordering  the  same,  or  the  officer  com- 
manding the  troops  for  the  time  being;  neither  shall  any  seqtence  of  a  general  court- 
martial  in  the  time  of  peace,  extending  to  the  loss  of  life,  or  the  dismissal  of  a  com- 
missioned officer,  or  which  shall,  cither  in  time  of  war  or  peace,  respect  a  general  offi- 
cer, be  carried  into  execution  until  after  the  whole  proceedings  shall  have  oeen  trans- 
mitted to  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  be  laid  before  the  President  of  the  United  States  for 
his  confirmation  or  disapproval  and  orders  in  the  case.''  (See  also  Rev.  Stat.,  p.  240, 
articles  105, 106,  108,  in  which  the  same  provision  is  embodied.)  Under  this  provision 
it  was  that  the  proceedings  in  the  case  of  General.  Porter  were  laid  before  and  con- 
firmed by  the  President,  and  no  other  statutory  provision  then  existed  or  now  exists 
giving  him  a  power  of  review  over  such  case. 

In  the  case  of  Lieutenant  Devlin,  who  was  tried  by  a  general  court-martial  in  1852, 
and  sentenced  to  be  dismissed,  and  whose  sentence  was  afterwards  approved  by  the 
President  under  the  same  provision  and  carried  into  execution,  Attorney-General  Uush- 
ing  considered  the  question  whether  the  proceedings  of  that  court-martial  could  then 
(iu  1854)  lawfully  be  reopened,  reviewed,  and  set  aside,  and  he  held  that  they  could 
not.    He  says,  In  his  opinion : 

'*  The  decision  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  in  cases  of  this  sort  is  that  of  the 
ultimate  judge  provided  by  the  Constitution  and  the  laws.  Like  that  of  any  other  court 
in  the  last  resort  of  the  law,  it  is  final  as  to  the  subject-matter.  There  is  one,  and 
but  one,  l^gal  question  which  would  be  competent  in  this  case  after  the  final  decision 
of  the  President  upon  it,  namely,  that  a  nullity  of  the  proceeding,  as  being,  for  in- 
stance, coram  non  judioe  or,  for  other  cause,  absolutely  void,  ab  iniiio"  (6  Opin., 
370,711.) 

In  another  case  (that  of  Major  Howe)  the  same  Attorney-General  remarks : 

**  Unless  the  memorial  show  that  the  court-martial  had  no  lawful  jurisdiction  of  the 
case,  no  cognizance  of  him  and  the  offense  charged,  his  memorial  must  be  unavailing, 
for  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  not  now  (in  1854)  any  rightful  authority  to 
review  and  reverse  the  sentence  of  a  court  pronounced  in  a  case  within  its  jurisdiction 
in  1842,  then  dul^  appointed  by  the  revising  power  and  actually  carried  into  full  and 
complete  execution.  True  it  is  that  the  office  and  jtowers  of  the  President  are  per- 
petual, and  every  successor  has  all  the  powers  which  his  predecessor  had  whilst  in  office. 
But  this  must  be  understood  of  matters  executory,  of  things  to  be  done,  and  not  in 
relation  to  matters  executed  rightfully  and  legally  transacted.''    (fi  Opin.,  507.) 

To  the  same  effect  are  earlier  opinions  given  by  Attorneys-General  Legare  and  Nel- 
son (4  Opin.,  170  and  274)  and  also  later  opinions  given  by  Attorney-General  Bates  (10 
Opin.,  64;  11  Opin.,  19).    The  latter  in  this  opinion  last  cited  uses  this  language : 

**  Undoubtedly  the  President  in  passing  upon  the  sentence  of  a  court-martial  and  giv- 
ing to  it  the  approval  without  which  it  cannot  be  executed  acts  j  ndicially.  The  whole 
proceeding  from  its  inception  is  judicial.  The  trial,  finding,  and  sentence  are  the  sol- 
emn acts  of  a  court,  organized  and  conducted  under  the  authority  and  according  to 
the  prescribed  forms  of  Taw.  It  sits  to  pass  upon  the  most  sacred  (questions  of  human 
rights  that  are  ever  placed  on  trial  in  a  court  of  justice — rights  which  in  the  very  na- 
ture of  things  can  neither  be  exposed  to  damage  nor  entitled  to  protection  from  the 
nncoutmlled  will  of  any  man,  but  wh ich  must  be  adj  udged  according  to  law.  And  the  act 
of  the  officer  who  reviews  the  proceedings  of  the  court,  whether  he  be  the  commander 
of  the  fieet  or  the  President,  and  without  whose  approval  the  sentence  cannot  be  exe- 
cuted, is  as  much  a  part  of  this  judgment,  according  to  law,  as  is  the  trial  or  the  sen- 
tence. When  the  President,  then,  performs  this  duty  of  approving  the  sentence  of  a 
court-martial  dismissing  an  officer,  his  act  has  all  the  solemuity  and  significance  of 
the  judgment  of  a  court  of  law. 

^'As  it  has  to  be  performed  under  the  same  consequences  now,  one  of  the  consequences 
is  that  when  a  judgment  has  been  regularly  entered  in  a  case  properly  within  the 
judicial  cognizance,  from  which  no  appeal  has  been  provided  or  taken,  and  it  has  been 
followed  by  execution,  it  is  final  aud  conclusive  upon  the  party  against  whom  it  is 
entered.  And  this  effect  attaches,  in  my  opinion,  to  the  action  of  the  President  in  ap- 
proving the  sentence  of  a  court-martial  dismissing  an  officer,  after  that  approval  has 
been  consummated  by  actual  dismissal." 

Furthermore,  the  Supreme  Court,  in  the  case  of  ex  parte  Reed,  above  cited,  referring 
to  a  general  court-martial,  whose  doings  were  involved  in  the  case,  says: 

'*  It  is  the  organism  provided  by  law  aud  clothed  with  the  duty  of  administering 
justice  in  this  class  of  cases.    *    *    *     Its  judgments,  when  approved,  as  required, 
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rest  on  the  same  biisis,  and  are  siirroanded  by  the  same  considerations  which  give 
conclusiveness  to  the  judgments  of  other  legal  tribunals,  including  as  well  the  lowcbt 
as  the  highest,  under  the  circumstances.^ 

Here  it  is  proper  to  add  that  the  very  inquiry  now  under  examination  has  been  re- 
solved in  the  negative  by  the  deliberate  decision  of  a  former  administration,  as  appears 
by  the  message  of  the  I^resideiit  of  June  5, 1879,  hereinbefore  referred  to,  transmitting 
to  Congress  the  report  and  proceedings  of  a  board  of  Army  officers  upon  the  case  of 
GenersH  Porter.  The  conclusion  then  reached  was  that  the  President  was  *^  without 
power,  in  the  absence  of  legislation,  to  act  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  report  fur- 
ther than^by  submittins  the  same  to  Congress.''  This  conclusion  is  a  denial  of  the  ex- 
ist-ence  of  any  power  in  the  President  to  review  and  *'  to  annul  and  set  aside  the  findings 
and  the  sentence  of  the  court-martial ''  in  that  case,  as  recommended  by  the  board ;  and 
it  is  entitled  to  great  weight,  as  being  the  view,  not-  only  of  the  President  himself, 
but  presumably  that  of  his  Cabinet,  among  whose  members  were  men  eminent  in  the 
profession  of  the  law.  These  opinions  of  my  predecessors  and  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  also  the  decision  last  above  mentioned,  all  go  to  establish  this  proposition,  that 
where  the  sentence  of  a  legally  constituted  court-martial  in  a  case  within  its  jurisdic- 
tion has  been  approved  by  the  reviewing  authority  and  carried  into  execution,  it  can- 
not afterward,  under  the  present  state  of  the  law,  be  revised  and  set  aside.  The  pro- 
ceedings are  then  at  an  end,  and  the  action  thus  had  upon  the  sentence  is,  in  contem- 
plation of  the  law,  final. 

I  am  unable  to  arrive  at  a  diiferent  conclusion,  and  I  accordingly  hold  that  in  the 
case  under  consideration  the  President  has  no  power  to  review  the  proceedings  of  the 
court-martial  and  annul  its  sentence.  It  follows  from  this  view  that  the  President  can 
afibrd  the  applicant  no  relief  through  a  revision  of  the  sentence  in  his  csAe.  That  sen- 
tence involved  immediate  dismissal  from  the  Army  and  disability  to  hold  office  there- 
after. The  dismissal  is  an  accomplished  fact,  and  so  far  the  sentence  is  completely  ex- 
ecuted ;  the  disability  is  a  continuing  punishment,  and  in  regard  to  that  the  sentence 
is  being  executed.  The  latter  may  be  remitted  by  the  exercise  of  the  pardoning  power^ 
but  the  former  cannot  in  any  way  be  affected  thereby.  Thus  a  pardon  would  not  restore 
the  applicant  to  the  office  in  the  military*  service  from  which  he  was  dismissed.  {Ex 
parte  Garland,  4  Wall.,  333.)  This  could  only  be  done  by  an  appointment  under  special 
authority  from  Congress;  since  by  the  general  law  of  the  military  service  appoint- 
ments to  the  rank  of  ^neral  officer  are  to  be  made  by  selection  from  the  Army,  and 
all  vacanciea  in  established  regiments  and  corps  to  the  rank  of  colonel  are  to  be  filled 
by  promotion  according  to  seniority,  except  in  cases  of  disability  or  other  incompe- 
tency (Army  Register  ot  1881,  article  6;  14  Opinions  Attorney-General,  499).  In  this 
connection  I  remark  that  the  act  of  1868,  referred  to  by  General  Porter  in  his  letter  of 
request,  was,  as  its  title  imports,  only  meant  to  be  declaratory  of  the  law,  namely, 
that  an  officer  cashiered  or  dismissed  by  sentence  of  a  court-martial  cannot  be  other- 
wise restored  to  the  military  service  than  through  a  new  appointment,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Senate.  The  law  is  the  same  as  to  officers  of  the  Army  who  cease  to  be 
such  in  any  other  way.  (Mimniack  vs.  United  States,  97  U.  S.,  427 ;  Blake  vs.  United 
States,  103  U.  8.,  237. )  Power  to  appoint  is  not  conferred  by  that  statute.  This  power 
remains  subject  to  the  general  law  already  adverted  to,  and  in  the  absence  of  special 
authority  from  Congress  it  can  only  be  exercised  with  respect  to  a  person  who  has 
ceased  to  be  an  officer  in  the  manner  above  stated,  where  it  might  equally  well  be 
exercised  if  such  person  had  never  been  an  officer  in  the  military  service. 

Upon  the  general  question  considered  the  conclusion  arrived  at  is  that  it  is  not 
within  the  competency  of  the  President  to  afford  the  applicant  the  relief  be  has  aski  d  ^ 
for — that  is  to  say,  that  it  is  not  competent  for  the  President  to  annul  and  set  a.side  the  * 
finding  and  sentence  of  the  court-martial  and  to  nominate  to  the  Senate  for  rest-ora- 
tion to  his  former  rank  in  the  Army. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully, 

BENJAMIN  HARRIS  BREWSTER, 

Jiiorfiey-GeneraK 

To  the  Prksident. 

Upon  the  reception  of  which  communications  your  memorialist  addressed  to  the  Pres- 
ident the  following  petition : 

MORRISTOWX,  N.  J.  Jpril  17,  1882. 
The  President, 

Washington,  D.  C: 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt,  through  the  Secretary  of  War, 
under  date  of  the  15th  inst.,  of  your  decision  upon  my  application  of  December  23, 
1881,  '*  to  annul  and  set  aside  the  findings  and  sentence  of  the  court-martial  in  my 
case  and  to  nominate  me  to  the  Senate  for  restoration  to  my  former  rank  ii^  the  Army.'' 
Your  decision,  after  determination  of  the  powers  of  the*  President,  ab  expressed  in 
%  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney -General  is,  **  that  compliance  with  the  application  con- 

*  tained  in  my  letter  is  not  within  your  power.''    I  may  have  misunderstood  the  extent 
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of  the  coDStitutioual  power  of  the  President  when  I  asked  you  to  do  directly  with  the 
aid  of  the  Senate,  that  which  a  board  of  distinguished  Army  officers  had,  in  the  inter- 
est of  justice,  recommended  should  be  done,  but  which  you,  concurring  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Attorney-General,  inform  me  you  have  now  the  power  only  in  part  to  perform,  and 
that  special  legislation  by  Congress  is  needed  to  complete  the  justice  asked  for.  My  ap- 
plication was  based  upon  the  reconunendation  of  an  advisory  board  appointed  by  the 
President  ^*  to  examine  into  the  facto,  and  to  report  what  action,  in  their  opinion, 
jnstice  required  should  be  taken  bpr  the  President. ''  That  board  found  and  reported, 
after  a  long  and  patient  examination  and  consideration  of  all  the  facts  in  the  case, 
that  my  '^ conduct'^  in  all  the  events  of  August,  1862,  inquired  into  by  the  court- 
martiaf^  by  which  I  was  tried,  "  was,"  in  the  light  of  the  full  evidence,  that  which  was 
then  laid  before  the  court,  and  also  that  which  was  unattainable  at  the  time  of  my 
trial,  ^'not  subject  to  criticism,  much  less  deserving  of  censure  or  condemnation, 
and  was  obedient,  subordinate,  faithful,  and  judicious.  It  saved  the  Union  Army  from 
disaster  on  the  29th  of  August,"  and  the  advisory  boanl  recommended  **  that,  in  their 
opinion,  justice  required  at  his  (the  President's)  bands  such  action  as  may  be  necessary 
to  annul  and  set  aside  the  iindings  and  sentence  of  the  court-martial  in  the  case  of 
Major-General  Fitz-Johu  Porter,  and  to  restore  him  to  the  positions  of  which  that  sen- 
tence deprived  him,  such  restoration  to  take  eftect  fto/m  the  date  of  dismissal  from 
service."  Reiving  also  upon  the  clear  and  emphatic  language  of  the  said  board,  '*  that 
all  the  essential  facts,  in  every  iastance,  stand  out  in  clear  and  absolute  contrast  to  those 
supposed  facts  upon  which  he  (I)  was  adjudged  guilty,  and  that  it  is  not  possible  that 
any  court-martial  could  have  condemned  such  conduct  if  it  had  been  correctly  under- 
stood," and  believing  I  am  entitled  to  the  complete  and  just  vindication  recommended 
by  the  board,  and  that  a  sentence  of  a  court-martial,  subsequently  proven  by  over- 
whelming and  irrefragible  testimony,  to  have  been  palbaply  erroneous  in  its  basis  of 
assumed  facts,  and  utterly  destructive  of  the  happiness  and  welfare  of  an  officer  who 
has  never  failed  in  the  strictest  and  most  honorable  fidelity  to  his  government,  should 
not  be  a  barrier  to  the  relief  to  which  I  consider  myself  entitled,  I  again  renew  to  you,  as 
Chief  Magistrate  my  appeal  for  j  nstice.  Conscious  of  my  absolute  and  entire  innocence, 
I  have  not  ceased,  m»m  the  hour  of  the  promulgation  of  the  sentence  of  the  court-mar- 
tial, persistently  to  protest  against  the  terrible  injustice  done  me,  and  have  striven  in 
every  proper  mode  to  secure  my  vindication,  all  of  which  public  records  now  before 
you  will  fully  establish.  I  now  re8i>ectfuUy  and  most  eamestljr  ask  that  you  will  grant 
a  remission  of  that  portion  of  the  sentence  of  the  court-martial  which  remains  unex- 
ecuted, and  carry  into  effect  the  recommendations  of  the  advisory  board,  so  far  as  the 
same  lies  within  your  constitutional  power,  and  transmit  the  result  of  your  action, 
together  with  the  finding  of  the  board,  to  Congress,  coupled  with  such  recommeuda- 
tion  in  the  premises  as  you  may  deem  just  and  proper. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

PITZ-JOHN  PORTER. 

In  response  to  which  the  President  executed  and  delivered  to  your  memorialist  the 
following  instrument  of  remission : 

Chestrr  a.  Arthur,  Presidknt  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

To  all  to  lohom  these  preaenis  shall  comsy  greeting : 

Whereas  on  the  10th  day  of  January,  1863,  Fitz-John  Porter,  then  a  major-general  of 
volunteers  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  and  also  colonel  of  the  Fifteenth 
Regiment  of  Infantry,  and  brevet  brigadier-general  in  the  United  States  Army,  was, 
b^  a  general  court-martial,  for  certain  offenses  of  which  he  had  been  thereby  con- 
victed, sentenced  '^to  be  cashiered,  and  to  be  forever  disqualified  from  holding  any 
office  of  trust  or  profit  under  the  Qovemment  of  the  United  States  " ; 

And  whereas  on  the  21st  day  of  January,  1863,  that  sentence  was  duly  confirmed  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  by  his  order  of  the  same  date  carried  into  ex- 
ecution ; 

And  whereas  so  much  of  that  sentence  as  forever  disqualified  the  said  Fitz-John 
Porter  from  holdiug  office,  imposed  upon  him  a  continuing  penalty,  and  is  still  being 
executed ; 

And  whereas  doubts  have  since  arisen  concerning  the  guilt  of  the  said  Fitz-John 
Porter  of  the  offenses  whereof  he  was  convicted  by  the  said  court-martial,  founded 
upon  the  result  of  an  investigation  ordered  on  the  12th  day  of  April,  1878,  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  are  deemed  by  me  to  be  of  sufficient  gravity  to  war- 
rant the  remission  of  that  part  of  said  sentence  which  has  not  yet  been  completely  ex- 
ecuted: 

Now,  therefore^  know  ye  that  I,  Chester  A.  Arthur,  President  of  the  United  States 
by  virtue  of  the  power  vested  in  me  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  in 
consideration  of  the  premises,  do  hereby  grant  to  the  said  Fitz-John  Porter  full  remis- 
sion of  the  hereinbefore  mentioned  continuing  penalty. 
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la  witness  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  signed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of  the 
United  States  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washin[cton  this  fourth  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1882,  and  of  the  In- 
dependence of  the  United  States  the  one  hundred  and  sixth. 
[SEAL.]  CHESTER  A.  ARTHUR. 

By  the  President : 

Freb'k  T.  Freungiiuysen, 

Secretary  of  State. 

• 
In  view  of  all  the  foregoing  facts,  ^our  memorialist  would  pray  that  such  action 
may  he  taken  by  Congress  in  the  premises  as  will  restore  him  to  the  positions  of  which 
the  sentence  of  said  court*  martial  uiyustly  deprived  him. 
And  as  in  duty  bound  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray.  &c.,  &c. 

FITZ-JOHN  PORTER. 
MoRRiSTOWN,  N.  J.,  May  5,  1882. 

The  action  of  President  Arthur  in  remitting  the  unexpired  portion  of 
the  sentence  of  General  Porter,  based  upon  a  review  of  the  findings  of 
the  board,  relieves  the  present  application  of  General  Porter  for  resto- 
ration to  the  Army  from  the  objection  tha€  Congress  would  be  revising 
the  sentence  of  the  court-martial.  Such  is  not  now  the  case.  So  much 
of  the  sentence  as  the  President  had  the  power  to  act  upon,  having  been 
by  him  remitted,  it  now  remains  for  Congress  to  perform  that  act  of 
justice  which  the  report  of  the  board  emphatically  recommends  in  the 
following  language: 

Having  thus  given  the  reasons  for  our  conclusions^  we  have  the  honor  to  report,  in 
accordance  with  the  President's  order,  that,  la  our  opinion,  iustioe  requires  at  his  hands 
such  action  as  may  be  necessary  to  annul  and  set  aside  the  findings  and  sentence  of 
the  court-martial  in  the  case  of  Migor-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  and  to  restore  him  to 
the  positions  of  which  that  sentence  deprived  «him — such  restoration  to  t«ke  effect 
from  the  date  of  his  dismissal  from  service. 

The  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  report  of  said  board  ex- 
hausts the  subject,  and  that  Fitz-John  Porter  should  be,  as  recommended 
by  said  board,  restored  to  the  service,  and  report  the  bill  for  that  pur- 
pose favorably,  with  the  following  amendment: 

^^Providedj  That  said  Fitz-John  Porter  shall  receive  no  pay,  compen- 
sation, or  allowance  whatsoever  prior  to  his  appointment  under  this 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNrfED  STATES. 


May  31,  188*2.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Logan,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Aflfairs,  submitted  the 

followinsr 


'n 


VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  1844.] 

The  undersigned  beg  leave  to  dissent  from  the  report  of  the  majority 
of  the  Military  Committee  of  the  Senate  in  the  case  now  before  Congress 
of  the  United  States — the  nature  of  the  bill  authorizing  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  nominate  to  the  Senate  Fitz-John  Porter  to  a 
colonel's  i^osition  in  the  Army,  which  he  held  prior  to  being  cashiered 
and  dismissed  from  the  Army  of  the  United  States  on  the  10th  day  of 
January,  A.  D.  1863. 

The  orders  convening  the  said  court-martial,  their  findings,  sentence, 
and  the  approval  of  the  same,  are  as  follows :  * 

Proceedings  of  a  general  court-martial  which  convened  at  the  citjf  of  Waehingtony  in  ike  Dis^ 

irict  of  Colnmtna,  by  virtue  of  the  following  apecial  order: 

[ Special  Oi  flen  No.  362.  J 

Headquarters  of  the  Army, 
Adjutant-General's  Office, 
Waahingiony  November  25,  1862. 

[Eztmct.]  « 

III.  The  military  commiRsion  ordered  to  assemble  on  the  20th  ioBtant  by  Special 
Orders  No.  3S0,  November  17,  lS(i2,  from  heailqnarteraof  the  Army,  is  hereby  dissolved, 
and  a  general  conrt-martial  is  hereby  appointed,  to  meet  in  this  city  on  the  27th  in* 
slant,  or  aa  soon  thereafter  as  practicable,  for  the  trial  of  Major- General  Fitz-John  Porter, 
United  States  volunteers. 

DETAIL  FOR  THE  COURT. 

Major-General  D.  Hunter,  United  States  Volanteers. 

Major-General  £.  A.  Hitchcock,  United  States  Volnuteers. 

Brigadier-General  Rufus  King,  United  States  Yolnnteors. 

Brigadier-General  B.  M.  Prentiss,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Brigadier-General  James  B.  Rickott«,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Brigadier-General  Silas  Casey,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Brigadier-Gteneral  James  A.  Garfield,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Brigadier-General  N.  Buford,  United  States  Volunteers.  - 

Bngadier-General  J.  P.  Slough,  in  place  of  Morris. 

Colonel  J.  Holt,  Judge- Advocate-General,  United  States  Army,  Judge-advocate  and 
zeoorder  of  the  conrt. 

No  other  officers  than  these  named  can  be  assembled  without  manifest  injury  to  the 
service. 

By  command  of  Major-General  Halleck: 

E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 
Aseietant  Jdjutant-GeneraL 
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Washington,  D.  C,  January  10, 18C3. 

The  conrt  met puniaant to  adJonrDnoent.  Present :  Major-Qeneral  D.  Hunter,  United 
States  Volunteers;  Major-General  £.  A.  Hitchcock,  United  States  Volunteers;  Briga- 
dier-General Rufns  King,  United  States  Volunteers  ;  Brigadier-General  B.  M.  Prentin^i, 
United  States  Volunteers;  Brigadier-General  James  B.  Ricketta,  United  States  Volun- 
teers; Brigadier-General  Silas  Casev,  United  States  Volunteers;  Brigadier- General 
James  A.  Garfield,  United  States  Volunteers ;  Brigadier-General  N.  B.  Buford,  United 
States  Volunteers ;  Brigadier-General  J.  P.  Slougb,  United  States  Volunteers ;  and  Col- 
onel Joseph  Holt,  Jndge-AdYocate-General. 

The  accused,  with  his  counsel,  was  also  present. 

The  minutes  of  the  last  session  were  then  read  and  approved. 

The  accused  then  presented  a  written  address  (marked  ''Defense  of  Accused,'*  and 
appended  hereto),  which  was  read  by  his  counsel  in  his  defense. 

The  judge-advocate  then  submitted  the  case  to  the  court,  with  the  follo«ring  re- 
marks : 

"I  will  simply  remark  that  this  case  has  been  thoroughly  and  most  patiently  inves- 
tigated. A  continuous  session  of  some  torty-five  days  sufficiently  attests  this.  Indeed, 
the  greater  part  of  the  evidence  touching  the  more  important  and  the  more  severely 
contested  points  has,  by  re-examination  and  cross-examination,  been  again  and  again 
impressed  upon  your  minds,  so  that  I  now  feel  entirely  satisfied  that  it  is  completely 
comprehended  and  appreciated  by  you  in  all  its  bearings. 

"Whatever,  therefore,  of  inaccuracies  of  interpretation  of  testimony,  and  whatever 
of  illogical  deduction  from  it  may  have  found  a  plai*e  in  the  very  elaborate  defense  of 
the  accused,  which  has  been  read,  may  be  safely  left  for  their  correr.tiou  to  the  recol- 
lection and  the  judgment  of  the  court. 

"To  prepare  a  written  reply  in  keeping  with  the  gravity  of  this  proceeding  to  the 
argument  of  the  accused  would  require  several  days,  thus  involving  a  delay  which  it 
is  most  important  to  avoid.  From  this  consideration,  and  from  the  urgeut  demand 
which  exists  for  the  servicea  of  members  of  this  court  in  other  and  more  active  fields 
of  duty,  it  is  felt  that  the  public  interests  will  be  best  subserved  by  asking,  as  I  now 
do,  that  you  will  x>roceed  at  once  to  deliberate  upon  and  determine  the  issues  which 
are  before  you." 

The  court  was  thereupon  cleared  for  deliberation,  and,  having  maturely  considered 
the  evidence  adduced,  find  the  accused,  Major-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  of  United 
States  Volunteers,  as  follows : 

Of  the  iirst  specification  of  first  charge,  guilty. 

Of  the  secona  specification  of  first  charge,  guilty. 

Of  the  third  specification  of  first  charge,  guilt}'. 

Of  the  fourth  specification  of  first  charge,  not  guilty. 

Of  the  fifth  specification  of  first  charge,  not  guilty. 

Of  the  first  charge,  guilty. 

Of  the  first  specification  of  second  charge,  guilty,  except  so  much  of  the  specification 
as  implies  that  he,  the  accused,  "  did  retreat  from  advancing  forces  of  the  enemy ''  after 
the  receipt  of  the  order  set  forth  in  said  specification. 

Of  the  second  specification  of  second  charge,  guilty. 

Of  the  third  specification  of  second  charge,  guilty,  except  the  words  "  to  the  Man- 
assas Junction." 

Of  the  second  charge,  guilty. 

And  the  court  do  therefore  sentence  him,  Major-General  Fitz-John  Porter,  of  the 
United  States  Volunteers,  to  be  cashiered,  and  to  be  forever  disqualified  from  holding 
any  office  of  trust  or  profit  under  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

D.  HUNTER, 
Major- General  J  President, 
J.  HOLT, 

Judge-A  dvoca  ie. 

There  being  no  further  business  before  them,  the  court  adjourned  sine  die. 

D,  HUNTER. 
Major-General,  President, 
J.  HOLT, 

Judge- Advocate. 


Headquartkrs  of  thb  Army, 

fTashingtOHf  January  13,  16G3. 

In  compliance  with  the  sixty-fifth  article  of  war,  these  whole  proceedings  are 
transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  be  laid  before  the  President  of  the  Uniced 
States. 

H.  W.  HALLECK, 

Genera  l-in-Ch  ief. 
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The  following  are  the  orders  of  the  President: 

'*The  foregoing  proceedings,  findings,  and  sentence  in  the  foregoing  case  of  Major- 
General  Fitz-Johu  Porter  are  approved  and  confirmed ;  and  it  is  ordered  that  the  said 
KitzJohn  Porter  be,  and  hereby  is,  cashiered  and  dismissed  from  the  service  of  the 
United  States  as  a  major-geueral  of  volunteers,  and  as  colonel  and  brevet  brigadier- 
general  in  the  regular  service  of  the  United  States,  and  forever  disqualified  from  hold- 
ing any  office  of  trust  or  profit  uuder  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

'ABRAHAM  LINCOLN. 

*'JANrARY21,  1863.'* 

in.  The  general  court-martial,  of  which  Major-General  Hunter  is  president,   is 
hereby  dissolved. 
Hy  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

L.  THOMAS, 

Adjutant  General. 
Official : 


AMitiant  Adjntant-Gentra!, 

This  general  court-martial,  acconliu^  to  the  decisions  of  the  highest 
court  of  record  in  the  17nited  States,  was  as  valid  a  judicial  tribunal  for 
the  trial  of  causes  within  its  competency  as  any  court  in  the  land. 

The  case  of  Fitz-John  Porter  was  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this  court. 
He  appeared  and  was  satisfied  with  the  composition  of  the  court-mar- 
tial, and  declared  that  he  had  no  objecti(m  to  any  member  of  the  court. 
Nine  general  officers  sat  in  that  trial  uuder  the  obligations  of  a  special 
oath,  jirescribed  by  statute,  among  other  things  to,  ^'  well  and  truly  try 
and  determine  according  to  evidence,  and  to  administer  justice." 

These  uiue  general  officers  were : 

1.  MHJor-General  David  Hnnter,  L^nited  States  Volunteers,  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. Graduated  at  United  States  Military  Academy  1622;  colunul  aud  brevet  major- 
general  United  States  Army;  now  on  retired  list. 

2.  Major-G^eral  Ethan  Alien  Hitchcock,  of  Vermont.  Graduated  United  States 
Military  Academy  1^17  ;  now  deceased. 

3.  Ri ii^adier-General  Rufus  King,  United  States  Volnntees,  of  New  York.  Graduated 
United  States  Military  Academy  IS'Xi;  subsequently  resident  minister  to  Home;  now 
deceased. 

4.  Brigadier-General  Benjamin  Mayberry  Prentiss,  United  States  Volunteers,  of  Vir- 
ginia;  subsequently  appointed  major-general  of  volunteers  to  date  November  2^,  lri62. 

[Eulogized  by  Hon.  Keverdy  Johnson  in  1863  (priutedpamphlet,  pagell),  for  '^skill- 
f al  defense  of  Helena,  Ark.''] 

5.  Brigadier-General  James  Brewert>on  Ricketts,  United  States  Volunteers,  of  New 
York.  Graduated  at  United  States  Military  Academy  1839;  brevet  major-general, 
United  States  Army  ;  now  major-general  United  States  Army;  on  retired  list. 

6.  Brigadier-General  Silas  Casey,  United  States  Vcluntfers,  of  RhoHe  iNland.  Grad- 
nated  at  United  Statues  Military  Academy  IH'it);  isnbspqiiently  uppointMl  major-general 
of  UnifiMi  Spates  Volunteers  to  date  May  :U,  IH^2,  iu  acknowlndgment  of  service  in 
battle  of  "  Fair  Oaks;^'  brevet  major-general  Uuited  States  Army,  aud  now  on  retired 
list. 

7.  Brigadier-General  James  Abram  Garfield,  United  States  Volunteers,  of  Ohio,  for- 
merly chief  of  staff  to  Major-General  Rosecrans;  afterward  major-general  United  Statea 
Volanteers  for  gallant  and  meritorious  services  in  the  battle  of  Cbickamanga.  Repre- 
sentative in  Congress  from  Ohio  since  1862,  and  recently  elected  to  the  United  Statea 
Senate. 

ti.  Br igailier- General  Napoleon  B.  Buford,  United  States  Volunteers,  of  Kentucky. 
Graduated  at  United  States  Military  Academy  1827  ;  brevet  major-general  United  States 
Volunteers  ;  sabsequently  special  United  States  commissioner  for  Indian  affairs. 

9.  Brigadier- General  John  P.  Slough,  Uuited  States  Voluutecrs;  afterward  chief- 
jastice  Territory  of  New  Mexico ;  now  deceased. 

The  jadge-advooate  was  Hon.  Joseph  Molt,  Jndge-Advocate-Gfueral,  who  had  been 
Secretary  of  War  under  President  Buchanan,  and  is  now  a  brigadier-general  on  the  re- 
tired list  of  the  Army. 

These  comprised  the  court,  the  Judicial  body,  which  convicted  the  accused  of  grave 
crimes. 

Men  of  higher  character  never  befoie  composed  a  court  for  trial  of 
any  man  charged  with  an  oftense  against  the  laws  of  his  country,  or  the 
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rules  and  articjles  of  war.  Their  position  and  responsibility  was  largely 
different  from  that  of  a  board  of  gentlemen  assembled  to  hear  ex-parie 
statements,  clothed  with  no  legal  authority  and  with  no  responsibility-. 
The  majority  of  the  committee  base  their  report,  as  well  as  the  bill  a<5- 
companying  it,  upon  the  findings  of  a  board  of  officers  of  the  Army  con- 
vened under  tne  following  order: 

[Si  ecial  Orders  Ko.  78.] 

Headquarters  of  the  Army, 

Adjutant-Gkkeual's  Office. 
Washington,  April  12,  ld78. 

Tlie  following  order  bas  been  received  from  the  War  Department: 
All  appeal  ba8  been  made  to  the  President,  ae  foUoira: 

"  New  York,  March  9, 1878. 
"To  His  Excellency  Rutherford  B.  Hayes, 

^^Prendent  of  the  United  States : 

''  Sir  :  I  most  respectfnlly,  bnt  most  urgently,,  renew  my  oft  repeated  appeal  to  have 
yoo  review  my  case.  1  ask  it  as  a  matter  of  long  delayed  jastice  to  myself.  I  renew 
it  npon  the  groand  heretofore  stated,  that  public  jnstioe  cannot  be  satisfied  so  long  as 
my  appeal  remains  unheard.  My  sentence  is  a  oontinuing  setUenoef  and  made  to  follow 
my  daily  life.  For  this  reason,  if  for  no  other,  my  case  is  ever  within  the  reach  of 
executive  as  well  as  legislative  interference. 

**  I  beg  to  present  copies  of  papers  heretofore  presented,  bearing  npon  my  case,  and' 
trust  tbat  yon  will  deem  it  a  proper  one  for  your  prompt  and  favorable  consideration. 

''  If  I  do  not  make  it  plain  that  I  have  been  wronged,  I  alone  am  the  sufferer.  If  I 
do  make  it  plain  that  great  injustice  has  been  done  me,  then  I  am  sure  that  you,  and 
all  others  who  love  truth  and  justice,  will  be  glad  that  the  opportunity  for  my  vindi- 
cation has  not  been  denied. 

*'  Very  respectfully,  yours, 

"  FITZ-JOHN  PORTER." 

In  order  that  the  President  may  be  fully  informed  of  the  facts  of  the  case  of  Fitz- 
John  Porter,  late  major-general  of  volunteeA,  and  be  enabled  to  act  advisedly  npon 
his  application  for  relief  in  said  case,  a  board  is  hereby  convened,  by  order  of  the  Pres- 
ident, to  examine,  in  connection  with  the  record  of  the  trial  by  court-martial  of  Major- 
General  Porter,  such  new  evidence  relating  to  the  merits  of  said  case  as  is  now  on  file 
in  the  War  Department,  together  with  such  other  evidence  as  may  be  presented  to 
said  board,  and  to  report,  with  the  reasons  for  their  conclusion,  what  action,  if  any,  in 
their  opinion,  justice  requires  should  be  taken  on  said  application  by  the  President. 

DETAIL  for  the  BOARD. 

Major-General  J.  M.  Schofield. 

Brigadier-General  A.  H.  Terry. 

Colonel  G.  W.  Getty,  Third  Artillery. 

Major  Asa  B.  Gardner,  judge-advocate,  recorder. 

The  board  will  convene  at  West  Point,  New  York,  on  the  20th  day  of  June,  1878,  and 
is  authorized  to  adjourn  from  time  to  time,  and  to  sit  in  such  place  as  may  be  deemed 
expedient. 

By  command  of  General  Sherman : 

E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 

Adjutant'  General. 
Ofiicial : 

L.  H.  Prlouze, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General, 

After  this  board  had  been  in  session  for  some  two  months  they  came  to  the  follow- 
ing conclusions : 

**  The  evidence  of  bad  animus  it)  Porter's  case  ceases  to  be  material  m  view  of  the 
evidence  of  his  soldierly  and  faithful  conduct.  But  it  is  our  duty  to  say  thai  the  indis- 
ereet  and  unkind  terms  in  which  General  Porter  expressed  his  distrust  of  Ute  capacity  of  his 
superi^tr  commander  cannot  he  defended.  And  to  that  indiscretion  was  due,  in  very  great 
measure,  the  misinterpretation  of  both  his  motives  and  his  conduct  and  his  consequent 
condemnation. 
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"  HaTiD};  thns  giveo  the  reasoqa  for  our  oonclasions,  we  have  the  honor  to  report,  in 
acoQidaace  with  the  President's  order,  that,  in  oar  opinioo,  Jastice  requires  at  his 
hands  soch  action  as  may  he  necessary  to  annul  and  set  aside  the  findings  and  sen- 
tence of  the  court- martial  in  the  case  of  MaJor-GBneral  Fitz-John  Porter,  and  to  re- 
store him  to  the  positions  of  whtcli  that  sentence  deprived  him — snch  restoration  to 
take  effpot  from  the  date  of  his  dismissal  from  the  service. 
•*  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants, 

*'J.  M.  SCHOFIELD, 
** Major- General  United  States  Army, 
"ALFRED  H.  TERRY, 
** Brigadier- Gfineral  United  States  Armp. 
*<GEO.  W.  GETTY, 
**Brevet  Major-General  United  States  Army,  Colonel  Third  Artillery," 

This  board  was  an  ille«:al  body,  unwarranted  in  law  or  by  precedent. 
Their  opioion  should  weigh  no  more  than  the  opinion  of  any  other  three 
gentlemen.  Their  report  shows  clearly  that  they  did  not  understaiud 
the  duty  they  were  to  perform.  They  asked  the  President  to  set  aside 
a  court-martial  in  violation  of  law,  to  exercise  a  power  that  he  did  not 
have,  and  to  do  such  acts  as  would  restore  Fitz- John  Porter  and  give 
hira  pay  for  fifteen  years  when  he  performed  no  duty  and  was  merely  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  deprived  of  the  right  to  hold  office  even. 
.Their  whole  report  shows  that  it  is  not  based  upon  the  evidence,  that 
was  before  the  court-martial,  nor  was  it  based  upon  the  evidence  that 
they  themselves  took,  but  is  entirely  in  contradiction  and  contravention 
to  such  evidence.  They,  as  intelligent  men,  whether  law^yers  or  not, 
should  have  known  that  they  had  no  power  or  authority  to  inquire  into 
the  evidence  and  i>roceedings  of  a  court-martial,  swear  witnesses,  take 
testimony,  or  to  hear  and  determine  any  question  of  law  or  fact  in  con- 
nection with  it.  Their  whole  report  is  an  assumption  of  power  and  an 
attempt  to  set  themselves  up  above  the  judgment  of  a  lawfully  con- 
structed court  of  sworn  officers,  the  President  of  the  Tnited  States,  the 
Attorney-General,  and  the  authorities  of  the  government  acting  at  the 
time  that  the  court-martial  decision  was  announced.  It  looks  more  like 
an  attempt  to  open  the  doors  of  Congress  for  the  restoration  of  persons 
who  had  been  dismissed  from  the  Army  fifteen  or  twenty  years  ago  who 
were  fortunate  enough  to  be  educated  by  the  government,  but  who 
failed  to  do  their  whole  duty  when  their  government  demanded  it. 

The  assumptions  of  this  board  are  not  borne  out  nor  justified  by  tie 
records  and  evidence  in  this  case*  How  could  they  assume  to  know 
what  evidence  had  weight  on  the  court-martial,  and  what  liad  not. 
The  record  does  not  give  such  information,  and  how  could  they  obtain 
it.  They  assume  that  at  the  time  the  acts  were  committed  that  the  wit- 
nesses who  stood  by,  who  saw  and  knew  the  facts,  were  not  competent 
to  give  the  facts  as  they  knew  them  ;  but  that  after  about  sixteen  or 
eighteen  years  the  knowledge  certainly  comes  to  the  witnesses,  atd 
that  they  can  state  facts  clearer  and  better  than  tliey  did  at  the  time 
th^'  transpired. 

The  whole  appearance  of  this  case  as  reported  by  this  board  would 
indicate  that  it  was  made  up  in  order  to  introduce  confusion  and  mis- 
conception into  it. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  there  is  not  now,  nor  has  there  been  at 
any  time,  a  charge  that  the  court-martial  that  found  Fitz-John  Porter 
guilty  in  1863  was  not  a  legal  court ;  that  it  did  not  have  jurisdiction 
of  the  person  and  the  case.  No  one  ever  claimed  that  Fitz-John  Porter 
did  not  have  a  fair  trial.  No  one  will  say  that  the  gentlemen  who  tried 
him  were  unskilled  in  war  or  wanting  in  their  knowledge  of  law  ;  and 
now  Congress  is  asked  to  not  only  declare  that  they  were  prejudiced — 
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that  tJiey  found  an  innocent  man  gnilty — and  that  Abraham  Lincoln, 
the  martyred  President,  wantonly  and  against  the  evidence,  confirmed  the 
actioq  of  the  court-martial.  Not  only  this,  but  that  the  second  martyred 
Pf  esident,  James  A.  Garfield,  who  was  on  that  court-martial,  was  pre- 
judiced, without  knowledge  of  military  affairs,  and  wanting  in  the  knowl- 
edge of  law  and  the  weight  of  testimony. 

All  of  these  things  we  are  asked  to  do  because  of  the  x)ersistency  of 
this  man  before  the  country  and  Congress  to  have  a  verdict  in  effect  set 
aside,  and  he  be  restored  to  the  Army  and  a  i>lace  which  by  his  own 
conduct  he  disgraced. 

Certain  men  in  their  letters  say  this  man  Porter  was  a  brave  oflScer. 
His  bravery  no  one  has  questioned,  but  there  are  many  instances  cited 
in  history  where  the  bravest  men  have  failed  to  perform  their  duty  to 
their  country  in  time  of  its  greatest  need,  and  where  brave  men  have 
fallen  in  an  evil  hour  on  account  of  prejudice  against  their  superior 
officers.  This  is  but  another  instance  of  the  same  character — this  sec- 
ond attempt  for  the  restoration  of  this  man  to  the  Army  by  an  act  of 
Congress  when  the  court  and  the  condition  of  war  have  long  since 
ceased  to  exist — when  there  is  no  longer  a  tribunal  to  hear  and  decide 
when  the  witnesses  and  actors  are  many  of  them  dead  or  out  of  sight, 
when  it  is  known  to  be  impossible  for  the  United  States  to  produce  im- 
l)ortant  witnesses. 

The  pretended  evidence  newly  discovered  has  not  a  shadow  of  rele- 
vancy to  the  offense  charged,  and  if  it  had  been  introduced  before  the 
court-martial  would  have  been  no  answer  to  the  charge. 

Criminal  acts  consist  in  intent  and  action  combined.  The  intent  and 
motive  to  the  act  is  judged  by  the  facts  known  to  the  party  charged, 
and  not  by  what  he  did  not  and  could  not  know.  Porter  was  charged 
with  flagrant  disobedience  of  proper  orders.  The  reasons  why  he  diso- 
beyed must  have  been  in  his  mind  at  the  time  of  disobedience.  Infor- 
mation acquired  years  after,  even  if  true,  of  the  force  and  condition  of 
the  enemy  who  stood  in  the  way  of  success  could  not  have  been  his  mo- 
tiv^es  for  the  act,  and  even  if  such  information  wa«  before  him  at  the 
time,  it  Ls  neither  defense  nor  excuse.  If  he  was  at  the  time  certain 
that  the  obedience  of  his  orders  would  have  destroyed  his  command, 
still,  as  a  soldier,  it  was  his  duty  to  obey.  If  he  was  certain  that  such 
obedience  would  destroy  his  corps,  still,  as  a  soldier,  he  was  bound  to 
obey.  Occasions  are  not  rare  where  a  portion  of  a  command  must  be 
sacrificed  to  bring  about  the  general  success,  and  the  highest  test  of  a 
good  officer  is  toaccept  such  responsibility. 

General  Poi)e  was  responsible  for  the  plan  of  the  battle,  Porter  for 
the  proper  execution  of  the  part  assigned  him.  Success  or  failure  was 
not  in  his  decision.  His  duty  was  simple  and  clear,  to  march  promptly 
and  fight  vigorously,  as  commanded  bj-  his  suj^erior.  He  did  neither ; 
and  he  is  no  more  justifiable  than  a  captain  or  sergeant,  a  corporal  or 
private,  who  disobeys  the  lawful  order  of  his  superior.  It  is  a  new 
featuiie  in  military  law  that  a  subordinate  may  try  to  show  as  an  excuse 
for  disobedience  that  the  movement  ordered,  even  if  carried  out,  would 
not  have  been  a  success.  Tliis  is  the  introduction  of  opinions  and  guess- 
work as  matter  of  evidence  in  defense.  The  inexorable  yet  reasonable 
severity  of  military  law  compels  obedience  and  leaves  consequences  to 
him  who  gives  the  order.  Any  other  rule  defeats  the  possibility  of  com- 
bined operations  on  a  large  scale,  and  subjects  grand  strateific  move- 
ments, always  difficult  in  themselves,  to  the  peril  of  the  petulance,  con- 
ceit, or  lack  of  information  of  subordinate  officers. 

Nothing  could  more  clearlv  set  out  the  duty  of  subordinate  officers 


FITZ-JOHN    PORTER.  7 

than  was  done  in  the  order  of  General  Washington,  on  the  10th  of 
October,  1777,  from  army  headquarters  at  Taomensing.    He  said : 

It  is  not  for  every  officer  to  know  the  principles  upon  which  every  order  is  issned , 
and  to  judge  how  tiiey  may  or  may  not  be  dispetiMed  with  or  suspended,  bat  tbeir  duty 
to  carry  them  into  execntion  with  the  utmost  punctuality  and  exactness.  They  are 
to  consider  that  military  lutiveniiiit:}  ard  like  tliu  working  of  a  clock,  and  they  will  go 
ouickly,  regularly,  and  easily,  if  every  otBcer  does  his  duty,  but  without  it  be  as  easily 
ai8ordere<1,  because  neglect  from  any  one^  like  the  stopping  of  a  wheel,  disorders  the 
whole.  The  general,  therefore,  expects  that  every  officer  will  duly  consider  the  im- 
portance of  the  observation.  Their  own  reputation  and  the  dnty  they  owe  to  their 
country  claims  it  of  them,  and  earnestly  calls  upon  them  to  do  it. 

It  has  been  and  shonld  be  considered  the  first  duty  of  a  good  soldier 
to  obey  orders  strictly  ;  for  disobedience  there  can  be  no  valid  excuse. 
A  good  soldier  will  always  be  in  readiness  to  march  at  the  sound  of  the 
enemy's  guns. 

I  now  call  attention  to  the  orders  that  were  issued,  and  the  evidence 
showing  his  disobedience  of  same.  But  that  there  may  be  a  proper  un- 
derstanding of  the  case,  it  is  necessary  to  know  something  in  reference 
to  the  positions.  General  Pope  being  in  command  of  the  Army  of  Vir- 
ginia, had  withdrawn  from  or  relinquished  what  is  known  in  military 
parlance  as  his  former  line  of  operations  and  began  his  movement 
against  Jackson  on  the  evening  of  the  day  on  which  he  sent  the  first 
order  to  Fitz- John  Porter.  General  Hooker's  division  of  Heintzelman's 
corps  having  moved  along  the  railroad  from  Warrenton  Junction  to- 
wards Manassas  Junction,  and  meeting  E well's  division  of  Jackson's 
forces  at  Bristoe  Station  in  the  afternoon^  after  a  sharp  fight  drove  him 
out  in  the  direction  of  Manassas  Junction.  General  Pope  made  his 
headquarters  with  this  division.  In  his  rear,  at  Warrenton  Junction, 
was  Porter's  command,  the  gallant  Fifth  Army  Corps,  anticipating  an 
attack  from  the  Confederate  forces  on  the  morning  of  the  28th,  and 
Hooker's  command  being  nearly  out  of  ammunition  at  the  time,  he  is- 
sued the  following  imperative  order  at  ().30  p.  m.  to  General  Fitz-Jolm 
Porter,  and  sent  the  same  by  Captain  Drake  De  Kay,  one  of  iiis  (Pope's) 
aids-de-camp.  The  order  is  in  the  following  language,  which  will  be 
found  on  page  7  of  the  goncral  couitmartial  record  : 

IIeadquartkrs  Army  of  Vikgixia, 

BrUlot  Slationy  August  27,  1862—6.30  p.  in. 

Gknrral  :  The  major-pen«ral  commandin<;  directs  that  you  start  at  one  o'clock  to- 
night and  come  forward  with  your  whole  corps,  or  such  part  of  it  as  is  with  you,  so 
as  to  be  here  by  daylight  to-morrow  moruing.  Hooker  has  had  a  very  severe  action 
with  the  enemy,  with  a  loss  of  about  three  hundred  killed  and  wounded.  The  enemy 
has  been  driven  back,  but  is  retiring  along  the  railroad.  We  must  drive  him  from 
Manassas,  and  clear  the  country  between  that  place  and  Gainesville,  where  McDowell 
is.  If  Morrell  has  not  Joined  you,  send  word  to  him  to  push  forward  immediately ; 
also  send  word  to  Banks  to  hurry  forward  with  all  speed  to  take  your  place  at  War- 
renton Junction.  It  is  necessary,  on  all  accounts,  that  you  should  be  here  by  daylight. 
I  send  an  officer  with  this  dispatch  who  will  conduct  you  to  this  place.  Be  sure  to 
send  word  to  Banks,  who  is  on  the  road  from  Fay etteville,  probably  in  the  direction  of 
BealetoD.  Say  to  Banks,  also,  that  he  had  besr.  run  back  the  railroad  trains  to  this 
side  of  Cedar  Run.    If  he  is  not  with  you,  write  him  to  that  efiect. 

By  command  of  Major-General  Pope : 

GEORGE  D.  RUGGLES, 

Colonel  and  Chief  of  Staff. 

Major-General  F.  J.  Poutkr, 

Warrenton  Junction, 

P.  S. — Tf  Banks  is  not  at  Warrenton  Junction  leave  a  regiment  of  infantry  aiid  two 
pieces  of  artillery  as  a  guard  till  he  comes  up,  with  instructions  to  follow  you  imme- 
diately.   If  Banks  is  not  at  the  junction  instruct  Colonel  Cleary  to  run  the  trains 
back  to  this  side  of  Cedar  Run,  and  post  a  regiment  and  section  of  artillery  with  it. 
By  command  of  Major-General  Pope : 

GEORGE  D.  RUGGLES, 

Colonel  and  Chit/ of  Staff. 
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Drake  De  Kay,  a  witness  on  the  stand  before  the  coart-martial  and 
before  this  board,  swears  that  he  was  the  bearer  of  this  order  to  Fitz- 
John  Porter;  that  he  delivered  the  order  to  Fitz-John  Porter  at  nine 
o'clock  and  thirty  minutes  that  evening.  He  was  directed  by  Pope  to 
stay  with  Fitz-John  Porter  and  conduct  his  command  along  the  road  to 
Bristoe  Station. 

What  was  the  result?  He  consulted  with  his  officers.  For  what  pur- 
pose! For  the  purpose  of  finding  but  if  there  were  not  some  way  to 
avoid  the  order  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  executing  it.  What  was  his 
action?  He  issued  no  order  at  that  time  to  his  command;  but  he  de- 
cided himself,  after  consultation,  that  he  would  not  move  at  one  o'clock 
but  at  three  o'clock  in  the  morning,  a  difference  of  two  hours.  Having 
to  go  nine  miles  and  a  half,  a  difference  of  two  hours  would  count  a  great 
deal  in  the  march  of  an  army  or  in  the  march  of  a  corps. 

It  will  not  do  to  say  that  General  Porter  did  not  have  knowledge  or 
information  in  reference  to  the  necessity  of  his  being  present  next  morn- 
ing at  daylight,  because  the  very  order  issued  to  him  required  him  to  be 
there  at  daylight;  and  why!  Because  an  attack  was  expected ;  because 
the  arrangement  was  so  made  that  there  was  a  necessity  for  his  force 
being  at  Bristoe  Station  for  the  purpose  of  consummating  the  plans  of 
the  general  in  command. 

Captain  Drake  De  Kay  was  tlun  called  by  the  goverumeut,  sworn,  and  examined 
as  follows: 

By  the  Jidge-Advocate: 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  position  you  hold  in  the  militai*y  service? — Answer. 
First  lieutenant  of  the  Fourteenth  Infantry. 

Q.  What  position  did  you  hold  durinc  the  campaign  of  the  Army  of  Virginia  under 
the  command  of  General  Pope  ? — ^A.  Aid-de-canip  U)  -General  Pope. 

Q.  Did  you,  or  not,  on  the  27th  of  August  last,  bear  a  written  order  from  Ma^jot- 
General  Pope  to  Major-General  Porter,  who  was  then,  I  believe,  at  Warrenton  Junc- 
tion?— A.  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  distinctly  the  character  of  that  order,  and  would  you  be 
able  to  recognize  it  again  upon  having  it  read  to  youf — A.  I  did  not  read  it. 

Q.  Did  you,  or  not,  aft«r  its  delivery  to  General  Porter,  learn  from  him  its  char- 
acter!— A.  I  was  aware  of  its  character  by  word  of  tnouth,  either  from  General  Poi)e 
or  from  his  chief  of  stalf. 

Q.  Will  you  state  its  character  as  you  understood  itf — A.  That  he  was  to  proceed 
at  one  o'clock  that  night  to  move  up  to  Bristoe  Station  with  his  command. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  at  one  o'clock  on  the  morning  of  the  28th  of  August! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  what  hour  of  the  27th  of  August  did  you  deliver  this  order  to  General  Por- 
ter?— A.  Between  nine  o'clock  and  half-past  nine  p.  m.  j  I  think  about  half-past 
nine ;  I  could  not  say  within  half  an  hour. 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  General  Porter  at  the  time  in  relation  to  the 
order  or  the  execution  of  the  order  by  him!— A.  Yes,  sir;  some  conversation. 
J'  Q.  Will  you  please  state  it,  as  far  as  you  can  recall  it ! — ^A.  I  arrived,  as  I  have  said, 
about  half-past  nine  o'clock,  at  his  tent,  and  found  General  Porter  and  two  or  three 
generals  there — General  Sykes  and  General  Morrill,  and,  I  think.  General  Butterfield, 
though  I  am  not  sure  whether  he  came  in  afterward  or  not.  I  handed  General  Porter 
the  order,  which  he  read  and  then  handed  to  one  of  the  generals,  saying,  as  he  did  so, 
"Gentlemen,  there  is  something  for  you  to  sleep  upon." 

I  then  said  that  the  last  thing  that  General  rope  said  to  me  on  leaving  Bristoe  Sta- 
tion was  that  I  should  remain  with  General  Porter  and  guide  the  column  to  Bristoe 
Station,  leaving  at  one  o'clock,  and  that  General  Pope  expected  him  certainly  to  be 
there  by  daylight,  or  relied  upon  his  being  there  by  daylight;  something  of  that 
nature;  those  may  not  be  the  exact  words  ;  I  only  give  to  the  best  of  my  recollection^ 
of  course,  (reneral  Porter  then  asked  me  how  the  road  was.  I  told  him  that  the  road 
was  good,  though  I  had  had  difficulty  in  getting  down  on  horseback,  owing  to  the 
number  of  wagons  in  the  road ;  but  I  told  him  I  had  passed  the  last  wagon  a  little 
beyond  Catlett's  Station  from  this  direction.  I  told  him  that  as  they  were  moving 
slowly  he  would  probably  be  up  with  them  by  daylight.  I  also  stated  to  him  that 
his  infantry  could  take  the  railroad  track,  rs  many  small  squads  of  men  had  gone  up 
that  way.     These  small  squads,  I  would  state  here,  though  I  did  not  state  that  to 
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General  Porter,  were  stragi;lers  from  Hooker's  corps;  I  should  think  some  six  or  eight 
handred  of  them,  which  we  passed  in  going  down  to  Bristoe  Station ;  they  all  took 
the  railroad  track  as  the  shortest  and  easiest  road. 

Q.  What  remark,  if  any,  did  General  Porter  make  either  to  you  or  to  the  generals 
with  him,  in  reply  to  this'  statement  in  reference  to  the  road  and  the  expectation  of 
General  Popef — A.  He  stat'Cd — I  do  not  think  to  me  ;  he  spoke  generally  to  all  who 
were  in  the  tent — that  his  troops  had  just  got  into  camp;  that  they  had  heeu  marched 
hard  that  day ;  that  they  would  be  good  for  nothing  if  they  were  started  at  that 
time  of  night';  that  if  their  rest  was  broken  they  would  be  good  for  nothing  in  the 
morning  on  coming  np  with  the  enemy. 

Q.  Did  yon  or  not  make  known  to  him  that  yon  were  there  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
ducting him  nnder  the  order  of  General  Pope  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  he,  or  not,  at  the  moment,  announce  any  purpose  either  to  obey  the  order  or 
not  to  do  so  f — A.  I  do  not  recollect  precisely. 

Q.  From  the  remarks  made  by  General  Porter  in  your  hearlnjr,  in  reply  to  these 
statements  of  yours,  was  or  wasiiot  the  impression  made  upon  your  mind  that  it  was 
not  his  purpose  to  march  in  obedience  to  the  order! 

(Question  objected  to  by  the  accused. 

The  jadge- advocate  stated  that  he  merely  wished  to  arrive  at  the  .fact  whether 
there  was  any  determination  made  known  to  the  witness  in  regard  to  this  order  in 
any  way  ;  he  was  not  particular  as  to  the  form  of  the  question  to  l>e  asked. 

The  accused  withdrew  his  objection.) 

A.  There  was  no  order  issued  to  my  knowledge,  of  course,  one  way  or  the  other. 
That  would  have  been  done  through  General  Porter's  assistant  adjutant-general.  I 
can  only  say  that  I  was  aware  of  the  determination  not  to  start  until  daylight,  inas« 
much  as  I  laid  down  and  went  to  sleep. 

Q.  Do  I  or  do  I  not  understand  you,  then,  to  say  that  there  was  an  evident  deter- 
mination on  the  part  of  General  Porter  not  to  march  until. daylight  f — A.  There  was. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  knowledge  as  to  the  time  at  which  his  troops  had  arrived  at  War- 
renton  Junction  ?— A.  Only  the  fact  that  the  regulars — Sykes's  division — were  incam]> 
at  Warrenton  Junction  at  abont  ten  o'clock  In  the  morning  of  that  day,  which  fact  I 
am  aware  of  from  having  visited  several  officers  of  my  regiment  in  their  camp. 

Q.  These  regulars  were  a  portion  of  General  Portei's  command,  were  they  not  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  how  fur  the  troops  under  General  Porter  had  marched 
on  that  day  ? — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  the  night  of  the  27th  of  August  f — A,  To  the  best  of 
my  recollection,  it  was  a  cloudy  night,  but  not  rainy. 

Q.  What  was  abont  the  distance  between  Warrenton  Junction  and  Bristoe  Stat  ion  ? — 
A.  I  supposed  it  to  be  ten  miles;  they  say  nine  miles. 

Q.  What  was  the  distance  froniBri'stoe  Station  to  Catlett's  Station,  when  yon  passed 
the  last  of  tlie  wagons? — A.  I  cannot  tell  you  exactly;  six  miles,  I  should  think. 

Q.  At  what  hour  did  you  pass  the  last  of  those  wagon.s  f — A.  Half  past  eight  p.  tn., 
I  should  think. 

Q.  Did  yon  remain  over  night,  and  wait  until  the  march  of  General  Porter's  com- 
mand the  next  day  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  At  what  hour,  in  point  of  fact,  did  he  move  from  Warrejiton  Junction  ? — A.  I 
should  think  the  hea<l  of  the  colnmn  left  about  four  o'clock  in  the  morning  ;  I  am  not 
positive  abont  the  hour. 

Q.  At  what  rate  did  the  command  march  after  it  left  Warrenton  Junction  ? — A.  I 
conld  not  say  at  what  rate.  We  started  at  or  about  four  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and 
marched  along  quietly,  withont  any  apparent  haste,  meeting  with  no  obstruction  or 
detention,  except  that  arising  fn»m  the  wagons  we  found  in  the  road.  The  head  of 
the  column  arrived  at  Bristoe  Station  about  ten  o'clock,  I  should  judge. 

Q.  At  what  point  did  you  overtake  the  wacona,  and  how  many  of  them  do  yon  "up- 
pose  there  \Cere  f — A.  1  do  not  recollect.  Thei*e  was  a  large  i)ark  of  wagons  near  War- 
renton Junction — about  half  way  between  Catlett's  Station  and  Warrenton  Junction — 
which  left  for  Bristoe  Station  at  daylight.  We  overlook  those  wagons.  They  were 
in  park  when  I  passed  down  to  Warrenton  Junction  the  previous  evening;  therefore 
I  cannot  tell  when  we  ov€ft'took  the  end  of  the  train  which  I  had  parsed  near  Catlett's 
Station  the  evening  before. 

Q.  What  is  the  meaning  of  the  term  "in  park"  ? — A.  In  camp. 

Q.  Hatl  General  Porter's  conmiand  marched  at  one  o'clock  in  the  morning  would  ho 
or  would  he  not  have  passed  those  wagons  in  camp  f — A.  He  would  have  passed  them 
in  camp,  probably. 

Q.  Was  or  was  not  the  march  throughout  at  the  usual  rate  at  which  troops  move. 
or  was  it  slower? — A.  It  was  at  the  ra:e  at  which  troops  would  move  if  there  was  no 
nec(>KAity  for  rapid  movement. 
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General  Sykes,  one  of  Porter's  own  division  commanders,  testified,  on 
page  170  of  the  general  court-martial  record : 

Brigadier-General  George  Sykes  called  hy  the  accused  and  sworn,  and  examined 
as  follows: 

By  the  Accitsed  : 

Question.  WiU  you  state  your  rank  and  position  in  the  Army  ? — Answer.  I  am  a 
brigadier-ceneral  of  vohinteers  and  a  major  of  regulars. 

Q.  To  wiiat  corps  were  you  attached  in  August  last  ? — A.  I  commanded  a  division 
under  General  Fitz-John  Porter,  of  the  Fifth  Army  Corps. 

Q.  If  you  were  in  General  Porter's  tent  on  the  evening  of  the  27th  of  August,  at  the 
time  when  Captain  De  Kay  brought  General  Porter  an  order  from  GeneralPope,  will 
you  state  the  conversation  which  then  occurred,  or  immediately  afterward,  as  nearly 
»s  you  can  recollect  it,  and  what  was  done  about  that  order? — ^A.  About  ten  p,  m.,  on 
the  27th  of  A  uguBtf  General  Porter  sent  for  me;  ire  were  then  encamped  at  Warrenton  Junction  y 
rirginia.  In  his  tent  1  met  General  Morellf  General  Butterfieldf  and  Captain  Drake  De 
Kay,  General  Porter  informed  me  that  he  had  received  an  order  hy  the  hands  of  Captain  De 
Kayy  directing  his  corps  to  marchat  one  o^clock  a.  m.  on  the  28(A.  We  talked  it  over  among 
ourselves,  and  thought  nothing  was  to  be  gained  by  moving  at  midnight  or  one  a.  m. 
rather  than  at  dawn.  I  was  very  x'ositive  in  my  opinion,  and  gave  General  Porter  my 
reasons. 

General  Sykes's  command  arrived  at  Warrenton  Junction  that  morn- 
ing at  ten  o'clock.  They  had  rested  from  ten  o'clock,  and  would  have 
rested  until  one  o'clock  at  night  The  last  of  General  Morell's  division 
got  in  there  late  in  the  evening,  so  that  the  divisions  would  have  had 
rest,  ample  and  sufficient,  for  a  march  of  nine  and  a  half  miles,  especially 
when  there  was  any  necessity  for  it. 

G(^neral  Morell  says,  on  page  138  of  the  general  court-martial  record : 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  an  order  received  by  General  Porter  from  Gen- 
eral Pope  on  the  evening  of  the  27th  of  August  ? — Auawer.  Yes,  sir.  I  was  present  when 
Jie  received  one  brought  by  Captain  De  Kay. 

Q.  About  what  hour  ? — ^A.  About  ten  o'clock. 

Q.  Who  else,  as  yon  recollect,  was  present  at  the  time? — A.  General  Sykes  and 
General  Butterlield  were  cither  present  or  came  in  a  very  few  minutes  aft-er.  I  do 
not  know  which. 

Q.  State  what  occurred  at  the  time  of  the  receipt  of  the  order,  or  immediately 
afterward,  between  the  accused  and  yourself  and  the  other  generals. — A.  General 
Porter  said  to  us  that  he  had  received  this  order  to  march  at  one  o'clock  that  night. 
We  immediately  spoke  of  the  condition  of  our  troops — they  being  very  much  fatigued — 
and  the  darkness  of  tlie  ni^ht,  and  said  that  we  did  not  believe  we  could  make  any 
better  progress  by  attempting  to  start  at  that  hour  than  if  we  wi^ited  until  daylight. 
After  some  little  conversation.  General  Porter  said:  "WeU,  we  will  start  at  three 
o'clock — get  ready."  I  immediately  left  his  tent  and  went  l>ack  to  my  division  and 
made  preparations  for  moving. 

Porter's  corps  was  composed  of  two  divisions,  Sykes's  and  Morell's. 
One  of  the  excuses  for  not  obeying  this  order  is  that  it  was  dark ; 
another  is  that  there  were  wagons  in  the  road,  and  therefore  the  march 
could  not  be  completed.  You  will  find  on  page  106  of  the  general 
court-martial  proceedings  the  evidence  of  Colonel  Frederick  Myers,  of 
the  Quartermaster's  Department,  who  is  now  dead : 

Li euteu ant-Colonel  Frederick  Myers  was  then  called  by  the  government  and 
sworn,  and  examined  as  follows : 

By  the  Judge-Advocate: 

Question.  Will  you  state  to  the  court  in  what  capacity  you  served  in  the  Army  of 
Virginia,  under  Mtyor-General  Pope,  during  its  late  campaign  in  July  and  August 
lastf — ^Answer.  I  was  chief  quartermaster  to  General  McDowell. 

Q.  Where  were  you  on  the  night  of  the  27th  of  Angust  last? — A.  I  was  with  the 
trains  of  the  Army,  about  a  mile  and  a  half  from  where  General  Hooker  had  his  bat- 
tle on  the  27th. 

He  was  with  the  trains  about  a  mile  and  a  half  from  where  General 
Hooker  had  the  battle  on  the  21th,    General  Hooker's  battle  on  the 
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27th  was  at  Bristoe  Siation,  wliere  tbese  troops  were  to  be  inarcbed 
that  night. 

Q.  Did  you,  or  not,  receive  any  instnictious  from  General  Pope  on  that  day  relat- 
ing to  yoar  train  along  the  road  troiu  Warrenton  Jauction  to  Bristoe  Station  ?  If  so, 
8tate  what  they  were. — A.  I  was  ordered  to  move  the  trains  in  r  jar  of  General  Hooker. 

Away  from  Warrenton  Junction ;  not  in  the  direction  of  Warrenton 
Junction. 

Jnst  before  dark  General  Pope  with  his  staff  rode  ii]>,  and  I  reported  to  him  tht*t 
General  Hooker  was  in  action  ahead  of  me,  and  asked  hiui  if  I  shonld  go  into  park 
with  my  trains.     He  replied  that  I  could  do  so,  or  go  on,  as  I  thought  best. 

Q.  What  did  yon  do  ;  did  you  go  into  park,  or  did  you  continue  on  ! — A.  /  tvcntinto 
parky  and  gave  directions  to  all  the  (quartermasters  to  ao  into  park. 

Q.  At  what  hour  on  the  following  morning  were  those  trains  upon  that  road  put  in 
motion  ! — A.  The  head  of  the  train  commenced  moving  just  at  daylight, 

Q.  What  was  the  condition  of  the  road  between  Warrenton  Junction  and  Bristoe 
Station  at  that  time,  so  far  as  regards  the  passage  of  wagons,  artillery,  &c.  ? — A.  // 
trat  in  excellent  condition  at  that  time. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  character  of  that  night — the  night  of  the  27th  of  August? 
If  so,  will  you  please  state  it  f — A.  I  was  up  nearly  all  that  night.  It  was  quite  dark ; 
there  was  no  moon. 

Q.  Did  the  night  change  in  its  character  toward  the  morning,  or  was  it  the  same 
thrrtugbout  f — A.  It  was  a  dark  night.  I  could  not  state  about  it  toward  morning 
particularly. 

Q.  In  view  of  the  condition  of  the  road  as  you  have  described  it,  and  also  the  char- 
acter of  the  night,  was  or  was  not  the  movement  of  troops  along  that  road  practicable 
that  night  f — A.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  to  hinder  troops  moving  along  the  rail- 
road there.  There  was  a  road  running  each  side  of  the  railroad.  I  should  think  it 
wouM  have  been  easy  for  troops  to  move  along  there,  although  I  may  be  mistaken  in 
thar.  • 

Tims,  from  the  testimony  of  Colonel  IVIyers,  then  in  charge  of  the 
wagons  that  it  is  chiimed  were  in  tbe  road,  it  is  clear  he  ordered  them 
to  go  into  park,  that  is  to  go  into  camp,  to  keep  off  the  roatlj  that  they 
did  so,  and  that  the  head  of  the  train  entered  the  road  the  next  morning 
at  daylight,  and  not  until  daylight.  At  one  o'clock  General  Porter  was 
to  start  with  his  command,  and  this  evidence  discloses  the  fact  that 
General  Porter  took  no  stej)s  whatever  except  merely  to  send  out  officers, 
and  he  dispatcbed  two  aids  to  Pope  for  tbe  puri>ose  of  asking  Pope  to 
clear  the  road  for  him.  He  took  no  steps  whatever  to  clear  the  road 
himself.  It  did  not  rain;  the  moon  did  not  shine,  but  it  was  starlight, 
say  tlie  witnesses,  nearly  all  of  them,  except  when  a  cloud  would  obscure 
for  a  time.  There  were  roads  on  either  side  of  the  railroad.  Tbere  was 
a  railroad  from  Warrenton  Junction  to  Bristoe  Station,  with  a  wagon- 
i-oad  on  either  side,  say  the  witnesses.  They  ran  the  trains  behind 
Cedar  Run.  Those  trains  at  the  time  they  were  running  might  have 
prevented  tbe  troops  from  marching  on  tbe  railroad  track;  but  the 
trains  were  run  back  there  before  two  o'clock.  So  the*  testimony  of  the 
person  in  charge  shows.  Then  tbe  railroad  was  no  obstruction ;  but 
there  were  wagons  and  the  night  was  dark.  General  Butterfield,  when 
he  was  sworn,  stated,  on  page  179  of  the  general  court-martial  record: 

Brigadier-General  Daniel  Buttkrp'ield  called  by  the  accused  and  sworn,  and  ex- 
amined as  follows : 

By  the  Accused: 

QiK'stion.  What  was  your  rank  in  the  Army  of  Virginia,  cominaDded  by  General 
Pope  ? — ^Answer.  Brigadier-general  of  volunteers  and  lien  ten  ant-colonel  of  the  Twelfth 
United  States  Infantry. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  whether  yon  were  present  on  the  evening  of  the  27th  of  Angnst 
last  at  the  headquarters  of  General  Porter  when  an  order  was  received  by  him,  through 
Captain  De  Kay,  from  General  Pope  f — A.  I  was  present  a  few  moments  after  it  was 
received. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  was  said  by  General  Porter  in  relation  to  that  order,  and 
what  the  order  was? — A.  The  order,  I  believe,  was  for  (Jeneral  Porter  to  move  his  for- 
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ces  at  one  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  Bristoe  Station.  He  handed  the  order  to  General 
Morell,  or  to  General  Sykes,  who  were  present,  and  said  there  w(u  a  chance  for  a  short  nap, 
or  something  of  that  sort  (I  do  not  remember  the  exact  words),  indicating  that  there 
waB  but  little  time  for  preparation.  General  Bykes  or  General  Morell,  I  do  not  remem- 
ber which  (one  or  both  of  them),  spoke  with  regard  to  the  fatigne  onr  troops  had  en- 
dured, the  darkness  of  the  night,  and  the  fact  that,  in  their  Judgment,  the  troops 
would  be  of  more  service  to  start  at  a  later  hour  than  they  would  be  to  start  at  the 
hour  named.  In  reply  to  these  remarks  General  Porter  spoke  rather  decidedly,  that 
there  was  the  order ;  it  must  be  obeyed;  that  those  who  gave  the  order  knew  whether 
the  necessities  of  the  case  would  warrant  the  exertions  that  had  to  be  made  to  comply 
with  it.  I  do  not  state  that  as  his  exact  words,  but  as  the  substance  of  what  he  said. 
Captain  De  Kay,  who  brought  the  order,  was  then  present,  and  was  asked  some  ques- 
tions about  the  road.  He  stated  that  it  was  very  dark,  and  that  the  road  wa^  full  of 
teams.  General  Sykes,  I  thiuk,s»igg<'6t«d  that  ir.  would  be  impossible  for  us  to  move 
at  the  hour  named,  if  the  road  wan  full  of  teams;  that  they  could  not  tind  the  way. 
General  Porter  called  two  aids  and  nnit  th^'m  off'  to  invcsHgate  the  condition  of  the  road, 
and  to  ask  General  Pope  to  have  the  road  cleared  so  that  ire  could  come  up. 

He  sent  off  two  aids,  not  two  men  to  clear  the  road,  but.  sent  two 
aids  through  to  Bristoe  Station  to  ask  General  Pope  to  have  the  road 
cleared  for  him,  so  that  he  might  come  up  the  next  morning.  General 
Butterfield  continues : 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  order  of  ihe  '27th  from  General  Pope,  or  know  anything  about 
the  urgency  of  its  terms  f — A.  I  did  not  read  it. 

Q.  Did  you  leaxn  of  Captain  Drake  De  Kay  that  General  Pope  had  taken  measures 
to  have  the  road  cleared  f — A,  1  did  not. 

Q.  Can  you  state  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  road  had  not  been  cleared  by  General 
Pope's  orders,  or  that  at  one  o'clock  at  night  and  until  later  in  the  morning  the  road 
was  all  cleared;  and  can  you  state  that  the  wagons  that  obstructed  the  road  when 
you  pa^ed  hatl  not  moved  on  to  the  road  after  daylight  f — A.  I  cannot ;  I  have  no 
knowledge  upon  that  subject. 

The  fact  is,  and  the  evidence  discloses  it,  that  General  Porter  did  not 
leave  his  tent  or  his  headquarters  until  after  sunrise  that  morning,  and 
a  captain  of  an  escort  com])any  stood  in  front  of  his  headquarters,  from 
three  o'clock  in  the  morning  waiting  until  sunrise  and  then  got  his 
breakfast  before  General  Porter  himself  started  from  his  headquarters, 
although  this  order  was  imperative ;  and  after  they  had  started  the 
wagons  that  had  been  parked  by  the  roadside  during  the  night  under 
the  order  of  Colonel  Myers,  as  he  says,  came  into  the  road  at  daylight 
after  these  troops  came  on  to  it.  Of  course  the  wagonS  entered  the 
road  for  the  purpose  of  going  to  Bristoe  Station,  and  then  they  were 
an  obstruction.  This  shows  that  there  was  no  attempt  whatever  made 
by  Fitz-John  Porter  to  clear  the  road  or  to  move  his  troops  in  the  direc- 
tion of  Bristoe  Station  at  night  when  the  road  had  been  cleared  by  park- 
ing the  wagons. 

Further,  this  evidence  of  General  Butterfield  shows  another  fact:  it 
shows  that  General  Porter  did  not  explain  this  order  to  his  command- 
ers, because  General  Butterfield  swears  that  he  did  not  know  what  the 
order  was,  except  that  they  were  to  move  at  one  o'clock  at  night,  and 
the  order  was  changed  to  three  o'clock  by  Fitz-Johu  Porter.  He  did 
not  explain  to  his  commanding  officers  that  General  Hooker  had  been  in 
a  fight,  and  that  General  Pope  wanted  his  Army  corps  there  the  next 
morning,  because  h6  expected  an  attack  from  the  Confederate  General 
Jackson.  He  made  no  such  explanation;  hence  Sykes  and  Morell  and 
Butterfield  thought  it  made  no  difference  so  that  they  got  there  the 
next  morning.  He  did  not  read  the  order  to  them,  made  no  explana- 
tion whatever,  except  merely  to  inquire  what  their  desires  were,  in  refer- 
ence to  moving  that  night. 

Francis  S.  Earl,  the  assistant  adjutant-general  of  General  Morell, 
swears  as  follows: 

Question.  When  did  you,  as  acting  assistant  adjutant-general  for  Major-Geueral 
Morell,  on  the  27th  of  August,  lirst  receive  intimation  that  you  were  to  move  the  next 
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fnoruiii^f — AuHwer.  That  was  tlie  dn^'  we  niovod  to  Warreutou  Junction;  I  knew 
uotbiuu  of  it  until  the  next  niorniu;;. 

Q.  About  da^'break  f — A.  The  order  came  to  General  Morell  that  we  were  to  move 
in  the  morning ;  that  was  all  I  knew — that  we  were  to  move  in  the  morning. 

Q.  When  c)id  yon  receive  the  lirnt  intimation  th:it  you  were  to  move  on  the  mom- 
iog  of  the  2eth? — ^A.  I  conld  not  say  wliether  it  was  the  night  before  or  whether  it 
was  during  the  night.  I  think  it  must  have  been  before,  because  I  knew  we  ^ere 
to  move  at  three  aclook  in  the  morning. 

Q.  Were  you  up  at  three  o'clock ?— A.  Yes;  I  was  up  at  that  time,  and  before, 
probably. 

Q.  Yo\i  are  quite  positive  you  were  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  a  distinct  recollection  of  itf — A.  Yes;  I  recollect  being  up  at  that  time. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  arrive  at  Bristoe  Station? — A.  I  should  judge  somewhere 
about  ten  o'clock ;  lietween  nine  and  ten. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  any  orders  having  been  given  the  night  before,  or  any  effort 
made  to  clear  that  road  from  Warreuton  Junction  to  Bristoe  Station  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  From  your  position,  would  yon  have  been  likely  to  have  known? — A.  If  I  had 
really  been  acting  as  assistant  adjutant-general  of  division,  or  feeling  that  I  was  in 
that  position,  I  probably  may  have  known  of  it. 

Q.  You  considered  you  were  acting  in  that  capacity  ? — A.  I  considered  myself  more 
acting  as  an  aid  to  General  Morell,  because  I  had  not  been  announced  as  assistant  ad« 
jutant-general. 

Q.  Who  was  acting  as  assistant  adjutant-general  ? — A.  Nobody  but  myself;  he  so 
considered  roe,  though  I  had  not  been  announced. 

The  adjutant-general  of  General  Morell,  by  whom  tbe  order  should 
have  been  issued'  to  the  division,  and  through  whom  it  should  have 
passed,  knew  nothing  about  the  movement  until  the  next  morning ;  and 
that  was  the  manner  in  which  the  orders  of  General  Pope  were  exe- 
cuted by  Porter,  who  claimed  that  he  did  not  in  any  sense  whatever, 
i-efuse  to  obey  the  orders  of  his  superiors. 

General  Chauucey  McKeever,  chief  of  staff  of  General  Heintzelman, 
on  page  151  of  the  board  record,  as  it  is  called.  The  records  are  distiu- 
gnished  between  the  general  court-martial  record  and  the  board  record. 
General  McKeever  says : 

Question.  If  a  peremptory  order  had  been  received  at  Warrenton  Junction  to  move 
from  that  place  to  Bristoe  at  1  a.  m.  on  the  nii;ht  of  the  27th  and  28th  of  August,  is 
it  your  opinion,  as  a  military  man,  that  the  troojis  at  Warrenton  could  have  been  put 
in  motion  on  the  road  to  Bristoe  in  order  to  c(miply  with  such  a  command  ? — ^Answer. 
They  could  have  been  put  in  motion;  I  presume.  I  know  nothing  to  prevent  their 
being  put  in  motion. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  about  what  time  it  was  daylight  on  the  28th  of  August  ? — A.  I 
should  think  about  4  o'clock ;  maybe  a  little  later — not  much. 

This  is  the  fact;  and  if  the  wagons  had  been  blocked  like  an  iceb?rg 
on  the  road,  it  was  his  duty  to  call  his  troops  up  and  attempt  to  make 
the  march.  If  he  failed,  then  he  would  not  have  failed  on  ac(*.ount  of 
bad  intentions;  it  would  have  been  by  reason  of  impossibilities.  But 
an  officer  who  receives  an  order  must  attempt  at  least  to  comply  with  it; 
and  when  he  does  not  so  attempt  in  any  sense,  he  then  cannot  give  ex- 
cuses if  it  has  not  been  executed.  The  excuse  that  justifies  the  non- 
execution  of  a  military  order  is  when  you  attempt  to  execute  it  and  the 
impossibility  develops  itself.  It  is  not  that  you  caih  find  imaginary  ob- 
structions, not  that  you  can  yourself  makeup  obstructions  t-o  the  execu- 
tion of  an  order,  but  you  must  attempt  to  execute  and  find  the  obstruc- 
tions to  its  execution,  or  you  fail  in  the  performance  of  your  duty. 

Colonel  Robert  E.  Clary,  called  by  accused,  swears  that  he  received 
a  note  from  (xeneral  Porter  about  ten  o'clock  to  run  the  railroad  trains 
east  beyond  Cedar  Run;  and  in  answer  to  questions  says,  page  119,  G. 

Question.  You  speak  of  pushing  forward  the  trains.  Do  you  mean  the  trains  upon 
the  railroad,  or  ordinary  wagon  trains? — Answer.  1  mean  railroad  trains  loaded  with 
our  own  stores,  and  I  think  some  sick  and  wounded. 
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Q.  In  yoiir  opinion,  could  or  could  not  General  Porter,  after  the  receipt  of  his  order 
to  move,  which  receipt  was  at  9.30  p.  m.  of  the  27th  of  August,  have  cleared  the  road 
entirely  of  wagons  hy  one  or  two  o'clock  that  niffht,  so  that  his  march  would  not  have 
heen  much  impeded  f — A.  I  think  the  troops  comd  have  passed  over  during  the  night, 
had  a  sufficient  force  been  sent  in  advance  to  have  cleared  the  road  of  its  obstructions, 
which,  at  the  time  I  passed  over  it,  extended  only  three  miles,  I  think.  When  I 
passed  over  the  road  it  was  between  two  and  three  o'clock  in  the  morning;  what  the 
obstructions  had  been  previously  to  that  time  I  am  unable  to  say. 

The  examination  by  the  judge* advocate  here  closed. 

Examination  by  the  Court  : 

Q.  Will  yon  state  whether  at  one  oV-lock  the  character  of  the  night  and  the  state 
of  the  road  were  such  as,  in  your  judgment,  to  render  practicable  the  march  of  Gen- 
eral Porter's  troops  to  Bristoe  Station  to  arrive  at  or  about  daylight  f — ^A.  Not  with- 
out the  preliminary  steps  which  I  have  previously  stilted  ought  tohave  been  taken. 

Q.  Were  or  were  not  the  first  three  or  four  miles  of  the  road  from  Warrentoa  unob- 
structed f — A.  They  were,  as  I  passed  over  it. 

Solomon  Thomas,  of  the  Eighteentli  Massachusetts  Regiment,  Mar- 
tindale's  brigade,  being  a  part  of  Morell's  division,  swears,  on  page  841 
of  the  board  record,  as  follows  : 

Question.  On  the  27tli  of  August  where  wen*  you  ? — Answer.  We  were  moving  on 
the  Warrenton  road  toward  Bristol  Station.  I  should  think  that  we  were  encamped 
on  that  night  some  six  or  eight  miles  from  Ihistoe  Station.  We  went  in  l>efore  sun- 
down ;  probably  the  sun  was  an  hour  ur  au  hour  and  a  half  high  when  we  halted 
there. 

Q.  When  did  you  move  from  then*  f — A.  I  was  corporal  of  the  guard  that  night, 
and  was  ordered  to  wake  the  men  at  one  o'clock,  which  Idid;  and  we  were  formed 
and  moved  out  from  our  camp  immediately  after  one  o'clock. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  start  on  your  march  f — A.  We  then  started  immediately 
from  that,  and  marched  a  mile,  probably,  when  we  were  halted. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  remain  there  before  you  proceeded  on  your  journey  ? — A.  I 
know  at  nine  o'clock  we  were  still  there.  We  had  halted  in  the  first  place  expecting 
to  stop  tor  a  moment,  and  halted  in  position.  Then  we  were  ordered  to  rest  at  will, 
and  did  so,  and  then  were  ordered  to  tie  down,  and  then  we  lay  down. 

Q.  That  was  the  morning  of  the  *2-«th  f — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  lay  in  that  position,  aa 
we  felt  disposed,  until,  I  should  think — according  to  the  best  of  my  judgment  it  was 
ten  o'clock  before  we  were  called  to  company.  Then  we  started  and  marched  for  Bris- 
toe Station. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  the  character  of  that  night  was,  the  27th,  and  morning 
of  the  2dth  of  August  ? — A.  I  do.  I  recollect  the  roads  were  in  good  condition,  and 
that  as  we  moved  out  there  was  no  obstruction  whatever  in  our  way. 

Q.  You  were  wounded  on  the  30th  ? — A.  On  the  Slst. 

Why  was  this  delay  f  The  command  to  which  this  witness  belonged 
had  marched  there  in  the  evening ;  they  were  ready  to  move  at  one 
o'clock ;  they  remained  there  until  nine  o'clock  in  the  morninp:  without 
any  orders,  and  then  moved  out  and  forward.  It  cannot  be  said  that 
the  wagons  were  in  the  road ;  it  cannot  be  that  artillery  was  in  the 
way,  for,  if  a  battle  was  going  on,  or  if  there  were  the  expectation  of  a 
battle,  infantry  could  move  through  woods  and  go  in  single  file.  They 
can  move  anywhere  where  a  man  can  go  on  horseback,  if  it  be  absolutely 
necessary. 

In  the  board  reconl,  page  583,  will  be  found  the  evidence  of  William 
W.  Macy : 

William  W.  Macy,  called  by  the  recorder,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  foUow»  : 
Direct  examination : 

Question.  Where  do  yon  reside  f — Answer.  Winchester,  Indiana. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  in  August,  18C2;  if  so,  in 
what  capacity  ? — A.  I  wri«  in  the  military  service  at  that  time;  a  sergeant,  I  believe. 

Q.  What  regiment  f — A.  Nineteenth  Indiana  Volunteers,  Gibbon's  brigade,  King'8 
division. 

Q.  When  you  finally  left  the  service,  what  rank  did  you  hold  f— A.  I  held  the  rank 
of  captain,  A  Company,  Twentieth  Indiana,  our  regiment  having  become  consolidated. 

Q.  Where  were  you  on  the  27th  of  AugUHt,  1H<>2  f — A.  With  Gibbon's  brigade,  on 
the  march  most  of  the  day  from  Sulphur  Springs  toward  the  old  Bull  Run  battle- 
ground. 
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Q.  How  long  did  j'our  brigaile  continue  its  marcli  that  day  ? — ^A.  About  ten  o'clock, 
I  think,  or  half  past  ten  that  night. 

Q.  You  then  anived  at  what  place,  as  near  as  you  can  recollect  f — A.  I  think  it 
was  called  New  Baltimore.     We  laid  near  a  little  town. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  that  nigh't — the  night  of  the  27^1  and  2tith  of  Au- 
gust ? — A.  Mather  a  dark  night;  starlight  dark  night. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  character  of  that  night  was  toward  moruiug  ? — A.  I  am 
a  little  indistinct  as  to  just  the  time.  I  was  up  at  some  time  iu  the  after  part  of  the 
night. 

Q.  Once,  or  more  than  onceT — A.  Once  that  I  recollect  very  distinctly,  and  I 
think  only  once. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  the  night  then,  so  far  as  distiuguisbing  objects  ? — A. 
I  could  see  how  to  get  a  little  way  from  the  camp.  I  could  see  where  the  men  laid  as 
I  went  past  the  line  where  the  soldiers  were  lying  without  running  over  them. 

Q.  How  far  could  you  see  f — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  state  how  tar  I  could 
see  to  distinguish  things.  I  could  see  when  I  passed  the  wagon-trains  enough  to  stay 
away  from  the  horses'  neels.     I  could  see  that  the  wagon-t'Cams  were  hitched  up.  ' 

Q.  In  marching  that  night  up  to  ten  o'clock,  what  difficulty,  if  any,  did  you  expe- 
rience on  account  of  the  character  of  the  darkness  of  the  nignt  ? — A.  Most  too  dark 
to  march  pleasantly.  We  marched  many  nights  as  dark  though;  some  nights  that 
were  a  good  deal  darker  than  it  was  that  night  we  were  on  the  march ;  but  of  course 
it  is  unpleasant  marching  after  night. 

Q.  Yonr  regiment  in  the  march — how  was  it  as  to  keeping  its  formation  ? — A. 
Could  keep  the  ranks,  as  far  as  that  was  concerned. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  the  roads,  as  to  whether  muddy  or  the  revei'so,  on 
the  night  of  the  27th  of  August  f — A.  They  were  not  mnddy  unless  we  van  into  a 
branch. 

This  evidence  is  corroborated  by  William  E.  Murray,  of  Company  C, 
Nineteenth  Indiana  Volunteers ;  also  by  Samuel  G.  Hill,  of  the  same 
company'  and  regiment;  also  by  Capt.  William  M.  Campbell,  of  that 
company,  who  marched  that  uight  until  ten  o'clock  across  that  country, 
and  made  the  march  without  interrruptiou  or  obstniction. 

On  page  597  of  the  board  record  you  will  find  that  sustained  by  J.  H. 
Stine,  Company  C,  Nineteenth  Indiana,  and  Col.  Kuftis  Daws,  of  the 
Sixth  Wisconsin,  Gibbon's  brigade,  swears  that  he  marched  with  his 
regiment  until  after  dark,  and  also  marched  before  daylight,  and  expe- 
lienced  no  difficulty. 

General  William  Birney,  commanding  the  Fifty-seventh  Pennsylvania, 
swears,  page  683,  board  reeoixl,  that  he  marched  this  regiment  the  night 
of  the  27th  from  Greenwich,  and  arrived  at  Bristoeat  an  early  hour,  say 
an  hour  after  daylight  next  morning. 

General  Thomas  F.  McCoy,  of  the  One  huudre<i  and  seventh  Penn- 
sylvania, board  record,  page  640,  swears  that  he  marched  with  his  com- 
mand all  night,  and  had  no  difficulty  whatever,  and  that  his  whole 
division  marched  all  night. 

Thus  a  part  of  the  command  show  that  they  marched  during  that 
night,  and  had  no  difficulty  whatever  in  making  it. 

On  page  860  of  the  board  record  Maj.  J.  H.  Duvall  testifies  that  he 
rode  from  Warrenton  Junction  by  way  of  Catlett's  Station  to  Bristoe, 
near  Manassas  Junction,  to  Pope's  headquarters  on  the  night  of  the 
27th,  arriving  there  at  three  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  met  with  no 
difficulty  on  the  road  whatever.  This  was  the  same  road  that  Porter 
was  to  travel  over. 

Then  take  the  case  of  General  Jackson,  the  Confederate  general. 
Henry  Kyd  Douglass,  of  the  Confederate  army,  one  of  General  Jackson's 
staff  officers,  an  inspector,  &c.,  testifies  before  this  board  that  on  the 
night  of  the  27th  August,  1862,  General  Jackson  moved  his  entire  army 
fi-om  Manassas  Junction  to  a  line  between  Centreville  and  Groveton,  and 
there  took  his  position.  General  Jackson,  of  the  Confederate  army, 
having  heart  in  his  cause,  moved  out  of  the  way  of  Pope's  troops  on  the 
night  of  the  27th  from  Manassas  Junction  around  to  Ccutre\^ille  and 
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back  between  that  and  Groveton  to  a  line,  with  his  whole  army,  bag 
and  baggage,  ammunition,  and  everything  else.  If  a  Confederate  gen- 
eral could  do  that,  why  not  a  Union  general  f 

It  will  not  do  to  say  that  the  darkness  would  prevent  it,  for  the  same 
kind  of  darkness  would  have  equally  affected  the  Confederate  army. 

Board  record,  page  822,  General  Jubal  A.  Early,  a  Confederate  gen- 
eral, swears  that  he  marched  his  command  on  the  night  of  the  27th  of 
August  and  experienced  no  difficulty  whatever  in  so  doing. 

Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  evidence  of  Lieutenant- 
Colonel  Buchanan,  of  the  Third  Indiana  Cavalry,  on  page  603  of  the 
board  record,  in  reference  to  Porter's  movement  from  Warren  ton  Junc- 
tion to  Bristoe.    He  testifies  as  follows : 

QueHtion.  What  conversatiou  bad  yon  with  General  Porter  before  he  started  off  to 
Bristoe  Station  f — Answer.  On  the  evenintj^  before  he  started  somebody  gave  mean 
order  to  be  in  readiness  to  move  at  three  o'clock  in  the  morning.  I  was  in  front  of 
GeDeral  Portei^s  headquarters  at  three  o^clock  in  the  morning,  buc  I  saw  no  one  until 
after  the  break  of  day.  Then  some  one  came  to  me  and  told  me  to  let  the  men  get 
Their  breakfasts  and  let  their  horses  be  fed.  That  was  done,  and  I  immediately  went 
back  to  the  place  I  occupied.  Some  time  afterward,  after  sunrise,  I  saw  General  Por- 
ter. I  wanted  to  go  back  to  Fredericksburgh  to  my  regiment.  I  only  had  about 
ninety  men  with  me,  and  I  expected  to  go  back  the  day  before.  I  rode  out  with  him 
in  the  woods,  where  he  was  in  camp,  until  we  got  into  an  open  field.  He  asked  me  to 
send  a  detachment  of  the  command  I  had  forward  to  clear  the  road  toward  Bristoe 
Station — 

That,  mark  you,  is  away  after  sun-up.  So  that  this  man  who  had  a 
detachment  of  ninety  cavalry  was  ordered  to  send  part  of  that  cavalry 
to  clear  the  road,  when  Porter  had  over  thirteen  thousand  sitrong  and 
stalwart  men,  infantry  and  artillery,  to  move  along  and  to  put  the  wagons 
out  of  the  road — 

He  asked  me  to  send  a  detachment  of  the  command  I  had  forward  to  clear  the  road 
toward  Bristoe  Station  two  or  three  miles.  This  was  done.  I  waited  some  little 
time,  and  the  infantry  began  to  move — 

Mark  yon,  this  was  after  sunrise ;  he  was  there  at  Porter's  headquar- 
ters until  after  sunrise,  and  not  until  he  had  eaten  his  breakfast,  after 
he  had  fed  his  horses  and  went  into  an  open  field  and  got  back  again, 
did  the  infantry  begin  to  move.  Not  at  three  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
but  after  sunrise  the  first  movement  was  made  by  the  troops  of  Porter — 

'I  waited  some  little  time,  and  the  infantr^^  began  to  move.  About  that  time  he 
handed  me  a  letter,  and  directed  me  to  give  it  to  General  liurnside,  and  told  me  I 
could  go.  I  started  toward  Fredericksburgh;  he  sent  an  aid  after  me  and  brought 
me  back,  "and  told  me  he  was  apprehensive  that  I  might  be  captured.  He  told  me  to 
say  to  General  Burnside — I  cannot  get  his  language — but  the  idea  was  that  there  was 
no'  disaster  that  was  very  threatening  as  yet,  and  he  hoped  for  the  best. 

We  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  character  of  letters  he  wrote  to 
General  A.  B.  Burnside,  criticising  his  commanding  officer:  and  this 
he  commenced  with  the  first  order  he  received  from  General  Pope.  On 
this  point -we  present  a  letter  written  on  the  26th  day  of  August  to 
General  ftumside,  in  connection  with  an  order  showing  that  on  the 
26th,  when  he  first  received  orders,  he  at  that  time  commenced  his  as- 
saults upon  General  Pope: 

[No.  16.] 

From  Advance,  11.45  p.  m.,  Augusts, 

Beceived  Augusl:  27,  1862. 
Major-General  Burnside: 

Have  just  received  orders  from  General  Pope  to  move  Sykes  to-morrow  to  within  two 
mik^  of  Warronton,  and  to  caU  up  Morell  to  same  point,  leaving  the  fords  guarded 
"by  cavalry.  He  says  the  troops  in  rear  should  be  brought  up  as  rapidly  as  possible, 
leaving  only  a  small  rear  guard  at  Rappahannock  Station,  and  that  he  cannot  see 
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liow  a  general  engagement  can  be  put  off  more  than  a  day  or  two.  I  shall  move  up 
as  ordered,  but  the  want  of  grain  and  the  necessity  of  receiving  a  supply  of  subsist- 
ence will  cause  some  delay.  Please  hasten  back  the  wagon  sent  down,  and  inform 
McClellan  that  I  may  know  I  am  doing  right.  Banks  is  at  Fayetteville ;  McDowell, 
Sigel,  and  Rickef ts  at  and  immediat-ely  in  front  of  Warronton ;  Reno  on  his  right: 
Cox  joins  to-morrow,  Sturgis  next  day,  and  Franklin  is  expected.  So  says  General 
Pope. 

F.  J.  PORTER, 

Major- Gefieral. 

Headquaktebs  Army  of  Virginia, 
JVarrenton  t/titicfton,  Attgust  2G,  1862 — 7  o'clock  p.  m. 

General  :  Please  move  forward  with  Sykes's  division  to-morrow  morning  through 
Fayetteville  to  a  point  two  and  a  half  miles  of  the  town  of  Warrenton,  and  take 
position  where  you  can  easily  move  to  the  front,  with  your  right  resting  on  the  rail- 
road. Call  up  Morell  to  join  you  as  speedily  as  possible,  leaving  only  small  cavalry 
forces  to  watch  the  fords.  If  there  are  any  troops  below,  coming  up,  they  should 
come  up  rapidly,  leaving  only  a  small  rear  guard  at  Rappahannock  Station.  You 
will  find  General  Banks  at  Fayetteville.  1  append  below  the  position  of  our  forces, 
as  also  those  of  the  enemy.  1  do  not  see  how  a  general  engagement  can  be  post- 
poned more  than  a  day  or  two. 

McDowell,  with  his  own  corps,  SigePs,  and  three  brigades  of  Reynolds's  men,  being 
about  thirty-four  thousand,  are  at  and  immediately  in  front  of  Warrenton ;  Reno 
Joins  him  on  his  right  and  rear,  with  eight  thousand  men,  at  an  early  hour  to-morrow : 
Cox,  with  seven  thousand  men,  will  move  forward  to  join  him  in  the  afternoon  oi 
to-morrow ;  Banks,  with  six  thousand  men,  is  at  Fayetteville ;  Sturgis,  about  ei^ht 
thousand  strong,  will  move  forward  by  day  after  to-morrow ;  Franklin,  I  hope,  with 
his  corps,  will^  oy  day  after  to-morrow  night,  occupy  the  point  where  the  Manassas 
Gap  Railroad  intersects  the  turnpike  from  Warrenton  to  W^ashington  City ;  Heintzel- 
mau's  corps  will  be  held  in  reserve  here  at  Warrenton  Junction  until  it  is  ascertained 
that  the  enemy  has  begun  to  cross  Hedgeman's  River.  You  will  understand  how 
necessary  it  is  for  our  troops  to  be  in  position  as  soon  as  possible.  The  enemy's  line 
extends  from  a  point  a  little  east  of  Warrenton  Sulphur  Springs  around  to  a  point 
a  few  miles  north  of  the  turnpike  from  Sperryville  to  Warrenton,  with  his  front 
presented  to  the  east,  and  his  trains  thrown  around  well  behind  him  in  the  direction 
of  Little  Washington  and  Sperryville.  Make  your  men  cook  three  days'  rations  and 
keep  at  least  two  days'  cooked  rations  constantly  on  hand.  Hurry  up  Morell  as  rap- 
idly as  possible,  as  also  the  troops  coming  up  in  his  rear.  The  enemy  has  a  strong 
column  still  further  to  his  left  toward  Manassas  Gap  Railroad,  in  the  direction  of 
Salem. 

JOHN  POPE, 
Major-General  Commanding. 

Major-Geueral  Fitz- John  Porter, 

Commanding  Fifth  Anny   Corps. 

This  order  of  Pope  on  the  26th  shows  that  Porter  was  thus  early  no- 
tified of  what  was  expected. 

Headquarters  Army  of  Virginia, 
/  Warrenton  Junction,  August  27,  I662--4  o^clock  a.  m. 

General  :  Your  note  of  eleven  p.  m.  yesterday  is  received.  Major-General  Pope 
directs  me  to  say  that  under  the  circumstances  stated  hy  you  in  relation  to  your  com- 
inand  he  desires  you  to  march  direct  to  this  place  as  rapidly  as  possible.  The  troops 
behind  you  at  Barnett's  Ford  will  be  directed  by  you  to  march  at  once  direct  to  this 
place  or  Weaverville,  without  going  to  Rappahannock  Station.  Forage  is  hard  to  get, 
and  you  must  graze  your  animals  as  far  as  you  can  do  so.  The  enemy's  cavalry  has 
intercepted  our  railtoay  communication  near  Manassas,  and  he  seems  to  be  advancing 
with  a  heavy  force  along  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad.  We  wiU  probably  move  to 
Attack  him  to-morrow  in  the  neighborhood  of  Gainesville,  which  may  bring  our  line 
further  back  toward  Washington,  Of  this  I  will  endeavor  to  notify  you  in  time.  You 
should  ^et  here  as  early  in  the  day  to-morrow  as  possible,  in  order  to  render  assistance 
should  It  be-  needed. 

I  am,  general,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

GEO.  D.  RUGGLES. 

Colonel  and  Chief  of  Staff. 
Hi^or-General  F.  J.  Porter, 

Commanding  F\fth  Army  Corps, 

S.  Eep.  662,  pt.  2 2 
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[No.  19.] 

Washington,  27th,  p.  m. 
To  General  Burnside  : 

Morell  left  his  medicine,  ammunition',  and  baggage  at  Kelly's  Ford.  Can  yon  hav(^ 
it  hanled  to  Fredericksburgh  and  stored  f  His  wagons  were  all  sent  to  yon  for  grain 
and  ammunition.  I  have  sent  back  to  you  every  man  of  the  First  and  Sixth  New 
York  Cavalry,  except  what  has  been  sent  to  Gainesville.  I  will  get  them  to  you  aft«r 
a  while.  Everything  here  is  at  sixes  and  sevens,  and  I  find  I  am  to  take  care  of  my- 
self in  every  respect.  Our  line  of  atmmunication  ha$  taken  care  of  itself ^  in  compliance 
with  orders.  The  armv  has  not  three  days'  provision.  The  enemy  captured  all  Pope's 
and  other  clothing  ;  and  from  McDowell  the  same,  including  liquors.  No  guards  accompa- 
nying the  trains,  and  small  ones  guard  bridges.  The  wagons  are  rolling  on,  and  I 
shall  D«  here  to-morrow.    Good  night! 

F.  J.  PORTER, 

Major-  General, 

We  call  attention  to  these  letters  to  show  that,  prior  to  his  receiving 
any  order  from  Pope  whatever  to  move  forward  to  Bristoe  Station^  these 
criticisms  were  going  on  in  his  mind,  and  he  was  communicating  to 
General  Burnside  all  the  time  about  the  commander  of  the  Army. 
Speaking  of  the  capture  of  Pope's  clothing  and  McDowell's  clothing 
and  whisky,  was  a  criticism  showing  a  disposition  to  make  sport  of  these 
generals.    This  alleged  capture  turns  out,  however,  to  be  untrue. 

Now  follows  the  letter  delivered  by  Colonel  Buchanan.  This  was  the 
second  letter.  Porter  having  sent  one  August  26, 11.45  p.  m. : 

Warrenton  Junction,  August  27 j  1862 — 4  p.  m. 
General  BuitNsiDE,  Falmouth: 

I  send  you  the  last  order  from  General  Pope — 

That  is  the  order  he  had  received  before,  not  this  6.30  order  that  he 
had  received  the  night  before,  but  auotlier  order  directing  him  to  move 
up  the  troops — 

which  indicates  the  fntnre,  as  well  as  the  present.  Wagons  are  rolling  along  rapidly 
to  the  .rear,  as  if  a  mighty  power  was  propelling  them.  I  see  no  cause  for  alami, 
though  I  think  this  order  may  cause  it.  McDowell  moves  on  Gainesville,  where  Sigel 
now  IS.  The  latter  got  to  Buckland  bridge  in  time  to  put  out  the  fire  and  kick  the 
enemy,  who  is  pursuing  his  route  unmolested  to  the  Shenandoah,  or  Loudoun  County. 
The  forces  are  Longstreet's,  A.  P.  Hill's,  Jackson's,  Whiting's,  Ewoll's,  and  Anderson's 
(late  Huger^s)  divisions.  Longstreet  is  said  by  a  deserter  to  be  very  strong.  They 
have  much  artillery  and  long  wagon  trains.  The  raid  on  the  railroad  was  near  Cedar 
Run,  and  ma<le  by  a  regiment  of  infantry,  two  squadrons  of  cavalry,  and  a  section  of 
artillery.  The  place  was  guarded  by  nearly  three  regiments  of  infantry  and  some 
cavalry.  They  routed  the  guard ,  captured  a  train  and  many  men,  destroyed  the  bridge, 
and  retired  leisurely  down  the  road  t-oward  Manassas.  It  can  be  easily  repaired.  No 
troops  are  coming  up,  except  new  troops,  that  I  can  hear  of.  Sturgis  is  here  with  two 
regiments.  Four  were  cut  off  by  the  raid.  The  positions  of  the  troops  are  given 
in  the  order.  No  enemy  in  our  original  front.  A  letter  of  General  Lee,  seized  when 
Stuart's  assistant  adjutant*general  was  taken,  directs  Stuart  to  leave  a  squadron  only 
to  watch  in  front  of  Hanover  Junction,  &c.  Everything  has  moved  np  north.  I  find 
a  vast  difference  between  these  troops  and  ours.  But  I  suppose  they  were  new,  as  they 
to-day  burnt  their  clothes,  d:c.,  when  there  was  not  the  least  cause.  I  hear  that  they 
are  much  disorganized,  and  needed  some  good  troops  to  give  them  heart,  and,  I  think, 
head.  We  are  working  nmo  to  get  behind  Bull  /frin,  atirf,  I  presume^  will  be  there  in  a  fete 
daySy  if  strategy  donH  use  us  up.  The  strategy  is  magnificent,  and  tactics  in  the  inrersepro- 
portion,  I  would  like  some  of  my  ambulances,  I  would  like,  also,  to  be  ordered  to  return  to 
Fredericksburg  and  to  push  toward  Hanover,  or,  with  a  large  force  to  strike  at  Orange  Court- 
House.  I  wish  Sumner  was  at  JVcMhington,  and  up  near  the  Monocacy  with  good  batteries, 
1  do  not  doubt  the  enemy  have  large  amounts  of  stipplies  provided  for  them,  and  I  believe 
they  have  a  contempt  for  this  Army  of  f'irgiuia,  I  wish  myself  away  from  it,  tcith  all  our 
old  Army  of  the  Potomac,  and  so  do  our  companions,  I  was  informed  to-day  by  the  best 
authority  that,  in  opposition  to  General  Pope's  views,  this  army  was  pushed  out  to 
save  the  Army  of  the  Potomac,  an  army  that  could  take  the  best  care  of  itself.  Pope  says 
be  hvg  sivc4'  wanted  to  go  behind  the  Occoquan,  I  am  in  great  need  of  ambulances,  and 
:1ie  ollicers  need  medicines,  which,  for  want  of  transportation,  were  left  behind.  I 
hear  many  of  the  sick  of  my  corps  are  in  houses  on  the  road  very  sick.     I  think  there 
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is  no  fear  of  the  enemy  crossing  the  Rappahannock.  The  cavalry  are  all  in  the  ad- 
vance of  the  rehel  army.  At  Kelly's  and  Barnelt's  fords  much  property  was  left,  in 
oonsenuenoe  of  the  wai^ons  goinp;  down  for  ffraiu,  <&c.  If  you  can  pnsh  up  the  grain 
to-night  please  do  so,  direct  to  this  place.  There  is  no  grain  here  to-day,  or  anywhere, 
and  this  army  is  wretchedly  supplied  in  that  line.  Pope  says  he  never  could  get 
enough.    Most  of  this  is  private. 

F.  J.  PORTER. 

But  if  you  can  get  me  away,  please  do  so.  Make  what  use  of  this  you  choose,  so  it 
does  good. 

F.  J.  P. 

There  is  a  letter  written  on  the  very  evening  that  Porter  received  the 
order  to  support  General  Pope,  in  which  be  gives  the  most  discouraging 
account  possible  for  the  purpose  of  demoralizing  our  Army  and  dis- 
couraging our  commanders;  and  at  the  same  time  he  says  that  ^^ strategy 
is  magnificent,  and  tactics  in  the  inverse  proportion,''  showing  that  he 
has  a  contempt  for  the  Army  and  contempt  for  the  commanding  officer. 
He  presents  that  to  General  Burnside.  General  Burnside  sends  it  to 
Washington,  as  a  proper  officer  should  have  done,  that  they  might  see 
what  was  going  on.  In  the  conclusion  he  says  " please" ;  he  supplicates. 
he  begs.  Please  do  whatf  "  Please  get  me  out  of  this.''  Out  of  what  t 
He  ha<l  not  got  his  order  to  Ught.  What  does  he  want  to  get  out  off 
Out  of  the  Army  of  Virginia.  Showing  by  this,  very  letter  that  he 
started  in  with  this  command  under  General  Pope  determined  to  criti- 
cise the  Army,  determined  to  criticise  its  movements,  doteruiiued  to  be 
hostile  to  his  commanding  general,  and  determined  to  be  disobedient  if 
he  could  do  it  without  being  detected  in  violating  the  law.  He  begged 
to  be  taken  away. 

We  call  attention  now  to  the  testimony. 

General  Poi)e,  the  commander  of  that  Army,  testified  iis  follows,  pages 
12  and  13,  general  court-martial : 

Major-Geueral  John  Popk  was  called  hy  the  goverument,  sworn  and  examined,  as 
follows : 

By  the  Ji'doe- Advocate: 

Question.  Will  you  state  to  the  court  what  position  you  occupy  in  the  military  serv- 
ire  of  the  United  States  f — Answer.  I  hold  a  commission  as  brigadier-gen«ial  in  the 
Regular  Army,  and  as  major-general  of  volunteers. 

Q.  What  was  your  poHitiou  and  command,  and  what  the  field  of  your  operations  on 
the  27th  of  August  last? — A.  Do  you  mean  my  military  position  as  commander? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  I  commanded  the  Army  of  Virginia,  which,  as  originally  constituted 
consisted  of  the  anny  corps  of  McDowell,  Banks,  and  Fremont.  These,  hy  the  27th  of 
August,  had  been  re-enforced  by  a  portion  of  General  Bumside's  command,  by  General 
Hemtzelman's  corps,  and  on  tlie  morning  of  the  27th  by  a  part  of  General  Porter's 
corps.  A  portion  of  my  command  also  consisted  of  the  troops  under  General  Stnrgis, 
which  had  begun  to  come  up  to  Warrenton  Junction.  I  was  myself,  on  the  morning 
of  the  27th,  at  Warrenton  Junction.  The  field  of  operations  of  the  Army  at  that  time 
covered  the  region  of  country  between  the  Warrenton  turnpike  and  the  Orange  and 
Alexandria  Railroad. 

Q.  At  whai  time  on  the  27th  did  you  leave  Warrenton  Junction,  and  in  what  direc- 
tion did  you  march? — A.  I  left  Warrenton  Junction  before  midday,  I  think,  though 
the  precise  hour  I  do  not  remember,  and  moved  east  along  the  railroa<l,  following  tne 
movements  of  Hooker's  division,  toward  Manassas  J  miction. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  General  Porter  arrive  with  his  command,  or  the  portion  of  his 
command  of  which  you  speak,  at  Warrenton  Junction  ? — ^A.  I  think  between  the  hours 
of  seven  and  ten  o'clock  in  the  morning  of  the  27th  of  August. 

Q.  How  many  troops  had  he  then  with  him  f — A.  He  reported  to  me  that  he  had 
l>rought  up  Sykes's  division  of  regulars,  numbering  fortjr-five  hundred  men. 

Q.  Did  you  see  his  troops,  and,  if  ho,  what  was  their  condition  t — A.  I  only  saw 
them  at  a  distance  as  they  passed  along;  not  sntficiently  near  to  ascertain  anything 
about  that. 

Q.  Did  you,  or  not,  after  you  left  Warrenton  Junction  and  proceeded  along  tin*  road 
east,  issue  to  Major-Geueral  Porter  an  order  in  reference  to  the  movenienrs  of  his 
troops;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the  character  of  that  onler  ? — A.  I  issued  an  oithT  to 
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General  Porter  late  in  the  afternoon  of  the  27th,  dirticting  him  to  move  with  his  com- 
mand at  one  o'clock  that  night  to  the  position  I  then  occupied  at  Kettle  Run  ;  that  if 
General  Morell  with  his  other  division  was  not  up  to  Warrenton  Junction  when  he  re- 
ceived that  order,  to  send  back  and  hurry  him  up,  and  to  come  forward  himself  with 
the  troops  which  he  had.  That  is  my  remembrance  of  the  order.  I  gave  him  some 
further  directions  concerning  General  Banks's  movement,  the  subst-ance  of  which  I 
remember  very  well,  but  not  the  precise  words. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  this  order,  which  is  dated  "Headquarters  Army  of  Virginia, 
August  27,  lc62,  6.30  p.  m.,  Bristoe  Station.  To  Major-Geneial  F.  J.  Porter,  Warren- 
ton Junction,"  and  state  whether  or  not  that  is  the  order  to  which  you  refer  in  your 
answer  f — A.  That  is  tlie  order  I  issued. 

(The  aec'iised  admitted  that  the  order  shown  to  witness  is  the  order  a  copy  of  which 
is  set  forth  in  the  tirst  specification  of  first  charge.) 

Q.  Will  you  explain  to  the  court  the  reasons  for  the  urgency  of  the  order,  as  indi- 
cated by  the  following  words  of  the  order:  "It  is  necessary  on  all  accounts  that  you 
shtiuld  be  here  by  daylight.  I  send  an  officer  with  this  dispatch,  who  will  conduct 
yon  to  this  place  f " — A.  General  Hooker's  division  had  had  a  severe  tight  along  the 
railroad,  commencing  home  lour  miles  west  of  Bristoe  Station,  and  had  succeeded  in 
driving  the  division  of  General  Ewell  back  along  the  road,  but  without  putting  it  to 
rout;  so  that  at  dark  E well's  forces  still  confronted  Hooker's  division  along  the  banks 
of  a  small  stream  at  Bristoe  Station.  Just  at  dark  Hooker  sent  me  word,  and  Gen- 
eral Heintzelmau  also  reported  to  me,  that  he.  Hooker,  was  ahhost  entirely  out  of 
ammunition,  having  but  five  rounds  to  a  man  left,  and  that  if  any  action  took  place 
in  the  morning,  he  would,  in  consequence,  be  without  the  means  of  making  any  con- 
siderable defense.  As  it  was  kno-wu  that  Jackson,  with  his  own  and  the  division  of 
A.  P.  Hill,  was  at  or  in  the  vicinity  of  Manassas  Junction,  and  near  enough  to  advance 
to  the  support  of  Ewell,  it  was  altogether  probable  that  if  he  should  learn  the  weak- 
ness of  our  forces  there,  he  would  unite  and  make  an  attack  in  the  morning.  It  was 
for  that  puqiose  that.  I  was  so  anxious  that  General  Porter's  corps  should  be  present 
by  daylight,  the  earliest  moment  at  which  it  was  likely  the  attack  would  be  made. 

Q.  What  distance  would  General  Porter  have  had  to  march  to  have  obeyed  your 
order? — Ai.  About  nine  miles. 

Q.  And  within  what  time  ;  from  one  o'clock  until  when? — A.  He  would  have  had 
until  daylight.  I  do  not  remember  exactly  what  time  daylight  was;  perhaps  four 
o'clock,  perhaps  a  little  earlier.  I  directed  him  to  move  at  one  o'clock,  in  order  to 
give  his  command  as  much  time  to  remain  in  their  beds  at  night  as  possible;  suppos- 
ing that  it  would  occupy  him  perhaps  three  hours  to  get  lip  on  the  ground.  I  had  ex- 
pected him  there  certainly  by  four  o'clock. 

Q.  You  had  just  passed  over  the  road  along  which  he  was  required  by  this  order 
to  march:  will  you  state  its  condition? — A.  The  road  was  in  good  condition  every- 
where. At  most  places  along  the  road  it  was  a  double  road  on  each  side  of  the  rail- 
road track.  I  am  not  sure  it  was  a  double  road  all  the  way ;  a  part  of  the  way  I  know 
it  was. 

Q.  Did  General  Porter  obey  that  order  ? — A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  At  what  time  on  the  28th  did  he  arrive  at  Bristoe  Station,  the  point  indicated  in 
your  order?— A.  As  the  head  of  his  column  came  to  Bristoe  Station  I  took  out  my 
watch;  it  was  twenty  miuut.es  past  ten  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

Q.  Did  he  at  that  time,  or  at  any  time  before  his  arrival,  explain  to  you  the  reason 
why  he  did  not  obey  the  order? — A.  He  wrote  me  a  note,  which  I  received,  I  think,  in 
the  morning  of  the  28th ;  very  early  in  the  morning,  perh.ips  a  little  before  daylight. 
I  am  not  quite  sure  about  the  time.  The  note  I  have  mislaid.  I  can  give  the  sub- 
stance of  it.  I  remember  the  reasons  given  by  General  Porter.  If  it  is  necessary 
to  state  them  I  can  do  so. 

The  accused  asked  if  the  witness  had  looked  for  the  note. 

The  Witness.  I  looked  for  it,  but  have  not  been  able  to  find  it. 

The  Judge- Advocate.  I  will  not  press  the  question. 

The  Acci'SED.  I  do  not  object  to  it.  The  witness  says  he  has  looked  for  the  not<5 
and  cannot  find  it.     I  only  want  to  know  when  and  where  he  has  searched  for  it. 

By  the  Judge-Advocate: 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  the  night;  was  it  starlight. — A.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  remem- 
ber, it  was  a  clear  night;  that  is  my  recollection. 

Q.  If  there  were  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of  such  a  march  as  your  order  contem- 
plated, either  growing  out  of  the  night  or  the  character  of  the  road,  will  you  please  stat« 
them  ? — A.  There  was  no  difficulty  in  marching,  so  far  as  the  night  was  concerned.  I 
have  several  times  made  marches,  with  a  larger  force  than  General  Porter  had,  dnrin|2^ 
the  night.  There  was  some  obstruction  on  the  road  in  a  wagon  train  that  was  stretched 
along  the  road,  marching  towards  the  Manassas  Junction,  in  rear  of  Hooker's  division  ; 
not  mfficieniy  in  my  judgment^  to  huve  delayed  for  a  cormderdble  length  of  time  thepassdge  of 
urtiUery,    But  even  had  the  roads  been  entirely  blocked  up,  the  railroad  track  was  clear,  and 
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along  that  track  had  paused  the  larger  portion  of  General  Hooker'a  infantry.     There  was  no 
obstrvction  to  the  euivance  of  infantry, 

Q.  Whatever  obataele^  in  point  of  faoff  may  have  existed  to  the  execution  of  this  order,  I 
atk  you,  as  a  military  man,  was  it,  or  not,  the  duty  of  General  Porter,  receiving  this  command 
from  you  as  his  euperior  officer,  to  have  made  efforts,  and  earnest  efforts,  to  obey  f — A.  Un- 
doubtedly it  was  bis  dutj. 

This  is  the  particular  excuse  (darkness  of  tbe  night),  because  uuless 
there  be  a  justification  for  the  disobedience  of  this  order  the  finding  of 
the  court-martial  in  this  respect  was  certainly  proper  and  certainlv  law- 
ful. 

We  call  attention  to  the  first  act  performed  by  Fitz-John  Porter  at 
the  time  he  arrived  at  Bristoe  Station.  It  was  not  putting  any  batteries 
in  position,  nor  drawing  up  the  troops  in  line  for  battle,  but  he  was 
wielding  that  which  is  mightier  than  the  sword,  that  is,  the  pen.  He 
arrived  at  Bristoe  Station  before  his  command.  lie  wrote  this  letter, 
and  sent  it  at  once  to  General  Burnside. 

Bristok,  9.30  A.  M., 

Jupust'2f^,  1862. 
My  ooniiiuind  will  soon  be  up,  and  will  at  once  go  into  position.  Hooker  drove 
Ewell  some  three  miles,  and  Pope  says  McDowell  intercept-ed  Longstreet,  so  that 
without  a  long  detour  he  cannot  join  Ewell,  Jackson,  and  A.  P.  Hill,  who  are,  or 
supposed  to  be,  at  Manassas.'  E well's  train,  he  says,  took  the  road  to  (vainesville, 
'Where  McDowell  is  coming  from.  We  shall  \)e  to-day  as  follows :  I  on  the  right  of 
railroad,  Heintzehnan  on  left,  then  Reno,  then  McDowell.  He  hopes  to  get  Ewell  and 
push  to  Manassas  to-day. 

I  hof>e  all  goes  well  near  Washington — 
I  think  there  need  be  no  cause  of  fear  for  us.  I  feel  as  if  on  my  own  way  now,  and 
thns  far  have  kept  my  command  and  trains  well  up.  More  supplies  than  I  supposed 
on  hand  have  been  brought,  but  none  to  spare,  and  we  must  make  connection  soon. 
I  hope  for  the  best,  and  my  lucky  star  is  always  up  about  my  birthday,  the  3lst,  and 
hope  Mc's  is  up  also.  You  will  hear  of  us  soon  by  way  of  Alexandria. 
Ever  yours, 

I\  J.  P. 
General  Burnside,  Falmouth. 

What  did  he  mean  by  hoping  that  Mc's  star  is  up,  and  "you  will 
hear  of  us  soon  by  way  of  Alexandria''?  His  whole  mind  was  on  re- 
treat all  the  time,  and  that  Alexandria  was  his  objective  point. 

At  9.30  he  writes  one  letter  to  General  Burnside;  then  he  had  an 
itching  very  soon  for  writing  another,  and  at  two  p.  m.  he  writes  again. 
But  this  is  what  General  Burnside  says  to  General  Halleck  when  he 
sends  the  letter  forward  (general  court-martial,  p.  232) : 

Falmouth,  August  29,  1862—1  p.  m. 

To  Major-General  H.  W.  Hallfxk,  Gentral-in-Chief,  and 

Major-General  G.  13.  McClellan,  Jlexaitdrki; 

The  following  just  received  from  Porter,  four  miles  from  Manassas,  the  28th,  two 
p.  m. : 

'*A11  that  talk  about  bagging  Jackson,  ^c,  w<is  bosh.  That  enormous  gap — Manassas — 
was  left  open,  and  the  enemy  jumped  through;  and  the  story  of  >lcDowell  having 
cut  oft'  Longstreet  hud  no  good  foundation.  The  enemy  have  destroyed  all  our  bridgeS| 
burnt  trains,  &.C.,  and  made  this  army  rush  back  to  look  at  its  line  of  communication, 
and  find  us  bare  of  subsistence.     We  are  far  from  Alexandria 

**  Considering  the  importance  of  transportation 

"your  supply-train  of  forty  wagons  is  here,  but  I  can^t  find  them. 

**  There  is  a  report  that  Jackson  is  at  Centreville,  which  you  can  believe  or  not. 
The  enemy  destroj'ed  an  immense  amount  of  property  at  Manassas — cars  and  sup- 
plies. I  expect  the  next  thing  will  be  a  raid  on  our  rear  by  way  of  Warren  ton  by 
Longstreet,  who  was  cut  off. 

"F.  J.  PORTER, 

''  Major-Gentrai:' 

This  is  the  latest  news. 

A.  E.  BURNSIDE, 

Major-Cii'}\('raL 
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The  fact  remains,  therefore,  even  on  Porter's  own  showing  inevidence, 
that  the  first  order  he  received  on  the  29th  of  August,  1862,  was  not 
promptly  obeyed.  At  the  hour  of  its  receipt,  as  the  troops  were  merely 
in  bivouac,  it  seems  quite  plain  that  they  were  prepared  for  immediate 
movement  and  already  had  their  breakfast. 

This  order,  the  first,  was  issued  at  three  a.  m.  by  General  Pope,  and  is 
as  follows: 

[No.  24.] 

Headquaktkrs  Army  of  Virginia, 
Near  Bull  Run,  August  29,  1862—3  a.  in. 

General  :  McDowell  has  iDtercepted  the  retreat  of  Jackson.  Sigel  is  immediately 
on  the  right  of  McDowell.  Kearney  and  Hooker  march  to  attack  tne  enemy's  rear  at 
early  dawn.  Major-General  Pope  directs  yon  to  move  upon  CentreviUe  at  the  first 
dawn  of  day  with  yonr  whole  command,  leaving  your  trains  to  follow.  It  is  very  im- 
portant that  you  should  he  hero  at  a  very  early  hour  in  the  morning.  A  severe  en- 
gagement is  likely  to  take  place,  and  your  presence  is  necessary. 
1  am,  general,  verv  respectfully,  your  ohedient  servant, 

GEORGE  D.  RUGGLES, 

Colonel  and  Chief  of  Utaff. 
M^or-General  Porter. 

Immediately  on  the  receipt  of  this  order,  Porter,  instead  of  starting 
at  once,  as  he  was  required  to  do  in  obedience  to  the  order  to  move  at 
the  dawn  of  day,  at  six  o'clock  takes  time  to  write  and  send  a  letter  to 
General  Biirnside.  In  that  order  he  is  required  to  start  at  the  dawn  of 
day.  The  sun  rose  then  about  five  o'clock.  Instead  of  moving  at  the 
dawn  of  day,  or  instead  of  moving  at  sunrise,  at  six  o'clock  a.  m.  that 
day,  August  29,  he  wrote  to  General  Burnside  as  follows: 

Bristoe,  6  o.  m.  29th. 

General  Burnside:  Shall  be  off  in  half,  an  hour.  The  mesnenger  who  brought 
this  says  the  enemy  had  been  at  CentreviUe,  and  pickets  were  found  there  last  night. 

Sigei  had  severe  tight  last  night ;  took  many  prisoners.  Banks  is  at  Warrenton 
Junction ;  McDowell  near  Gainesville.  Heintzelman  and  Keno  at  CentreviUe,  where 
they  uiarched  yesterday. 

Pope  went  to  CentreviUe  with  the  last  two  as  a  body-guard,  at  the  time  not  know- 
ing where  was  the  enemy  and  where  Sigel  was  fightiug — within  eight  miles  of  him 
and  in  sight. 

The  enormous  trains  are  still  rolling  on.  Many  arrivals  not  having  been  watched 
for  fifty  hoursi  I  shall  be  out  of  provision  to-morrow  night.     Your  train  of  forty  wagons 

cannot  be  found 

bnt  I  expect  they  know  what  they  are  doing,  which  is  more  than  any  one  here  or 
anywhere  knows. 

F.  J.  P. 

General  Porter  did  not  seem  to  obey  the  order  sent  by  General  Pope 
because  it  was  verbal. 

Then  General  Pope  sends  the  order  to  him  in  writiug.    What  is  it? 

Headquarters  Army  of  Viuoinia, 

CentreviUe^  August  "Zi),  1802. 

Push  forwaril  with  your  cc»r]^s  and  King's  division,  which  you  will  take  with  you, 
upon  Gaini'sville.  1  am  following  the  en»-iuy  down  the  Warrenton  turnpike.  Be  ex- 
peditious, or  we  will  lose  much. 

JOHN  POPE, 
Afajor-General  Commanding. 
Major- r;«  ueral  Fitz-Joiin  Porter. 

The  uider  was  directed  to  Major-General  Fitz-John  Porter;  was  given 
to  him  in  li«u  of  the  verbal  order.  General  Pope  swears,  in  his  evidence 
in  reference  to  this  order,  that  the  order  was  given  to  General  Porter 
between  eight  and  nine  o'clock.  He  issued  the  first  order  early  in  the 
morning  for  him  to  move  at  the  dawn  of  day.  Let  me  ask  what  was  the 
dut\   of  Fitz-John  Porter  under  that  order!    It  was  an  imperative 
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order,  *'  Push  forward  at  once."  Where!  On  Gainesville— Gainesville, 
the  objective  point,  the  place  where  Pope  supposed  he  had  troops  before, 
but  the  troops  having  failed  him,  he  wanted  to  get  possession  at  once 
before  support  could  come  to  Jackson  through  Thoroughfare  Gap  and 
Gainesville.  What  does  Porter  do!  Porter  takes  it  leisurely.  How 
far  had  he  lib  got  From  Manassas  to  Gainesville  is  eight  miles  and  a 
half.  He  was  not  as  far  back,  but  we  will  take  it  that  he  was  at  Ma- 
nassas, that  he  had  not  moved  in  the  direction  of  Gentreville,  because, 
iu  fact,  he  had  only  started.  He  had  eight  and  a  half  miles  to  go  to 
Gainesville. 

Now,  let  us  follow  that  up  and  see  what  was  done.  The  movements 
were  so  strange  to  Pope,  such  an  enigma  to  him,  do  order  being  obeyed, 
no  order  being  taken  as  though  he  were  in  earnest,  but  Porter  taking 
his  own  time  to  do  everything,  that  General  Pope  sent  a  joint  order  to 
him  and  McDowell  for  them  both  to  move  on  Gainesville,  which  order 
is  as  follows : 

General  Or  ler  No.  5.  J 

Headquarters  Army  of  Virginia, 

Centrenlle,  Atigust  '^9,  160;^. 

Generals  McDowell  and  Porter  :  You  will  please  move  forward  with  your  joint 
commands  toward  (irainesville.  I  sent  General  Porter  written  ordere  to  that  effect  an 
Iionr  and  a  half  a^o.  lieintzelman,  Sigel,  and  Keuo  are  moving  on  the  Warren  ton 
turnpike,  and  mnst  now  be  not  far  from  Gainesville.  I  desire  that,  as  soon  as  com- 
fuiinication  is  established  between  this  force  and  your  own,  the  whole  command  shall 
hilt.  It  may  be  necessary  to  fall  back  behind  Bull  Run,  at  Centreville,  to-night.  I 
presume  it  will  be  so  on  account  of  our  supplies.  I  have  sent  no  orders  of  any  de- 
Jk'ription  to  Ricketts,  and  none  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  movements  of  Mc- 
Dowell's tri>op8,  except  what  I  sent  by  his  aide-de  camp  hist  nif^ht,  which  were  to  hold 
his  position  on  the  Warrenton  pike  until  the  troops  from  here  should  fall  upon  the 
enemy's  tiank  and  rear.  I  do  not  t^ven  know  Kicketts's  position,  as  1  have  not  been 
able  to  find  out  where  General  McDowell  was  until  a  late  hour  this  morning.  General 
McDowell  will  take  imnierliate  steps  to  communicate  with  General  Ricketts,  and  in- 
btriict  hi  in  to  rejoin  the  other  divisinns  of  his  corps  as  soon  as  practicable.  If  any 
cousiderable  advantages  are  to  be  gained  by  departing  from  this  order,  it  will  not  be 
strictly  carried  out.  One  thing  must  be  had  in  view,  that  the  troops  must  occupy  a 
position  from  which  they  can  reach  Bull  Run  to-nigiit  or  by  morning.  The  indica- 
tions are  that  the  M'hole  force  of  the  enemy  is  moving  in  this  direction  at  a  pace  that 
will  bring  them  here  by  to-mon'ow  night  or  next  day.  My  own  liCiMlquarters  will  be, 
for  the  present,  with  Heiutzelman^s  corps  or  at  this  place. 

JOHN  POPE, 
Major-General  Commanding. 

Let  118  see  the  excuse  that  is  uiade  for  not  carrying  out  this  order.  It  is 
that  when  General  Porter  got  to  Dawkins  Branch,  that  is,  when  the  head 
of  his  cohimn  got  there — his  forces  in  a  body  never  did  get  there — he  and 
Cieneral  McDowell  looking  over  the  ground,  General  McDowell  said, 
**Put  your  forces  in  here."  Why  not!  Porter  says  the  enemy  was  in 
front  there.  If  they  were  in  his  front  there,  that  was  the  place  to  put 
tbem  iu.  It  is  not  necessary  to  put  your  troops  in  where  there  is  no 
enemy,  but  it  is  necessary  to  put  them  in  where  there  is  an  enemy.  He 
says  that  iniismuch  as  (Tcneral  McDowell  told  him  to  stop  here  and  put 
his  ion\es  in  here,  therefore  General  McDowell  ordered  him  not  to  go 
any  farther.  Now,  that  is  not  so.  General  McDowell  undertook  to  carry 
out  the  order.  How  f  By  an  examination  of  this  map  it  will  be  easy  for 
any  one  to  understand  how  General  McDowell  was  acting.  When  they 
came  up  to  Dawkins  Bmnch  there  was  a  little  two-gun  section,  throw- 
ing shells  over  occasionally,  and  that  seemed  to  stop  this  whole  corps, 
(xeneral  McDowell  could  not  pass  by  Porter's  corps  on  the  road,  and 
Porter's  corps  was  stopped.  The  order  contemplated  General  McDowell 
and  General  Porter  moving  on  to  Gainesville,  the  other  forces  being 
ever  toward  Groveton.    When  General  McDowell  struck  the  head  of 
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Porter's  column  and  Porter  stopped  there  at  Dawkins  Branch,  McDow- 
ell naturally  undertook  to  find  a  road  on  which  he  could  travel  and 
get  to  a  position  where  he  was  required — a  battle  then  going  on. 

General  Porter  himself  gave  testimony  before  the  court  of  inquiry 
on  General  McDowell  in  Washington  City.  General  Porter  appeared 
before  that  board  and  gave  testimony  as  follows  (page  1010,  board 
record:) 

Question.  (By  Generikl  McDuweU.)  Under  what  relations  as  to  command  did  you 
and  General  McDowell  move  from  Manassas  and  continue  prior  to  the  receipt  of 
General  Pope's  joint  order  t — Answer.  I  did  not  know  that  General  McDowell  was 
going  from  Manassas,  and  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  relations  whatever,  nor  of 
any  nnderstandiug. 

Q.  (By  General  McDowell.)  Was  there  nothing  said  about  General  McDowell  being 
the  senior,  and  of  his  commanding  the  whole  by  virtue  of  his  rankf — A.  Nothing 
that  I  know  of. 

Q.  (By  General  McDowell.)  What  time  did  you  take  up  your  line  of  march  from 
Manassas  Junction  for  Gainesville  f — A.  The  hour  the  head  of  the  column  left,  I  pre- 
sume, was  about  ten  o'clock ;  it  may  have  been  earlier.  Ammunition  had  been  dis- 
tributed to  the  men,  or  was  directed  to  be  distributed,  and  the  command  to  be  put  in 
motion  immediately. 

Q.  (By  General  McDowell.)  When  you  received  the  joint  order,  where  were  you 
personally  and  where  was  your  command  t — A.  I  was  at  the  head  of  my  column,  and 
a  portion  of  the  command  or  the  head  of  the  column  was  then  forming  line  in  front. 
One  regiment  as  skirmishers  was  in  advance  and  also  a  small  party  of  cavalry  which 
I  had  as  escort.  The  remainder  of  the  corps  was  on  the  road.  The  head  of  my 
column  was  on  the  Manassas  road  to  Gainesville  at  the  first  stream,  as  previously 
described  by  me. 

Q.  (By  General  McDowell.)  Please  state  the  order  of  your  divisions,  &c.,  in  the 
column  at  that  time. — A.  First,  Morell's;  next  Sykes's;  the  other  brigade,  Sturgis's 
or  Piatt's,  I  know  nothing  of,  having  left  it,  in  compliance  with  orders  from  General 
Pope,  at  Warrenton  Junction,  with  orders  to  rejoin  as  soon  as  possible. 

Q.  (By  General  McDowell.)  Where  was  King's  division? — ^A.  I  left  King's  division 
getting  provisions  and  ammunition  near  Manassas  Junction.  I  gave,  perbonally,  di* 
rection  to  General  Hatch,  in  command,  to  move  up  as  quickly  as  possible.  I  did  not 
see  General  King  at  all. 

Q.  (By  General  McDowell.)  The  witness  saj s  he  received  an  order  from  General 
McDowell,  or  what  he  considered  an  order,  when  General  McDowell  first  joined  him, 
which  order  he  did  not  obey — 

Mark  the  language.  He  says  he  received  the  order,  but  he  did  not 
obey  it.  If  he  had  that  would  have  been  the  first  order  he  had  obeyed 
during  the  whole  time —  . 

Will  witness  state  why  he  disobeyed  what  he  considered  an  order  f — A.  Th^  order  I 
have  said  I  conHdered  an  order  in  connection  with  his  converaationf  and  his  taking  King^s  di- 
vision  from  me.    I  therefore  did  obey  it. 

He  did  not  obey  it  at  first,  but  he  did  obey  it,  because  he  did  not  move 
in  contravention  of  it.  That  is  all  he  means  by  that,  that  he  acted  the 
same  as  if  he  had  obeyed  it,  and  yet  he  did  not  do  that  because  he 
received  the  order.    That  is  his  meaning.    What  else  did  he  state? 

Q.  (By  General  McDowell.)  What  did  you  understand  to  be  the  effect  of  General 
McDowell's  conversation  f  Was  it  that  you  were  to  go  no  further  in  the  direction  of 
Gainesville  than  you  then  weret — A.  The  conversation  was  in  connection  with  mov- 
ing over  to  the  right,  which  necessarily  would  prevent  an  advance. 

He  does  not  say  that  McDowell  gave  him  an  order  to  stop  there,  but 
he  says  they  hiul  a  conversation,  and  that  conversation  was  in  refer- 
ence to  moving  over  to  the  right;  that  if  he  moved  over  to  the  right 
in  pursuance  of  that  convei  sation  then  he  would  not  have  moved  for- 
waM. 

Q.  (By  General  McDowell.)  You  state  you  did  not  think  General  McDowell's  order 
(if  it  was  one)  a  proper  one,  and  that  for  that  reason  you  continued  your  niovmnent, 
as  if  yon  had  not  seen  the  joint  order.  Is  the  witness  to  be  understo(»d  that  this  was 
in  obedience  of  what  lie  has  stat^'d  t<»  be  GeniM-al  MoDowi'lTs  <>rd«rf — A.  /  Uid  not  con- 
sider that  an  ordei'  at  that  timCf  and  hare  tried  to  convey  that  imprrHshUf  but.  it  was  an 
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exprefusion  of  opinion  which  I  might  have  coustniecl  as  an  order;  but  when  General 
McDowell  left  me  he  gave  no  reply  to  my  question,  and  seeing  the  enemy  in  my  front, 
I  considered  myself  free  to  act  according  to  my  own  judgment j  uutil  I  received  notice  of  the 
withdrawal  of  King. 

There  is  General  Porter's  own  evidence.  He  swears  first  that  he  did 
not  obey  it.  Then  he  says  it  was  a  conversation  that  he  might  have 
construed  into  an  order,  but  he  did  not  consider  it  an  order.  He  proves 
by  his  own  (Porter's)  testimony  that^e  did  not  move  from  Manassas 
until  ten  o'clock,  and  by  twelve  he  was  at  Dawkins  Branch,  which  is 
shown  to  be  five  miles;  from  there  to  Gainesville  was  but  three  miles. 
Now,  if  Porter  had  moved  by  seven  in  the  morning  even,  he  would  have 
struck  Gainesville  by  ten,  and  then,  with  McDowell's  corps  following, 
Ix)ng8treet  could  not  have  joined  Jackson. 

General  Pope  testifies  in  reference  to  this  order  on  page  14: 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  orders,  if  any,  you  s&ve  to  General  Porter,  on  the 
29th  of  August,  in  reference  to  the  movements  of  himself  and  his  men,  and  the  g^unds 
upon  which  those  orders  were  hased  f 

Answer.  In  answer  to  that  question,  it  will  perhaps  he  necessary  for  me  to  state, 
at  least  partially,  the  condition  of  things  on  the  afternoon  of  the  28th,  and  during  the 
night  of  the  28tii  and  29th  of  August,  for  the  reason  that  the  information  from  the 
front,  upon  which  the  dispositions  of  the  army  were  made,  varied  at  different  periods 
of  the  day  and  night.  And  it  was  not  until  toward  daylight  in  the  morning  of  the 
29th  that  I  became  thoroughly  satisfied  of  the  position  of  the  enemy,  and  of  the  nec- 
essary movements  of  the  troops  to  he  made  in  consequence.  The  orders  that  I  gave 
to  General  Porter  on  the  29th  of  August,  as  I  remember  them,  were  four.  One  of 
them  was  dated  in  the  night,  I  thiuK  ;  I  do  not  remember  the  time.  That  onler  I 
think  required  him,  in  consequence  of  information  we  had  received  of  the  enemy's 
forces  beyond  Centreville,  to  move  upon  Centreville.  But  about  daylight  in  the  morn- 
ing I  sent  General  Porter  an  order  to  take  his  own  army  corps,  which  was  then  at 
Manassas  Junction,  and  which  by  my  order  had  been  re-enforced  by  the  brig:ide  of 
General  Piatt,  which  had  come  np  there  in  the  command  of  General  Sturgis,  aud 
King's  division  of  McDowell's  corps,  which  had  withdrawn  to  Manassas  Junction,  or 
to  that  vicinity,  during  the  night  of  the  28th,  and  move  forward  in  the  direction  of 
Gainesville. 

An  hour  and  a  half  later  I  received  a  note  from  General  McDowell,  whom  I  had  not 
been  able  to  find  until  that  hour  in  the  morning,  requesting  that  King's  division  of 
his  corps  be  not  turned  over  to  General  Porter,  but  that  he  be  allowed  to  conduct  it 
himself.  I  then  sent  a  joiut  order  to  Grenerals  Porter  and  McDowell,  directied  to  them 
at  Manassas  Jnnction,  specifying  in  detail  the  movement  that  I  wished  to  be  made  by 
the  troops  under  their  command — the  withdrawal  of  King's  division,  of  McDowell's 
corps,  which  during  the  greater  part  of  the  night  I  had  understood  to  be  on  the  War- 
renton  turnpikCf  and  west  of  the  troops  under  Jackson.  Their  withdraioal  to  Manassas 
JunetioHj  I  feared,  had  left  open  Jackson's  retreat  in  the  direction  of  Thoroughfare 
Gap,  to  which  point  the  main  portion  of  the  army  of  Lee  was  then  tending  to  re- 
enforce  him.  I  did  not  desire  to  pursue  Jackson  beyond  the  town  of  Gainesville,  as 
we  conld  not  have  done  so  on  account  of  the  want  of  supplies — rations  for  the  men 
And  forage  for  the  horses. 

This  explains  exactly  the  meaning  of  that  order.  That  order  was 
that  they  should  not  go  beyond  a  certain  point  that  day  because  they 
might  have  to  fall  back  behind  Bull  Run  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
supplies.  What  is  the  explanation !  That  he  did  not  desire  to  pursue 
Jackson  further  than  Gainesville.  His  object  was  to  drive  him  out  in 
that  direction  before  his  supports  could  come  up.  Hence  he  sent 
McDowell  and  Porter  in  that  direction  for  that  purpose  under  this 
joint  order  that  it  is  claimed  here  was  an  order  putting  McDowell  in 
command.    He  says : 

My  order  to  Generals  Porter  and  McDowell  is,  therefore,  worded  that  they  shall 
pnrsue  the  route  to  Gainesville  until  they  effect  a  junction  with  the  forces  that  are 
marching  npon  Gainesville  from  Centreville — the  forces  under  Heintzelmau,  Sigel, 
and  Reno;  and  that  when  that  junction  was  formed  (as  I  expected  it  would  have 
been  very  near  to  Gainesville),  the  whole  command  should  halt,  it  being,  as  I  stated 
before,  not  feasible  with  my  command  in  the  condition  it  was  in,  on  account  of  sup- 
plies, to  pursue  Jackson's  forces  further.     l)urlng  the  whole  morning  the  foi'ces  under 
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J9igel  and  Heintzelman  had  kept  up  a  skirmishing  with  the  rear  of  Jackson's  forces, 
they  retiring  in  the  direction  of  Gainesville.  They  were  brought  to  a  stand  at  the 
little  town  of  Groveton,  about  eight  miles,  I  think,  from  Centreville,  and  perhaps  five 
or  six  miles  from  Gainesville.  When  I  rode  on  to  the  field  of  battle,  which  was  about 
noon  (having  been  delayed  at  Centreville),  I  found  that  the  troops  had  been  sharply 
engage,  and  were  still  confronting  each  other.  General  Sigel  reported  to  me  that 
^e  needed  re-enforcements  in  the  front;  that  his  line  was  weak,  and  that  his  troops 
required  to  be  withdrawn  from  the  action.  I  told  him  (as  I  did  General  Heintzelman, 
who  was  present  on  the  ground)  that  I  only  wished  them  to  maintain  their  positionn, 
as  the  corns  of  McDowell  and  Porter  were  then  on  the  march  from  Manassas  Junction  toward 
the  enemy s  right  flank  and  ought  in  a  very  short  time  to  he  in  such  position  cu  to  fall  upon 
that  portion  of  his  line,  I  desired  them,  therefore,  on  ly  to  maintain  the  positions  they  occupied. 
We  waited  for  the  arrival  of  Generals  McDotoell  and  Porter.  At  four  o'clock,  or  some 
little  after  that  time  (perhaps  at  half  past  four  iu  the  afternoon),  finding  that  neither 
McDowell  nor  Porter  had  made  their  appearance  on  the  field,  /  sent  an  order  to  General 
Porter  informing  him  generally  of  the  condition  of  things  on  the  fields  and  stating  to  him 
that  I  desired  him  -to  push  forward  and  attack  the  enemy  in  fiank,  and,  if  possible, 
in  rear,  without  any  delay.  This  order  was  sent  to  General  Porter  about  half  past  four 
in  the  afternoon,  i'indin^  that  General  Porter  did  not  comply  with  this  order,  and 
receiving  a  dispatch  winch  he  sent  to  Generals  McDowell  and  King,  stating  to  them 
that  he  was  about  to  fall  back,  or  was  falling  back  to  Manassas  JunclioUy  and  that  ho  did 
so  because  he  saw  clouds  of  dust,  showing  that,  in  his  judgment,  the  enemy  was  advancing 
on  the  road  he  was  occupying,  and  stating  that  it  appeared  to  him  from  the  tire  of  the 
battle  that  he  had  been  listening  to  that  our  forces  were  retreating  and  the  enemy  ad- 
vancing, and  he  had  determined  to  fall  back  to  Manassas  Junction^  and  recommend  Generals 
McDoicell  and  King  to  send  back  their  trains  also — receiving  this  not-e,  puiporting  to  be 
from  General  Porter  to  Generals  McDowell  aud  King,  I  sent  an  order  to  General  Por- 
ter directing  him,  immediately  upon  the  receipt  of  tue  onier,  to  march  his  whole  com- 
mand to  the  field  of  battle,  and  to  report  to  me  in  person  for  orders,  stating  to  him 
that  I  expected  him  to  comply  strictly  with  that  order. 

Why  did  Pope  issue  that  order!  Because  he  could  not  get  Porter  to 
obey  any  order,  he  had  to  direct  him  to  report  in  person  to  him  on  the 
battle-field  with  his  whole  command^  aud  so  he  did  require  him  to  do  so 
that  he  might  be  under  his  immediate  eye : 

I  pnt  it  in  such  form  (perhaps  not  entirely  courteous)  because  /  had  understood  Gen- 
eral Porter,  upon  two  several  occasions,  to  have  disobeyed  the  orders  that  I  had  sent  him, 
Thcjte  are  all  the  orders  that  I  issued  on  that  day  and  night  to  General  Porter,  I  will  8tat« 
in  addition  to  what  I  have  already  said,  that  the  first  of  these  orders  to  which  I  have 
referred,  being  subsequently  superseded,  is  not  perhaps  referred  to  here.  I  will  also 
state  that  the  corps  of  Sigel,  Heintzelman,  and  Reno  were  formed  in  line  of  battle 
across  the  Warrenton  turnpike, /(fwiwj^  to  the  west,  and  near  the  little  town  of  Groveton,  or 
at  ity  almost  at  the  point  where  the  road  from  Manassas  Junction  to  Sudley  JSpring — theSud- 
ley  iii2)ring  road  1  think  it  is  called— crosses  Warrenton  turnpike  a  little  in  advance  of  that 
road, 

(The  judge-advocate  stated  that  the  first  order,  referred  to  by  the  witness  in  his 
answer  to  the  last  interrogatory,  is  not  referred  to  in  the  specifications,  being  super- 
seded  by  a  subsequent  order. ) 

Q.  Excluding  from  view  the  first  order  given  on  the  morning  of  the  29th  of  August, 
and  which  directed  General  Porter  to  fall  back  upon  Centreville,  and  which,  you  say, 
was  superseded  by  a  subsequent  order,  are  or  are  not  the  other  three  orders  which  you 
have  enumerated  in  your  last  answer,  given  to  General  Porter  on  that  day,  the  same 
which  are  set  foith  in  the  second,  third,  and  fourth  specifications  of  the  first  charge 
preferred  against  him ?  (ilauding  witness  the  charges  aud  specifications.) — A.  (After 
examining  them.)  They  are  the  same  orders. 

Q.  Dj  you  mean  to  say  that  the  order  set  forth  in  the  secoud  specification,  addressed 
to  Generals  McDowell  and  Porter,  is  the  one  that  superseded  that  fir^it  order  t — A.  No, 
air.  There  was  one  sent  to  General  Porter  previously  to  that  time,  giving  nearly  the 
same  directions,  aud  which  is  referral  to  in  that  joint  order  as  having  been  given  an 
hour  and  a  half  before.  I  repeated  that  order  in  detail,  because  I  was  not  sure  that 
General  Porter  had  received  the  order  referred  to  there  as  having  been  sent  to  him  an 
hour  and  a  half  before. 

Q.  At  what  hour  in  the  morning  was  this  order  issued,  addressed  to  Generals  McDowell 
and  Porter,  and  set  forth  in  the  second  specification  of  the  first  charge? — A.  /  do  not  re- 
member distinctly .     I  tli  ink  it  was  somewhere  between  eight  and  nine  o^clockin  themorning. 

Q.  Was  there  any  engagement  tf^en  pending  f — A.  Fighting  was  then  going  on  along 
the  turnpike  that  led  from  Centreville  to  Warrenton — fignting  was  going  on  quite  sharply, 

Q.  Did  the  march  of  General  Porter's  command,  as  mdicat«d  in  that  order,  lead  him 
toward  that  battle? — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  led  him  toward  the  fiank  of  the  enemy. 
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Q.  What  forces  had  he  under  his  command  that  morning  when  that  order  was 
issued f — A.  He  had,  or  should  have  had,  at  Manassas  Junction  the  whole  of  his  own 
corps,  which,  from  his  report  to  me  at  Warrenton  Junction,  I  understood  to  be  between 
8,500  and  9,000  men.  I  nad  added  to  his  command  the  troops  forming  the  brigade 
cotnmandea  by  General  Piatt;  they  were  to  belong  to  the  division  of  General  Sturgls, 
and  I  think  they  numbered  about  3,500  men.  Their  exact  strength  I  do  not  know. 
That  was  the  impression  I  got  from  General  Sturgis. 

Q.  Was  that  his  entire  command  ? — A.  That  was  his  entire  command.  I  understood 
him  to  have  had  from  12,000  to  12,500  men  at  Manassas  Junction. 

Q.  What  was  the  distance  between  Manassas  Junction  and  the  scene  of  this  engage- 
ment of  which  you  speak? — A.  Between  five  and  Hx  miles j  I  think,  though  I  had  not 
heen  myself  over  the  road. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  the  character  of  the  roalf  Had  you  x)assed  over  it?— A.  I  had 
not  passed  over  it. 

Q.  Did  General  Porter  obey  the  order  addressed  to  him  and  General  McDowell  ? — A. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  obeyejl  it;  he  did  not  obey  it  fully;  how  far  he  obeyed  it 
I  am  not  able  to  say;  he  certainly  did  not  obey  the  order  fully. 

Q.  If  he  had  obeyed  it,  would  it  not  have  brought  him  up  with  the  enemy  before 
half  past  four  in  the  evening  f — A.   Fc»,  sir. 

Q.  On  your  arriving  on  the  battle-lield,  where  wa«  he  reported  to  you  to  be? — A.  I 
arrived  on  the  battJe-field  at  twelve  o'clock,  about  noon.  At  4.30  p.  m.  nobody  on  the 
fifld  knew  where  General  forter  was  at  all. 

Q.  Did  or  did  not  General  Porter  obey  the  second  order  to  which  you  refer,  issued 
at  lour  and  a  half  o'clock  on  the  29th  of  August,  directing  him  to  engage  the  enemy 
in  tlauk,  and,  if  possible,  in  i*ear  ? — A.  He  did  not^  so  far  as  my  knowledge  of  the  fad  goes, 

Q.  You  have  no  knowledge  of  his  haviug  made  auy  attack  then  f — A.  I  should  have 
known  it  if  he  had  attacked. 

Q.  Will  yon  stare  to  the  court  and  describe  the  condition  of  the  battle- tield  at  that 
honr,  and  the  importance  of  his  obedience  of  that  order  to  the  success  of  your  troops  ? — 
A.  Late  in  the  aft^jrnoon  of  the  29th,  perhaps  towards  half-past  tive  oir  six  o'clock — 
about  the  time  that  I  hoped  that  General  Porter  would  be  in  his  position  and  be  as- 
saulting the  enemy  on  the  dank,  and  when  General  McDowell  had  himself  arrived 
with  his  corps  on  the  tield  of  battle — I  directed  an  attack  to  be  ma<le  on  the.  left  of  the 
en<»niy'8  line,  which  was  handsomely  done  by  Heintzelnian's  corps  and  Reno's  corps! 
The  enemy  was  driven  back  in  all  directions,  and  left  a  large  part  of  the  grouu»l  with 
his  dead  and  wounded  upon  it  in  our  possessicm.  Had  General  Porter  fallen  ujwn  the 
Jlank  of  the  enemy j  as  it  was  hoped,  at  any  time  up  to  eight  o'clock  that  nighty  it  is  my  firm 
<»nriction  that  we  should  hare  destroyed  the  army  of  Jacknon. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  General  McDowell  obeyed  that  order  so  far  as  to  appear 
npon  the  battle-tleld  with  his  command  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  He  arrived  on  the  battle-fieldf  I 
tkinky  about  fire  o^clocky  and  immediately  pushed  forward  hin  corps  to  the  front  /  the  division 
of  General  King  haring  a  rery  ftharp  engagement  with  the  enemy  along  the  fVarrenion  turn- 
pike. In  advance  of  th«  ponition  that  we  had  occupied  during  the  day. 

^.  To  reach  the  battle-tield,  had  or  had  not  General  McDowell  as  great  a  distance 
to  march  as  General  Vort4'rt—k,  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  think  fully  as  great. 

Q.  I  iKdieve  yon  have  stated  tho  distance  from  Mantissas  .Junction  to  the  battle- 
tield  as  about  four  or  tive  miles? — A.  Five  or  six  miles ;  I  am  not  quite  sure ;  that  is 
my  impression. 

Q.  Is  or  is  not  that  abont  the  distance  which  the  command  of  General  Porfer  would 
have  had  to  have  niarche<l  to  have  obeyed  yonr  order  ? — A.  It  would  have  had  to  inarch 
less  than  that.  Y'on  refer,  I  suppose,  to  the  order  I  issued  about  half  past  four  in  the 
afternoon. 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  General  Porter  was  reported  to  me  by  the  aid-de-camp  who  deliv- 
ered him  that  order  to  be  two  miles  or  more  from  Man;issas  Junction,  in  the  direction 
of  the  field  of  battle. 

<^.  In  point  of  fact,  did  or  did  not  General  McDowell,  in  obeying  that  order,  pass 
General  Porter  and  his  command  on  the  way  ? — A.  I  so  understood.  General  McDowell 
can  tell  that  better  than  I  can  myself. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  now  in  regard  to  the  last  order,  that  which  purports  to  be  dated 
on  the  29th  of  August,  at  H.50  p.  m.,  and  is  set  forth  in  the  fourth  specification  of  the 
first  charge.  I  will  ask  you  if  General  Porter  obeyed  that  onler  or  not  ? — A.  General 
Porter  api>eared  himself  on  the  field  the  next  morning  with  a  portion  of  his  command. 
Two  brigades,  however,  were  not  present  with  him,  but  were  reported  by  aide-de- 
camp  to  me  as  being  at  Centre ville. 

Q.  Do  yon  or  not  Know  at  what  point  those  brigades  were  separated  from  his  com- 
mand ?~A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  What  brigades  were  they  ? — A.  One  was  General  Griffin's  brigade  ;  the  other  was 
General  Piatt's  brigade.  I  would  say,  however,  of  the  latter  brigade  that  when  they 
reached  Centreville,  and  found  that  there  was  a  battle  going  on  in  th«>  advance,  they 
marched  forward  to  the  field,  and  made  their  appearanoe  on  the  ground,  and  took 
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part  in  the  action  late  in  the  afternoon  of  the  30th  of  August.    That  is,  the  brigade 
of  Cieneral  Piatt.     They  did  so  without  orders  to  that  effect  from  anybody. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  became  of  General  Griffin's  brigade,  or  where  it  was  during 
the  battle  of  the  30th  of  August  f— A.  Of  my  own  knowledge  I  do  not  know,  except 
what  was  reported  to  me  by  my  aide-de-camp  from  Centreville,  that  the  brigade  was 
there. 

Q.  It  took  no  part  in  the  action  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  effect,  if  any.  was  produced,  or  was  liable  to  be  prodnciMl, 
on  the  fortunes  of  that  battle  by  the  absence  of  that  force  ? — A.  A  very  great  effect. 
I  do  not  know  the  strength  of  General  Griffin's  brigade;  but  a  brigade  of  four  regi- 
ments, and  a  battery  of  artillery,  as  I  understand  it.  That  was  uttcriy  withdrawn 
from  the  field;  took  no  part  in  the  action.  General  Piatt's  command  got  up  very 
late;  too  late  to  do  anything,  except,  indeed,  to  contribute  to  eu'ible  us  to  maintain 
our  ground  until  the  darkness  closed  the  fight.  The  presence  of  the  other  brigade 
would  undoubtedly  have  been  of  immense  benefit. 

Q.  Did  or  did  not  you  regard  the  withdrawal  of  these  brigades  from  General  Por- 
ter's command,  under  the  circumstances,  a  ch\ar  violation  of  the  order  issued  to  him 
to  report  with  his  command  on  the  battle-field  f 

(Question  objected  to  by  a  member  of  the  court.) 

The  room  was  cleared,  and  the  court  proceeded  to  deliberate  with  closed  d^ors. 
After  some  time  the  doors  were  reopened.     Whereupon — 

The  judge-advocate  stated  the  decision  of  the  court  to  be  that  the  question  should 
be  propounded  to  the  witness. 

Q.  (Repeated.)  Did  or  did  not  you  regard  the  withdrawal  of  those  brigades  from 
General  Pot  ier-»  comnutndf  under  the  circumstances,  a  clt^ar  violation  of  tlu»  order  issued 
to  him  to  report  with  hin  command  on  the  battle-field  f — A.  Undoubtedly. 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  the  court  whether  or  not  you  h:Ml  made  known  to  General  Pi>r- 
ter  the  position  of  the  enemy's  forces,  and  your  plan.s  and  int'entious  so  far  and  so  fully 
that  he  knew  the  critical  condition  of  your  army,  and  the  importance  of  nipid  m<n  e- 
ments,  and  prompt  and  energetic  action  to  secure  your  supplies  and  to  gnar:intee  huc- 
cess? — A.  It  has  been  my  habit  to  talk  very  freely  with  all  oflicers  having  large  com- 
mands in  the  army  which  I  commanded.  How  far  I  informed  General  Porter  I  am  not 
DOW  able  to  say.  But  I  should  ])resume,  from  my  habitual  practice,  and  from  conver- 
sations that  I  had  with  him,  that  he  understood  pretty  fully  the  condition  of  the  army 
and  the  position  of  the  various  corps  of  the  army.  What  I  re>^arded  as  a  necfssity  it 
is  altogether  possible  he  might  have  had  a  different  opinion  about.  Therefore  I  can- 
not say  that  he  understood  the  necessity  which  I  understood. 

After  Pope  learned  of  Porter's  conduct  on  the  field,  Pope  determined 
to  arrest  Porter,  but  was  persuaded  not  to  do  so,  but  issued  the  follow- 
ing order,  which  clearly  shows  that  Pope  knew  Porter  was  not  obeying 
his  orders.  This  order  was  issued  on  the  night  of  the  29t)i  to  appear 
next  morning  or  within  three  hours  from  its  reception : 

Major-General  Poktkr  : 

General:  Immediately  upon  receipt  of  this  order,  the  precise  hour  of  which  you 
will  acknowle<lge,  you  will  march  your  command  to  the  field  of  battle  of  to-day,  and 
report  to  me  in  person  for  orders.  You  are  to  understand  that  you  are  expected  to 
comply  strictly  with  this  onler,  and  to  be  present  on  the  field  within  three  hours  after 
its  reception,  or  after  daybreak  to-morrow  morning. 

Up  to  the  time  of  this  positive  order,  requiring  him  to  report  to  Pop© 
on  the  field  with  his  command,  he  obeyed  no  order,  and  in  obeying  this 
order  he  left  part  of  his  command,  and  did  not  bring  it  on  the  field  at 
all;  so  he  did  not  even  obey  this  one  strictly. 

Wa«  such  an  order  as  that  ever  issued  before  to  a  general  on  a  battle- 
field f  Why  then !  Becauseit  was  necessary,  absolutely  necessary,  to  issue 
this  order  to  him,  to  obey  it  strictly,  to  acknowledge  its  receipt,  and  to 
report  in  person  with  his  command  to  Pope  himself,  so  that  Pope  could 
see  that  the  orders  were  executed;  and  this  order,  as  I  say,  was 
issued  by  him  after  his  staff  officers  and  some  of  his  generals  had  per- 
suaded him  not  to  arrest  Porter  that  day  on  the  battle-ffeld  for  disobe- 
dience. 

General  McDowell,  in  speaking  of  the  order,  says  (court-martial  rec- 
ord, pages  82,  83,  and  84) : 

That  was  the  only  order  I  received  from  General  Pope  that  day. 

Q.  How  did  you  regard  that  order;  as  placing  General  Porter  in  subordination  to 
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^011,  or  ii8  indivaling  that  you  wire  both  to  act  inrlependently  of  each  other ^  and  each 
of  If ou  in  subordination  to  General  Pope? — A.  I  caanot  fniy  that  at  that  time  the  order 
occupied  my  mind  in  connection  with  the  question  of  auhordination  or  otherwise.  In 
Htarting  out  on  this  road,  as  I  mentioned  before,  General  Porter  had  started  out  ahead 
of  me,  under  the  order  he  had  himself  recm^ed  from  General  Pope  to  move  with  his  corps 
and  one  of  my  divi&iona  on  a  certain  road,  and,  I  think,  for  a  certain  purpose,  though  I 
am  not  certain  as  to  that.  At  that  time  I  conceived  General  Porter  to  be  under  me. 
When  the  joint  order  reached  us  we  were  doing  what  that  joint  order  directed  us  ta 
do.  That  joint  order  found  the  troops  in  the  position  in  which  it  directed  them  to  he. 
That  joint  oTdergave  a  ^scretion  to  the  effect  that  if  any  considerable  advant^tges  were  to  he 
gained  by  departing  from  that  order  it  was  not  to  be  strictly  construed,  I  decided  that 
considerable  advantages  were  to  be  gained  by  departing  from  that  order,  and  I  did 
not  construe  it,  or  strictly  carry  it  out.  That  order  contemplated  a  line  being  formed 
irfcicA  was  to  he  joined  on  to  a  line  that  was  to  come  up  from  the  east  to  the  went,  and 
hare  the  troops  on  the  Gainesville  road  to  attack  the  flank  and  rear  of  the  enemy ^  as  I 
understood  it,  in  moving  along  on  the  Crainesville  road.  This  long  line  of  troops — those 
who  were  ahead  of  me,  General  Porter's  corps — coming  to  a  halt,  I  moved  along  and 
rode  by  his  corps  to  the  head  of  the  column.  On  the  way  up  to  the  head  of  the  column  I 
received  a  note  from  General  Bn ford,  addressed  to  General  Ricketts,  and  to  be  forwanled 
to  me.  This  note  was  addressed  primarily  to  General  Ricketts,  and  then  to  myself,  for 
I  do  not  think  General  Buford  knew  of  General  Porter's  being  there  at  the  time  he 
wrote  it.     I  will  read  the  note: 

"  Headquarters  Cavalry  Brigade— 9.30  a.  m. 

*' Seventeen  regiments,  one  battery,  five  hundred,  cavalry  passed  through  Gaines- 
ville three-quarters  of  an  hour  ago  on  the  CentrevUle  road.     I  think  this  division 
Mhould  join  our  forces  now  engaged  at  once. 
"  Please  forward  this. 

*<  JOHN  BUFORD, 
"  Briga4ier-(reneral. 
••Geueral  Rkketts.'* 

This  was  addressed  to  General  Ricketts,  who  commanded  a  division.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  went  to  (general  Ricketts  direct,  or  came  to  me  direct,  or  came  to 
nie  from  (general  Ricketts  I  infer  it  had  refi'reuce  to  that  division.  General  Bu- 
ford belonged  to  General  Bank's  corps,  but  had  been  temporarily  under  my  orders 
the  day  before,  and  had  gone  up  to  Thoroughfare  Gap  with  Ricketts'  divi.iion  at  the 
time  I  expected  a  force  of  the  enemy  t4»  come  through  that  gap  ;  and  he  had  fallen 
back  with  Ricketts,  and  at  that  time,  as  I  nuderstood,  occupied  a  position  to  our  left 
und  front. 

Q.  Did  yon  or  not  communicate  to  General  Porter  the  contents  of  the  note  from 
(«eneral  Buford,  which  you  have  read? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  did  communicate  it  to  him. 

Q.  Where  was  General  Port-er's  command  at  that  time  ? — ^A.  On  this  road  leading 
from  Manassas  Junction,  by  way  of  Bethlehem  chapel  or  church,  toward  Gainesville. 
The  rear  of  his  column  had  passed  by  Bethlehem  chapel,  which  is  at  the  junction  of 
the  Sudley  Spring  road  with  the  road  from  Manassas  Junction  to  Gainesville. 

Q.  Bethlehem  church  enables  yon  to  identify  that  position! — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  is  at 
the  junciion,  or  the  crossing  rather,  a  little  beyond  the  crossing  of  the  Sudley  Spring,  or 
<Tum  S]>ring,  or  old  Carolina  road,  with  the  road  from  Manassas  Junction  to  Gaines- 
ville. The  rear  of  (reueral  Porter's  command  was  beyond  that  road,  the  head  of  it 
stretching  out  here  in  this  direction  [indicating  on  the  map]. 

Q.  Can  you  speak  with  any  confidence  as  to  the  hour  of  the  day  at  which  you  com- 
municated to  General  Porter' the  contents  of  this  note  from  General  Buford  f — A.  It 
was  somewhere  before  noon,  I  think.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  keep  the  hours  of  the 
day  in  my  mind  on  such  occasions.  I  have  tried  it  several  times  but  have  never  suc- 
ceeded except  some  important  things,  such  as  daylight  and  darkness.  It  was  com- 
municated a  short  time  after  it  was  received. 

Q.  Did  you  or  not,  upon  communicating  this  note,  confer  with  General  Porter  in 
reference  to  his  movements  and  your  ownT — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  Will  you  state  fully  what  occurred  in  that  conference  T — ^A.  On  passing  the  head 
of  General*  Porter's  column,  which  was  on  the  road  I  have  before  mentioned^  General 
Porter  was  in  advance  of  the  head  of  his  column,  I  think,  on  a  slight  emmence  or 
knoll  or  rise  of  ground,  with  some  of  his  staff  near  him. 

I  rode  np  to  him  [Porter]  ;  I  saw  that  he  had  the  same  order  as  myself  in  the  joint 
order. 

What  order!    Tbe  order  to  push  on  to  Gainesville,  the  joint  order. 

8oon  after  my  attention  was  directed  to  some  skirmishingf  I  think  some  dropping  shots 
in  front  of  us.  The  country,  in  front  of  the  position  where  General  Porter  was  when 
I  joined  him,  was  open  for  several  hundred  yards,  and  near,  as  I  supposed,  by  seeing  the 
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dust  eoming  up  above  the  treet,  the  Warreiit'On  turnpike,  which  was  covered  from  view 
by  the  woods.  How  deep  those  woods  were  I  do  not  know.  It  did  not  seem  at  that  time  to 
be  a  great  distance  to  that  road — the  Warrenton  turnpike.  I  had  an  impression  at 
the  time  that  those  skirmishers  were  engaged  with  some  of  the  enemy  near  that  road. 
I  rode  with  General  Porter  from  the  position  he  occupied,  eastward,  to  the  right — that 
is,  the  column  being  somewhat  west  of  north,  and  I  going  east,  made  an  angle  with 
the  line  of  troops  on  the  road.  The  Joint  order  of  General  Pope  was  discussed  be- 
tween us — ^the  point  to  be  held  in  view,  of  not  going  so  far  that  we  should  not  be  able 
to  get  beyond  Bull  Run  that  night;  that  was  one  point,  the  road  being  blocked  with 
General  Porter's  troops,  from  where  the  head  of  his  column  was  back  to  Bethlehem  church ;^ 
the  sound  of  battle,  which  seemed  to  be  at  its  height  on  our  right  toward  Grovetxtn  ;  the  note 
of  Ge  eral  Buford,  indicating  the  force  that  had  passed  through  GainesvilUt  and,  as  he  said, 
was  moving  toward  Groreton,  where  the  battle  was  going  on — 

Not  toward  where  Porter  was,  but  ia  tbe  direction  of  "Groveton, 
where  the  battle  was  going  on" — 

the  dust  ascending  above  the  trees  seeming  to  indicate  that  force  to  be  not  a  great  distance 
Jrom  the  head  of  General  Porter's  column,  I  am  speaKing  now  of  that  force  of  the 
enemy  referred  to  by  General  Buford  as  passing  down  the  Warrenton  turnpike  toward 
Groveton.  I  understand  this  note  of  General  Buford  to  refer  to  a  force  of  the  enemy. 
The  question  with  me  wa^  how,  soonest,  within  the  liruit  fixed  by  General  Pope,  this 
force  of  ours  could  be  applied  against  the  enemy.  General  Porter  made  a  remark  to 
me  which  showed  me  that  he  had  no  question  but  that  the  enemy  was  in  his  imme> 
diate  front.  I  said  to  him  :  **  You  put  your  force  in  here^  and  I  will  taice  mine  up  the  Sudley 
Spring  roa4,  on  the  left  of  the  troops  engaged  at  that  point  with  the  enemy/'  or  words 
to  that  effect.  I  left  General  Porter  with  the  belief  and  understanding  that  he  would 
put  his  force  in  at  that  point. 

I  moved  back  by  the  shortest  road  I  could  find  ta  the  head  of  my  own  troops,  who 
were  near  Bethlehem  church,  and  immediately  turned  them  up  north  on  the  Sudley 
Spring  road,  to  join  General  Reynolds*s  division,  which  belonged  to  my  command,  and 
wnich  I  ha<l  directed  to  co-operate  with  General  Sigel  in  the  movements  he  (General 
Sigel)  was  making  at  the  time  I  left  him  in  the  morning.  After  seeing  the  larger  part 
of  my  troops  on  the  Sudley  Spring  road,  I  rode  forwaixl  to  the  head  of  the  columu.  I 
met  a  messenger  from  General  Pope.  I  stopped  him  and  saw  that  he  had  an  order 
addressed  to  General  Porter  alone.  I  do  not  recollect  more  than  the  general  purport 
or  tenor  of  that  order.  It  was  to  the  effect  that  he  should  throw  his  corps  upon  the 
right  flank  or  rear  of  the  enemy  from  the  position  he  then  occupied.  When  I  say 
right  flank,  I  do  so  merely  because  of  my  knowledge  of  the  position  of  the  forces,  not 
from  any  recollection  of  what  that  ortler  contained  on  that  point. 

Q.  Was  or  was  not  the  messenger  to  whom  you  refer  who  bore  that  order  a  staff 
officer — Captain  Douglass  Pope! — A.  I  do  not  recollect;  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Q.  You  ditl  not  meet  on  the  way,  or  take  from  the  hands  of  any  other  staft'  officer 
on  that  day,  an  order  from  General  Pope  to  General  Porter,  except  this  one,  did 
yout — ^A.  No,  sir;  and  I  did  not  take  this  fn>m  his  hands  in  one  sense.  I  examined 
it,  gave  it  back  to  him,  and  he  went  on  his  way. 

Q.  Is  Captain  Pope  personally  known  to  you? — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  is.  My  impression 
is  that  it  was  not  Captain  Pope,  but  I  will  not  be  confident.  I  do  not  remember  who 
it  was. 

Q.  I  will  read  you  an  order  which  is  set  forth  in  specification  1  of  charge  2.  (Tho 
order  was  read  accordingly.)  Do  you  or  not  recognize  tliiit  as  the  order  which  you 
saw  and  readf — A.  I  can  only  say  that  the  order  that  I  saw  in  passing  was  of  that 
same  import.     Whether  that  was  the  order  or  not,  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  You  have  said  that  the  accused  made  an  observation  to  yon  which  showed  that 
he  was  satisfied  that  the  enemy  was  in  his  immediate  front;  will  you  state  what  that 
observation  was? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  repeat  it  exactly,  and  I  do  not  know 
that  the  accused  meant  exactly  what  the  remark  might  seem  to  imply'.  The  observa- 
tion was  to  this  eftect — putting  his  hand  in  the  direction  of  the  dust  rising  above  the 
tops  of  the  trees — "We  cannot  go  in  there  anywhere  without  getting  into  a  fight." 

Q.  What  reply  did  you  make  to  that  remark? — A.  I  think  to  this  eftect;  **That  in 
what  we  came  here  foV." 

Q.  Were  there  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  advance  on  the  part  of  General 
Porter's  command  upon  the  flank  of  the  enemy  ? — A.  That  depends  upon  what  you 
would  call  obstacles.     A  wood  is  an  obstacle. 

Q.  I  mean  insuperable  obstacles,  in  a  military  sense. — A.  I  do  not  think  ire  so  re- 
garded it  at  that  time.     I  did  not. 

Q.  Was  or  not  the  battle  raging  at  that  time? — A.  The  battle  was  raging  on  our 
right;  that  is,  if  you  regard  the  line  of  the  road  from  Bethlehem  church  to  Ciaines- 
ville  to  be  suUstantially  northwest,  the  battle  was  raging  to  the  right  and  east  of  that 
line  at  Groveton. 
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Q.  At  what  hoar  did  yon  arrive  upon  the  battle-field  with  your  command  and  take 
part  in  the  engagement  ? — A.  I  cannot  tiay  as  to  hours. 

Q.  As  nearly  as  you  cant — A.  It  was  in  the  afternoon.  I  do  not  know  at  what  time 
the  sun  set.  I  should  Lot  he  able  to  Ax  the  hour.  It  may  have  been  four  o'clock  or 
^ye  o'clock.  One  of  my  divisions,  which  had  been  the  day  before  up  to  Thorough- 
fare, and  the  day  before  that  on  a  long  march,  extending  to  late  in  the  night,  and 
which  had  started  that  day,  Friday,  and  had  marched  since  one  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, had  its  rear  guard  some  distance  behind,  and  that  rear  guard  did  not  get  up  to 
Manassas  until  the  next  morning,  though  it  got  within  a  couple  of  miles  of  that  place. 
That  was  the  rear  guard  of  the  corps,  in  that  instance  a  brigade. 

Q.  Did  you,  or  not,  afterward  see  General  Porter  duiing  that  engagement  of  the 
29th f — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  he,  or  not,  with  his  command,  take  any  part  in  that  battle  ? — ^A.  I  do  not 
know,  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Q.  What  would  probably  have  been  the  eft'ect  upon  the  fortunes  of  that  battle  if^ 
between  five  and  six  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  General  Porter,  with  his  whole  force, 
had  thrown  himself  upon  the  right  win<{  of  the  enemy,  as  directed  in  this  order  of 
4.30  p.  m.  of  the  29th  of  August,  which  has  been  read  to  you  f — A.  It  is  a  mere  opin- 
ion tnat  you  ask  T 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  I  think  it  would  have  been  decisive  in  our  favor. 

Q.  Did  any  considerable  portion  of  the  Confederate  forces  attack  General  Pope's  left 
on  Saturday,  passing  over  the  ground  that  General  Porter  would  have  passed  over  had 
he  attacked  the  enemy's  right  on  Friday  f — A.  I  cannot  say.  They  may  have  done  so. 
I  do  not  know. 

Q.  All  the  localities  of  which  you  have  spoken  in  your  testimony  are  in  the  State  of 
Virginia,  are  they  not  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Examination  by  the  judge-advocate  here  closed. 

Examination  by  the  Accuskd  : 

Q.  Will  you  say  whether  you  found  General  Porter's  corps  in  the  position  where  you 
expected  to  find  it  when  you  joined  him  the  first  time  you  saw  him  on  the  29th  of 
Augnst? — A.  I  did  not  think  anything  about  it;  it  was  not  a  question  with  me. 

Q.  State  if,  when  yon  /ound  him  at  the  place  where  the  joint  order  required  him  to 
be,  you  stated  to  him,  or  thought,  that  you  found  in  his  front  a  different  state  of  af- 
fairs than  you  had  expected  to  find. — A.  I  do  not  recollect  of  such  a  statement. 

Q.  Try  to  recollect  if,  upon  that  occasion,  you  did  not  say  to  him,  in  substance, 
that  he  was  too  far  in  the  trout,  and  that  the  position  in  which  he  was  was  not  a  po- 
sition in  which  to  fight  a  battle,  or  anything  to  that  effect? — A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  you  did  not  f — A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  question  about  that 
place  not  being  the  one  to  fight  a  battle.  Something  may  have  been  said  about  not 
going  further  toward  Gainesville,  with  reference  to  falling  behind  Bull  Run  that 
nierht. 

Q.  If  anything  was  said  in  relation  to  the  facility  of  getting  back  to  Bull  Run  that 
night,  do  yon  remember  whether  it  was  that  the  accused  was  too  far  in  the  front,  or 
would  be  too  far  in  the  front  if  he  moved  further  on  f — A.  It  was  hardly  a  question  of 
going  further  on.  It  was  more  a  question  of  turning  to  the  right  and  going  against 
the  enemy  than  passing  down  the  Warrenton  turnpike.  » 

Q.  You  say  that  something  might  have  been  saicl  by  the  accused  about  getting  back 
to  Bull  Run ;  are  you  to  be  understood  as  saying  from  recollection  that  he  was  told  to 
keep  in  view  his  ability  to  get  back  to  Bull  Run  ? — A.  That  was  the  expression  in  the 
joint  order. 

Q.  Was  it  used  by  you  T — A.  We  referred  to  that  point. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  see  the  order  of  which  yon  have  spoken  in  your  testimony  in 
chief,  that  of  4.30  p.  m.  of  the  29th  of  August,  which  directed  the  accused  to  turn  the 
right  flank  and  attack  the  enemy  in  the  rearf  You  have  been  understood  as  saying 
that  that  was  the  effect  of  the  joint  order.  That  is  not  your  meaning,  is  it  ? — A.  It 
was  the  effect  of  the  joint  order  as  modified  by  me,  when  I  left  General  Porter,  so  far 
as  I  had  the  power  to  modify''  that  order,  and  so  far  as  the  understanding  with  which 
I  left  him  at  the  time. 

Q.  Axe  you  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  before  you  *aw  the  order  to  General 
Porter  of  4.30  p.  m.  of  the  29th  of  August,  you,  under  the  discretion  you  supposed  was 
reposed  in  you  by  the  joint  order  to  yourself  and  General  Porter,  had  directed  him  to 
attack  the  enemy's  right  flank  and  rear?— A.  To  that  effect,  yes,  sir;  I  kneto  I  had 
that  diHcretion :  I  did  not  suppose  it.  This  is  the  clause  under  which  I  supposed^  if  you 
prefer  that  term,  I  had  that  discretion:  *'  If  any  considerable  advantages  are  to  be 
gained  by  departing  from  this  onler,  it  will  not  be  strictly  carried  out.'"  That  joint 
order  contemplated  General  Porter's  corps  and  my  own  to  be  employed  difton-ntly  from 
the  way  I  had  arranged  when  I  left  General  Porter,  which  arrangement  was  tc»  Hopa- 
rate  them,  leaving  liim  alone  on  the  (rainesville  road,  whilst  I  went  up  the  ^Sudloy 
Spring  road. 
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Q.  Di«!  you  uiicler  that-  joint  order  siippotie  that  you  were  authorized  to  take  any 
part  of  (:i*neral  Porter's  command  and  place  ir.  in  such  a  position  that  it  "would  not 
nave  been  in  the  power  of  his  command  to  reach  Bull  Run  that  night  or  the  foilowing 
nioniins? — A.  That  question,  if  I  understand  it,  did  not  come  up  in  my  mind.  The 
order  it.self  stated  that  one  thing  was  to  be  held  in  view.  I  will  read  that  part  of  the 
order.  *'One  thing  must  be  held  in  view,  that  the  troops  must  occupy  a  position 
from  which  they  can  reach  Bull  Run  to-night  or  by  morning." 

Q.  Was  it  your  understanding  of  that  joint  order  of  the  29th  of  August  that  yon 
could,  under  that  order,  direct  General  Porter  to  t«ke  his  command  into  a  position 
from  which  that  "one  thing"  could  not  be  accomplished? — A.  Certainly  not.  The 
order  does  not  say  that  I  snould  disobey  the  order,  and  that  is  what  the  question 
amounts  to. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  that  after  you  left  the  accused  on  the  29th,  and  took 
with  you  king's  division,  the  accused  sent  a  message  to  you  requestins^  that  that 
division  should  be  permitt'ed  to  stay  with  his  command? — A.  I  received  no  such  mea- 
sage. 

Q.  Will  you  say  whether,  in  consequence  of  a  mensage  or  otherwise,  you  sent  a  me«- 
«a,ge  to  the  accused  with  your  compliments,  telling  him  that  you  were  going  to  the 
right  and  should  take  King  with  you,  and  that  he,  the  accused,  should  remain  where 
he  was  for  the  present,  and  if  he  had  to  fall  back  to  do  so  on  your  left  ? — A.  1  do  not 
recollect. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  say  that  you  are  certain  that  you  did  not  send  such  a  message? — 
A.  That  is  mj  impression,  that  1  did  not. 

Q.  What  distance  did  you  march  with  that  portion  of  your  command  whicli  yoa 
took  to  the  battle-field  from  the  point  where  you  left  the  accused  to  the  point  upon, 
the  battle-field  that  you  reached  with  that  portion  of  your  command? — A.  Somewhere 
about  four  miles. 

Q.  What  road  did  you  travel,  or  did  you  travel  any  rente  known  as  a  road? — ^A. 
The  troops  went  by  the  Sudley  Springs  road  from  Bethlehem  church. 

Q.  When  you  left  the  accused  where  you  found  him  on  the  29th  of  August,  were 
you  at  that  time  advised  that  Longstreet's  corps  or  any  other  corps  of  the  confederate 
army  wa«  marching  on  to  unite  with  the  right  of  Jackson? — A.  I  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  Longstreet's  corps  or  Jackson's  corps.  I  have  mentioned  before  that  I 
received  a  note  from  General  Buford  that  seventeen  regime)it«,  a  battery,  and  five 
hundred  cavalry  were  marching  from  Gainesville  upon  Grovet^n.  To  whom  they  be- 
longed or  to  whom  they  were  going  was  not  a  matter  of  which  I  was  informed. 

Q.  Do  you  know  now  whether  the  information  given  bj'  General  Bulbrd  in  the  note 
to  which  you  have  just  referred  was  correct? — A.  I  know  nothing  more  now  than  I 
knew  then ;  I  believed  it  then  to  be  correct. 

Q.  Will  you  state,  if  the  force  to  which  General  Buford  referred  in  his  note  actually 

£assed  through  Gainesville  at  thirty  minutes  past  nine  o'clock  on  the  29th  of  August, 
ow  long  you  suppose  it  would  have  taken  it  to  have  joined  the  force  in  front,  which, 
as  we  have  supposed,  was  commanded  by  Jackson  ? — A.  It  would  depend  upon  how 
fast  they  marched. 

Q.  I  know  that. — A.  I  do  not  know  how  fa.st  they  marched,  so  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  How  long  would  it  have  taken  them  if  they  liad  marched  as  fast  as  you  think 
they  could  have  marched  ? — A.  I  have  formed  no  estimate  as  to  how  fast  those  troops 
can  march. 

Q.  If  those  troops,  in  fact,  marched  as  fast  as  yon  have  marched  your  own  troops 
upon  any  occasiou,  how  long  would  it  have  taken  them  ? — A.  To  go  from  Gainesville  T 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  Without  stops,  without  obstacles,  formations,  or  checks  of  any 
kind,  simply  marching  along  the  road? 

Q.  The  qnestion  has  reference  to  the  country  as  it  is,  a  distance  of,  as  yon  say,  about 
four  miles?— A.  It  was  somewhere  between  four  and  six  miles.  Troops  march  readily 
from  two  miles  to  two  miles  and  a  half  an  hour,  if  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  them, 
if  they  are  not  disturbed  by  stopping  up  the  roads  with  wagons,  getting  breakfast,  or 
something  of  that  kind. 

Q.  From  your  knowledge  of  the  actual  condition  of  the  country  over  which  that 
force  was  supposed  to  be  passing,  can  you  tell  whether  there  were  any  obstacles  to 
their  march,  and  if  there  were  any,  what  were  they  ? — A.  Not  having  gone  over  the 
road,  I  do  not  know  anytAing  about  the  obstacles,  one  way  or  the  other. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  what  was  the  average  number  of  the  regiments  of  the  confederates, 
each  regiment,  I  mean  ? — A.  Do  you  mean  the  strength  of  each  regiment  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  They  consisted  of  all  the  way  from  two  hundred,  or  even  as  low  aa 
one  hunared  and  fifty,  up  to  one  thousand  or  even  twelve  hundred.  I  have  taken  a 
great  deal  of  pains  at  different  times  in  examining  deserters,  scouts,  spies,  negroes, 
Kud  prisoners,  to  ascertain  that  matter,  and  I  find  that  nothing  varies  so  much  as  the 
strength  of  the  regiments  on  the  other  side.  I  have  the  impression  that  they  were 
not  very  strong ;  that  their  average  was  certainly  not  greater  than  our  own,  if  it  was 
as  great ;  but  that  it  varies  at  dinerent  times.    Before  they  had  their  conscription  it 
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was  very  low;  after  the  consoriptioo  their  regimcnto  were  quite  full.  I  have  no  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  the  matter  at  all.  I  give  the  sources  from  which  I  obtained  this 
estimate. 

Q.  Have  you  a  knowledge  now  of  what  was  the  actual  force  of  the  enemy  under 
the  command  of  J-ickson,  or  did  you  know  that  Jackson  was  in  command  of  the 
enemy  f — ^A.  I  did  not  know  that  Jackson  was  there ;  I  have  been  told  that  he  was 
there.    I  do  not  know  what  his  force  was. 

Q.  And  do  you  know  or  not  what  was  the  amount  of  the  confederate  force  that  was 
coming  upf — A.  Coming  up  when  and  where? 

Q.  As  stated  in  the  note  from  General  Buford  ? — A.  Nothing  more  than  he  told  me 
in  that  note. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  left  the  accused  on  the  29th  of  August  when  you  saw  the 
order  dated  at  4.30  p.  m.  of  that  day,  which  was  handed  you  by  some  officer  t — ^A.  I 
cannot  tell ;  I  do  not  recollect.  I  rode  from  the  head  of  his  column  back  to  the  head 
of  my  own  column,  and  as  rapidly  as  I  could  get  my  troops  into  position  on  the  other 
road,  and  waited  until  the  larger  part  of  them  had  entered  upon  that  road.  Then,  on 
riding  by  them  to  go  to  the  head  of  my  column  on  the  Sudley  Springs  road,  I  met  this 
messenser.  I  cannot  tell  how  long  all  this  took.  I  cannot  fix  the  time  when  I  left 
GeneralPorter,  and,  of  course,  cannot  fix  the  time  when  I  saw  this  messenger. 

Q.  How  often  during  this  campaign  of  General  Pope  in  Virginia,  of  which  you  have 
spoken,  bad  you  seen  the  accused  before  you  saw  him  on  the  29th  of  August  ? — ^A.  I 
had  not  seen  him  during  that  campaign  before  I  bslw  him  on  the  29th  of  August. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  together  during  that  interview  of  the  29th  of  August  t — A. 
I  cannot  fix  the  exact  time.  We  rode  together  some  distance  ^  perhaps  a  mile ;  per- 
haps it  ma^  have  been  more ;  I  do  not  recollect  now. 

Q.  Was  it  five,  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  minutes? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Which? — A.  You  may  put  it  at  fifteen  minutes,  or  at  twenty  minutes. 

Q.  During  that  conversation,  that  interview,  did  the  accused  say  anything,  or  do 
anything,  from  which  you  inferred  disloyalty  u'pon  his  part,  or  unwillingness  to  per- 
form his  doty  under  the  command  of  General  Pope? — A.  No,  sir;  what  he  said  was 
thc^  reverse.  He  professed  to  have  but  one  feeling,  which  was  that  for  the  success  of 
his  country.  This  was  said,  I  think,  in  reference  to  the  embarrassment  which  I  have 
before  alluded  to,  about  General  King's  division  going  under  bim.  General  Porter.  It 
was  not  a  question  with  me  about  loyalty  or  disloyalty ;  I  never  think  of  such  things; 
what  I  mean  is  this:  I  assume  everybody  to  be  loyal ;  my  suspicions  do  not  run  that 
way.  The  suspicion  that  persons  who  hold  commissions  as  general  officers  in  the  Army 
are  disloyal  does  not  occur  to  me. 

Q.  It  is  not  recollected  what  yon  said  in  relation  to  the  embarrassment  yon  speak 
of  growing  out  of  King's  division  being  under  General  Porter's  command.  Will  you 
state  what  it  was  that  you  understood  him  to  refer  to  ? — A.  The  embarrassment  was 
rather  on  my  side  than  on  his;  the  embarrassment  I  refer  to  was  this:  I  came  down 
to  take  King's  division  and  bring  it  up  along  with  my  other  division,  that  is,  with 
Reynolds's  mvision,  then  engaged  at  Groveton.  I  found  it  with  an  order  to  go,  under 
General  Porter,  in  another  direction ;  that  was  what  produced  the  embarrassment. 
General  Portor  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  embarrassment ;  I  may  say  that  we  were 
both  embarrassed:  I  at  finding  one  of  my  divisions  under  his  command,  and  he  at 
finding  himself  under  my  command.  I  do  not  know  that  *' embarrassment"  is  the 
proper  word  to  umo  ;  what  I  meant  was  that  I  found  things  different  from  what  I  ex- 
pected to  find.  When  I  spoke  of  one  of  my  divisions  goiuff  under  him,  he  suggested 
that  I  was  the  senior  officer,  as  between  himself  and  myself  and  that  I  could  take  the 
.command  of  the  whole  force — his  corps  and  my  own  lorce — ^and  we  went  forward  at 
first  in  that  way  before  the  joint  order  reached  us.  I  did  not  ^o  to  that  place  expect- 
ing to  find  General  Porter ;  I  went  there  to  find  my  own  division  and  I  found  General 
Porter  there  with  an  order  to  take  one  of  my  divisions  under  his  command.  That 
was  not  foreseen  by  the  general-in-chief  of  that  army,  who  was  absent,  and  the  matter 
was  solved  in  the  way  I  have  stated,  I  commanding  General  Porter's  corps  and  my 
own  division.  We  then  received  the  joint  order,  which  directed  the  very  things  which 
we  had  ourselves  done.  The  order  was  sent  by  General  Pope  upon  the  receipt  of  a 
note  from  me,  in  reference  to  this  matter  of  my  division. 

Q.  Bo  you  know  from  what  point  King's  division  had  marched  on  that  day,  or  the 
day  before,  in  order  to  get  to  the  point  where  you  found  it  on  the  29th  of  August? — 
A.  It  had  marched  from  some  point  or  some  place  on  the  Warrenton  turnpike,  be- 
tween Gainesville  and  Groveton,  where  it  had  an  engagement  with  the  enemy,  back 
to  Manassas  Junction,  having  left,  as  I  was  informed  by  General  Reynolds,  about  one 
o'clock  on  the  morning  of  Fndav,  the  29th  of  August.  It  had  been  ordered  the  day 
before  to  march  from  Bnckland  Mills,  which  is  beyond  Gainesville,  to  Manassas  Junc- 
tion. Before  it  had  reached  Bethlehem  Church  it  was  ordered  to  move  on  to  Centre- 
ville,  in  compliance  with  orders  from  General  Pope,  and  had  been  sent  fh>m  the  road — 
or  I  do  not  know  that  it  was  on  any  road,  but  from  the  position  where  the  order 
reached  it — ^north  to  the  Warrenton  turnpike,  and  thence  to  move  along  that  pike  to 
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Centreville.  It  had  become  engaged  with  the  enemy  in  the  evening,  and  then,  as  -I 
have  before  stated,  fell  back  the  next  morning,  starting  at  one  o'clock,  as  I  nnder- 
stood  fi-om  General  Reynolds.  These  facts  I  leame<l  on  the  morning  of  Friday,  the 
29thy  from  General  Reynolds,  who  had  been  personally  with  King's  division ;  had  rid- 
den over  to  it  the  night  before. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  you  informed  the  accused  at  that  interview  that  Gen- 
eral Rickefcts  had  been  driven  from  Thoroughfare  Gap,  and  that  General  King  had 
been  driven  from  Gainesville  by  the  enemy? — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  having  used  such 
expressions.  I  recollect  having  informed  him  of  the  fact  that  General  King's  division, 
as  X  had  learned  from  General  Reynolds,  had  fallen  back  that  morning,  and  also  that 
General  Rickctts's  division  had  fallen  back  from  Thoroughfare  Gap.  At  the  time  I 
saw  General  Porter  I  had  not  got  up  with  either  of  these  divisions.  I  found  them 
after  my  interview  with  him. 

Q.  Did  you  then  know  tbat  Generals  Ricketts  and  King  had  met  with  the  enemy, 
the  one  at  Thoroughfare  Gap  and  the  other  at  or  near  Gainesville,  and. that  they  were 
then  falling  back  in  consequence  of  the  enemy  ? — A.  I  knew  ihey  had  met  the  enemy 
the  night  before,  but  at  the  time  I  met  General  Porter  I  knew  nothing  of  the  /letaiis 
of  the  engagements  which  they  had  had  with  the  enemy,  nor  do  I  recollect  having 
said  to  General  Porter,  or  haviujy^  known,  anything  about  the  motives  for  General 
King's  falling  back  to  Manassas  troui  this  position  ou  the  road  lietween  Gainesville 
and  Groveton.  I  have  an  idea  that  there  was  a  question  of  supplies  connected  with 
the  falling  back  from  that  point.  General  Reynolds  had  told  me  that  he  had  told 
General  King  that  he  would  be  alongside  of  him  in  the  morning.  At  the  time  I  saw 
General  Porter  the  whole  subject  of  the  engagements  of  the  evening  before,  except  the 
mere  fact  that  there  had  been  engagements,  was  unknown  to  me;  I  mean  the  detaila 
in  regard  to  those  engagements. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  or  have  been  understood  to  have  stated,  that  when  you  were 
with  the  accused,  on  the  29th  of  August,  the  buttle  was  going  on,  and  you  could  hear 
it.  Will  you  state  if  you  heard  any  other  tiring  than  that  of  artillery  f — A.  I  do  not 
recollect  about  that  now.  The  noise  was  very  decided,  and  distant  from  where  we 
were,  I  should  suppose,  about  four  miles. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  the  infantry  tiring  on  that  day  commenced;  was  it,  or  not, 
about  four  o'clock f — A.  I  think  it  was  much  t-arlier  than  that;  I  have  only  one  thing 
to  guide  me,  and  that  is  General  Reynolds's  report;  I  can  refer  to  that  and  tind  out 
more  particularly  if  it  is  desired. 

The  examination,  by  the  accused  was  here  closed. 

Thereupon  the  court  adjourned  to  eleven  a.  m,  to-morrow. 

The  examination  of  M^or-General  Irvin  McDowell  was  then  resumed,  as  follows: 

Examination  by  the  Court: 

Question.  Did  or  did  not  General  Porter  pnt  his  troops  in  action  at  the  point  indi* 
cated  by  you,  at  the  time  he  said  he  could  not  go  in  anywhere  there  without  getting 
into  a  tight  f — Answer.  Of  my  own  knowledge  I  know  nothing  of  what  General  Porter 
did  after  I  left  him. 

Q.  In  departing  from  a  strict  obedience  to  the  joint  order  of  the  29th  of  August,  did 
you  or  not  extend  that  departure  beyond  your  own  immediate  command  f  That  is,  did 
you  change  the  order  with  respect  to  General  Porter's  corps  f — A.  General  Porter  and 
I  started  out  from  Manassas  with  the  understanding  that  under  the  articles  of  war  ap- 
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ter  and  myself,  seemed  to  imply  that  those  relations  were  not  to  be  constant,  were  not 
to  continue.  I  decided  under  the  latitude  allowed  in  that  order,  that  General  Porter 
should  post  his  troops  in  to  the  right  of  where  the  head  of  his  column  then  lay,  and 
that  I  would  take  mine  away  from  the  road  on  which  our  two  commands  then  lay,  up 
the  Siidley  Springs  road  into  the  battle,  in  this  way  dissolving  the  Joint  operations  of 
our  two  corps,  and  from  the  moment  I  left  General  Porter  I  considered  he  was  no  longer 
under  my  immediate  control,  or  under  my  immediate  command,  or  my  direct  orders, 
but  that  he  came  under  those  of  our  common  commander-in-chief,  we  not  then  being 
on  the  same  immediate  ground.  The  article  to  which  I  refer  is  the  sixty-second  arti- 
cle of  war,  which  directs  that  when  troops  happen  to  meet,  the  senior  officer  commands 
the  whole.  I  considered  that  article  of  war  to  apply  up  to  the  time  that  I  left  General 
Porter  and  broke  my  command  away  from  his,  after  which  I  conceived  that  his  rela- 
tions were  direct  to  the  commander-in-chief;  therefore,  in  answer  to  the  question,  to 
that  extent  I  did  interfere  with  his  corps,  by  separating  mine  from  it,  and  also  by  iu- 
dicating  where  I  thought  his  corps  ought  to  be  applied  against  the  enemy. 

Q.  Did  you  report  to  General  Pope  any  change  you  had  made  in  the  operations  of 
that  joint  order? — A.  No  further  than  by  bringing  my  troops  up,  reporting  to  hini 
that  they  were  there,  and  receiving  his  orders.  His  order  to  General  Porter  direct 
met  me  on  my  way  to  join  the  main  army.  I  did  not  know  at  that  time  that  General 
Pope  was  at  that  particular  place. 
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Q.  When  you  saw  the  order  from  General  Pope  to  General  Porter,  the  one  snhae- 
qoent  to  the  joint  order,  did  you  give  or  had  yon  given  any  order  to  Geueral  Porter 
which  wonld  interfere  vflth  his  obedience  to  it? — A.  None. 

Q.  The  orders  yon  had  given  to  General  Porter  wer»  not  in  opposition,  or,  at  least, 
not  of  a  difierent  character  from  the  one  that  came  to  him  from  Geoer'^l  Pope  ? — A. 
They  eoncorred.  The  arrangements  that  I  supposed  to  exist  when  I  lefc  General  Por- 
ter concurred  with  the  order  which  I  afterward  saw  from  General  Pope  to  General 
Porter.  They  were  to  the  same  eflect,  except  as  to  details,  which  General* Pope  may 
have  given.    I  gave  no  details. 

Q.  Would  or  would  not  the  preeeace  of  General  Pope,  an  officer  superior  m  command 
to  both  yourself  and  General  Porter,  render  inoperative  or  inapplicable  the  article  of 
war  to  which  you  have  referred  ? — ^A.  It  wouhl  depend  upon  bis  prest-nce,  whether  it 
was  immediate  or  do*. 

Q.  We  speak  of  euch  presence  as  existed  then. — A.  We  did  not  so  consider  it.  Gen- 
eral Poi>ei,  according  to  the  note  we  received,  was  at  Ceiitrevilli*,  which  I  suppose  was 
some  six  miles  o£C,  and  we  were  going  away  from  him.  I  will  mention  further  that 
the  day  before  nearly  a  siniilar  catie  happened,  when  General  Sigel  afid  myself  were 
together  at  Buekland  Mills,  and  1  commanded  Gi^neral  Sij^el.  Tb.it  was  done  by  a 
dii-ect  onler  irtun  Gei>ernl  Pope,  bt-fure  given.  Still,  it  wonld  have  been  the  same  if 
he  had  not  given  that  ord»'r. 

Q.  Could  thn  Bccnsed  have  engngfd  in  th»  battle  according  to  your  oinler  and  ac- 
con^ng  to  the  subsequent  order  of  Gt'iieral  Pope  and  still  havc^  i'iiil«*u  back  to  Bull 
Kan  within  the  tiaie  named  in  the  joint  ordei-  to  youi>elf  and  the  aecnsCii  f — A.  Yes, 
bir. 

Q.  From  your  knowledge  of  the  nature  of  the  country  between  General  Porter's 
column  and  the  forces  engaged  on  the  29t'h  of  Angnst,  was  tbere  anything  to  have 
prevented  the  accused  from  making  an  attack  upou  the  enemy's  right  or  rear,  as 
directed  bj*  General  Pope  ?  If  so,  state  what  it  was. — A.  My  knowledge  of  the  coun- 
try is  derived  principally,  first,  from  having  gone  over  the  railroad  from  Manassas  to 
Gainesville  in  a  car,  or  in  a  locomotive,  which  gave  me  but  little  idea  of  it,  as  I  was 
engaged  whilst  going  over  with  matters  which  prevented  my  paying  attention  to  the 
country;  next,  in  marching  from  Buckland  Mills  to  Gainesville,  and  from  Gainesville 
east  along  the  Warrenton  turnpike  for  a  mile  or  two— I  do  not  remember  the  exact 
distance — then  turning  otf  to  the  right  and  south,  and  going  across  the  country  to 
Bethlehem  Chnrcb.  and  thence  to  Manassas;  then  from  the  fact  that  General  Rey- 
nolds's division,  which  had  the  lead  on  the  occasion  that  I  refer  to,  going  from  Gaines- 
ville toward  Groveton,  had  gone  turther  on  that  rosul  than  I  went  myself,  had  turned 
to  the  right  and  gone  toward  Bethlehem  Church;  and  from  the  tact  that  General 
King's  division,  which  liad  gone  on  that  same  roa<i  toward  Groveton  from  Gainesville, 
and  had  turned  down  south  of  that  road,  had  again  gone  north  bn  to  that  road,  had 
engaged  the  enemy  at  a  certain  place,  had  fallen  back  to  Manassas  from  that  place, 
which  place  I  learned  %ca8  nearly  reached,  if  not  quite,  on  Friday,  the  day  of  the  battle,  by 
the  troope  maringfrom  Groveton  weet;  and  from  the  fact  that  the  enemy^e  force  had  moved  to 
the  south  on  Saturday,  and  turned  our  left  on  that  day.  These  movements  by  tico  dirisions  of 
iNjf  corps,  my  own  movements,  and  the  movements  of  the  enemy,  gave  me  the  belief  that  troops 
could  more  through  the  country  comprised  between  the  Warrenton  turnpike  and  the  Sudley 
JSprings  road  and  the  road  from  Bethlehem  Church  to  Gainesville,  I  will  mention,  further, 
that  that  country  is  a  mixture  of  woods,  cleared  ground,  and  hills^  and  that  it  is  easy 
lor  trrHips  t(»  march  without  being  seen  or  seeing  the  enemy. 

Q.  Does  the  country  which  you  have  just  described  include  that  over  which  General 
Porter  was  required  to  march  in  obeying  the  order  of  4.30  p.  m.  from  General  Pope  to 
attack  the  enemy? — A.  Ye.s,  sir.  I  would  say  that  I  do  not  kuo^^'  that  order  by  that 
hour. 

Q.  Please  state  the  ground  on  which  yon  formed  the  opinion  that  if  the  accused 
had  attacked  the  right  wing  of  the  rebels,  as  he  was  ordered,  the  battle  would  have 
been  decisive  in  our  favor. — A.  Because  on  the  evening  of  that  day  I  thought  the  result 
was  decidedly  in  ourfat>or,  as  it  was.  Bat,  admitting  that  it  wa^  merely  equally  balanced, 
I  think,  and  thought,  that  if  the  corps  of  General  Porter,  refmted  one  of  the  best,  if  not  the 
best,  in  the  service,  consisting  of  between  twenty  and  thirty  regiments  and  some  eight  batteries, 
had  been  added  to  the  efforts  made  by  the  others,  the  result  would  hare  been  in  our  favor 
rery  decidedly. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  besides  mere  advantage  in  numbers  from  which  that  result 
would  have  followed  f — ^A.  And  position. 

Q.  What  particular  advantage  in  position  was  there? — A.  The  position  in  which 
that  force  would  have  been  applied,  while  the  main  body  was  so  hotly  engaged  in 
front,  wonld  have  been  an  additional  powerful  reason  for  so  supposing. 

Q.  When  the  accused  said  to  you  that  he  could  not  go  anywhere  there  without 
l^ctting  into  a  fight,  did  he  or  not  appear  to  be  averse,  to  engaging  the  enemy  ? — A.  I 
cannot  say  that  it  made  that  impression  on  me,  thongh  in  giving  my  answer  I  took 
the  view  that  he  did  so  imply,  and  made  the  remark ;  but  I  did  not  think  he  was 


36  FITZ-JOHN   PORTER. 

averse  to  engaging  the  enemy.  I  mean  by  that  that  that  was  not  serioosly  a  qaestion 
irith  me,  for  when  I  left  him  I  thought  he  was  going  to  engage  and  would  engage  the 
enemy. 

Q.  Had  General  Porter  taken  part  in  the  action  of  August  29  would  you  not  have 
been  likely  to  have  known  it  f — A.  /  heard  that  he  did  fire  some  artillery,  and  I  did  not 
hear  his  fire;  so  that  he  might  have  gone  into  action  unthout  my  knofcing  it  at  that  time, 
because  wbere  I  was  there  was  a  great  deal  of  noiee;  and  the  noise  that  his  engagement 
might  have  made  might  have  been  in  a  direction  which  would  have  confounded  it  with 
other  noiee. 

Q.  Up  to  what  hour  did  the  battle  continue  on  that  day,  and  how  long  was  your 
command  engaged  in  it  ? — A.  It  continued  till  after  dark,  or  continued  to  such  an 
hour  in  the  evening  when  you  could  see  the  flash  rather  than  the  smoke.  Of  my 
command  part  of  King's  division  was  actively  engaged  to  the  front  for,  I  should  think, 
something  like  an  hour,  it  may  have  been  more,  before  the  battle  terminated.  I  speak 
of  the  active  collision. 

In  the  same  coiinectioii,  here  si'oken  of,  General  McDowell  swears 
that  General  Porter  said,  when  he  told  him  to  put  his  force  in  here,  ^^  If 
I  put  them  in  there  I  will  get  into  a  flghf  McDowell  said,  "  Was  not 
that  what  you  cime  here  for  f "  "  If  I  put  them  in  here  I  will  get  into 
a  fight.^  Well,  if  an  army  is  not  put  in  for  the  purpose  of  fighting, 
what  is  it  put  in  for  f  I  suppose  that  the  army  of  General  Porter  was 
not  taken  up  there  to  hold  a  dress  parade  that  day  for  the  benefit  of  the 
boys  who  were  in  battle  and  getting  shot.  It  could  not  have  been  for 
that  purpose.  If  it  could  not  have  hfte/a  for  that  purpose,  I  do  not  see 
what  other  purpose  there  could  have  been,  except  to  fight ;  and  yet  he 
said,  ^<  If  I  go.  in  here  I  will  get  into  a  fight."  He  did  not  get  into  a 
fight  because  he  did  not  go  in,  and  that  is  the  only  reason,  perhaps. 

General  Eoberts,  who  has  testified  in  this  case,  swears  that  he  had 
reason  from  his  observations — ^he  was  in  a  place,  too,  that  day  where  he 
could  see  the  different  parts  of  the  field ;  he  was  in  a  direction  where  he 
could  see  where  Porter  was,  where  he  could  see  the  battle,  where  he 
could  see  the  movements  of  the  troops — ^he  swears  that  he  had  reason 
to  believe  that  Longstreet's  corps  did  not  go  down  in  front  of  Porter, 
as  has  been  represented  or  stated,  but  that  the  majority  of  it  when  it 
came,  joined  on  with  Jackson  in  the  battle  near  Groveton,  and  so  quite 
a  number  of  ofBcers  swear.  The  Confederate  reports  sustain  this  state- 
ment. This  is  the  testimony  of  General  B.  S.  Eoberts  (court-martial 
record,  p.  50) : 

Question.  What  do  you  know,  if  anything,  in  regard  to  the  order  issued  by  General 
Pope  to  General  Porter,  set  forth  in  the  thiM  specihcation  of  the  first  charge,  bearing 
date  4.30  p.  m.  of  the  lK)th  August? — Answer.  About  4.30  p.  m.  of  the  29th  of  August 
it  was  supposed  by  General  Pope  that  General  Porter  was  near  the  field  of  battle. 
The  direction  in  which  the  first  order  required  him  to  move  would  have  brought  him, 
as  was  supposed,  near  the  field  of  battle  before  that  hour;  and  I  had  noticed,  in  the 
direction  where  I  knew  General  Porter  was  expected,  the  fiash  and  the  smoke  from 
some  pieces  of  artillery,  and  I  inferred  it  to  be  artillery  from  General  Porter,  who  was 
expected  to  attack  there  about  that  time.  But  it  very  soon  ceased,  and  General  Pope 
then  wrote  another  order  to  General  Porter,  which,  according  to  my  recollection, 
stated  that  the  direction  of  his  movements  would  bring  him  on  the  enemy's  right 
flank  or  rear,  and  that  he  wished  him  to  press  forward  and  attack  immediat<ely* 

Q.  Is  or  is  not  the  order  to  which  you  now  refer  the  one  set  forth  in  the  third  speci- 
fication of  the  first  charge  f — A.  That  is  the  order  to  which  I  refer. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  you  know,  if  anything,  in  regard  to  General  Porter's  haying 
either  obeyed  or  disobeyed  those  ordersY— A.  I  know  that  General  Porter  did  not 
attack  as  he  was  directed  to  attack  in  that  order.  I  was  on  that  part  of  the  field  sev- 
eral times,  and  was  expecting  every  moment  that  the  attack  would  be  made,  and  was 
watching  for  it  with  a  great  deal  of  anxiety,  but  it  was  not  made. 

Q.  Did  you  continue  upon  the  field  until  tlie  engagement  closed  f — A.  I  was  on  the 
field  all  day,  and  remained  on  the  field  all  that  night. 

Q.  What  were  the  results  of  the  battle  when  the  night  closed  in  f—A.  General 
Pope's  troops,  when  ni^ht  closed  in,  occupied  quite  a  portion  of  the  field  from  which 
the  enemy  had  been  driven,  and,  in  m^  opinion,  although  the  battle  was  not  a  decisive 
one,  the  advantages  of  the  day  were  m  favor  of  General  Pope's  army. 
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Q.  In  view  of  what  the  army  had  accomplished  during  the  battle  of  the  day  in 
the  absence  of  General  Porter's  command,  what  do  yon  snppose  would  have  been  the 
result  upon  the  fortunes  of  the  battle  if  General  Porter  had  attacked,  as  ordered  by 
the  order  of  4.30  p.  m.,  either  on  the  right  flank  or  the  rear  of  the  enemy  f 

(The  accused  obieoted  to  the  question. 

The  court  was  thereupon  cleared. 

Some  time  after  the  court  was  reopened,  the  jud^e-advocate  announced  that  the 
court  determined  that  the  question  shall  be  answered. 

The  question  was  again  propounded  to  the  witness,  as  follows : ) 

Q.  In  view  of  what  the  army  had  accomplished  daring  the  battle  of  the  day  in  the 
absence  of  General  Porter's  command,  what  do  you  suppose  would  have  been  the  re- 
snlts  upon  the  fortunes  of  the  battle  if  General  Porter  had  attacked,  as  ordered  by  the 
order  of  4.30  p.  m.,  either  on  the  right  flank  or  the  rear  of  the  enemy  f — A.  I  do  not 
doubt  at  all  that  it  would  have  resulted  in  the  defeat,  if  not  in  the  capture,  of  the 
main  army  of  the  Confederates  that  were  on  the  field  at  that  time. 

Q.  Between  four  and  five  o'clock  p.  m.,  of  the  29th  of  August,  did  the  witness  know 
whether  or  not  Lonestisel's  forces,  m  whole  or  in  part,  had  made  Junction  with  Jack> 
son  on  Jackson's  right  f — ^A.  I  did  not  know;  but  I  had  reason  to  believe  that  they  had 
not  madeJunctUmt  as  1  had  been  requested  hjf  General  Pope  before  going  on  to  the  field, 
while  at  Centreville  in  the  mamtit^,  to  takepoeition  and  with  a  glass  to  observe  whether 
troops  were  moving  from  the  direction  of  Thoroughfare  Gap  to  Gainesville ;  and  having 
cloBelg  ob$erved  that  country  for  a  long  time,  I  became  convinced  from  the  clotide  of  duet 
that  arose  above  the  Bull  Run  range  beyond  Thoroughfare  Gap,  toward  a  gap  north  of 
Thoroughfare  Gap,  the  name  of  which  I  now  forget,  that  Longstreet  was  moving  very 
rapidly  to  get  through  that  northern  gap  and  to  re-enforce  Jackson.  But,  from  the 
distance  from  the  head  of  the  column  of  dnst  to  Gainesville,  I  did  not  believe  that  he 
would  be  able  to  eflect  a  junction  before  late  in  the  evening,  and  so  reported  to  Gen- 
eral Pope. 

Q.  From  what  you  knowof  the  position  of  Greneral  Porter's  command  and  of  Jackson's 
right,  would  that  junction  of  Longstreet's  troops  bring  the  enemy  in  front  of  General 
Porter's  force  f — A.  If  General  Porter's  force  was  on  the  road  leatling  from  Manassas 
Junction  to  Gainesville,  where  I  suppose  it  was,  and  they  had  moved  toward  the  right 
of  Jackson's  forces,  it  would  have  brought  him  upon  the  leading  columns  of  Long- 
street's  forces  that  came  in.  , 

GENERAL  POPE'S  ORDER  TO  PORTER  TO  ATTACK  AT  ONCE  CON- 
VEYED BY  DOUGLAS  POPE. 

On  the  way  to  General  Porter  General  McDowell  stopped  Douglas 
Pope  and  looked  at  the  order.  The  order  was  for  Porter  to  attack. 
The  order  was  taken  to  Porter.  Porter  was  not  found  at  Dawkins 
Branch,  where  it  was  stated  he  was.  He  was  not  at  the  head  of  his 
column.  He  was  down  back  nearly  to  Bethlehem  church.  The  order 
was  given  to  him,  and  one  of  his  own  officers  swears  that  he  took  the 
order,  read  it,  got  off  his  horse,  sat  down  with  his  back  to  a  tree,  and 
put  tne  order  in  his  pocket.  Douglas  Pope  left  him.  After  he  started 
back  General  Porter  sent  an  officer  after  him  and  brought  him  back 
again;  what  for,  I  do  not  know.  He  did  not  see  Porter  after  he  was 
brought  back.    He  then  afterward  went  back  to  Pope  again. 

The  following  is  Captain  Pope's  testimony: 

Captain  Douglas  Popb  was  then  called  by  the  government  and  sworn  and  ex- 
amined, as  follows: 

By  the  .Tudge-Advocate  : 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  is  your  rank  in  tbe  military  service  t — A.  I  am  cap- 
tain and  ailditional  aid-de-camp. 

Q.  Were  you  with  the  Army  of  Virginia  in  its  late  campaign  under  Major-General 
Popef — A.  I  was. 

Q.  In  what  capacity  f~A.  As  additional  aid-de-camp  to  Oeneral  Pope. 

Q.  Were  you  or  not  on  the  field  of  the  battle  of  Manassas  on  Friday,  the  29th  of 
vAugust? — A.  I  was, 

Q.^  Did  you  or  not  on  that  day  bear  any  ordor  from  General  Pope  to  Gei*ernl  Porter; 
and  if  so,  what  was  it«  character,  and  at  what  hour  did  you  bear  and  deliver  itf  —A. 
I  received  an  order  from  General  Pope,  to  be  delivered  to  GK^neral  Porfor,  at  half  past 
four  o'clock.  The  purport  of  the  onier  I  did  not  know  at  the  time.  I  went  directly 
to  General  Porter  with  that  order,  and  it  reached  hiin,  byfice  o^clock. 
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Q.  Was  or  was  not  that  the  only  onler  which  on  that  day  you  had  to  General  Por- 
ter from  General  Pope? — A.  It  was, 

Q.  Where  did  you  find  General  Porter  with  his  command? — ^A.  I  found  hira  at  the 
forks  of  the  road  leading  from  Manassas  to  Gainesville  and  Groveton,  on  the  railroad. 

Q.  What  distance  was  that  from  Manassas  Junction  ? — A.  I  do  not  know,  of  my  own 
knowledge  ;  hut  I  have  heard  that  it  was  between  two  and  three  miles, 

Q.  What  distance  from  the  battle-field  where  the  enjcaftement  was  then  pendinf^f — 
A.  When  I  received  the  order  I  was  to  the  right  of  the  battle-field,  and  I  6upi>08e  it  was  a 
distance  of  about  three  miles  to  General  Porter. 

Porter  was  not  with  the  head  of  his  colainu,  but  back  within  two 
miles  of  Manassas  Junction. 

Q.  Did  you  or  not,  on  delivering  the  order,  learn  its  character  ?*— A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  What  statements,  if  any,  did  General  Porter  make  to  you  in  regard  to  the  move» 
ments  which  the  order  contempVated  he  should  make? — A.  In  a  conversation  which  I 
had  with  General  Porter,  after  his  readinj]^  the  order,  he  exp\^ined  to  me  on  the  map 
where  the  enemy  had  come  down  in  force  to  attack  him,  and  had  established  a  bat- 
tery. I  understood  him  to  say  that  the  enemy  had  opened  upon  him  ;  but  what  he 
had  done  I  do  not  now  remember. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  leinain  with  General  Porter? — A.  About  fifteen  minutes,  I 
suppose. 

Q.  While  you  were  there,  or  at  any  time  before  you  left,  did  you  observe  any  orders 
given,  or  anv  indication  of  preparation  for  a  movement  iu  the  direction  of  the  battle- 
field?—A.  I'diduot. 

,Q.  In  what  condition  were  the  troops  there  at  that  time  ? — A.  I  saw  only  a  portion 
of  them ;  the  portion  that  I  saw  I  believed  belonged  to  General  Sykes's  division.  They 
were  on  the  road  between  the  forks  of  the  road  and  Manassas — what  small  portion  of 
the  troops  I  saw  that  belonged  to  General  Porter's  corps.  It  was  my  impression  they 
were  halted  therc^ ;  I  saw  the  arms  of  some  of  them  stacked. 

Q.  They  had  their  arras  stacked? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  not  the  sound  of  the  artillery  of  the  battle  then  pending  distinctly  audible 
at  that  point  7 — A.  It  was. 

Q.  And  was  the  sound  of  the  small-arms  distinctly  audible  at  that  point? — A.  Iu 
regard  to  the  small-arms  I  do  not  remember;*  but  I  could  hear  the  artillery  very  plainly, 
very  distinctly. 

Q.  Was  it  continuous,  indicating  a  continued  action  ? — A.  It  was. 

Q.  Did  or  did  not  General  Porter  make  any  inquiry  of  you  at  all  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  forces  engaged  in  battle? — A.  There  were  inquiries  made  of  me  by  an  officer — 
one  of  (lenoral  Porter's  aids-de-camp,  I  thiuk.  I  do  not  think  that  General  Porter  said 
anything  to  me  about  it. 

Page  58,  G.  C.  M.: 

Q.  As  you  have  passed  over  the  road  and  know  the  distance,  will  you  state  within 
what  time  General  Port«r  and  his  command  could  have  reached  the  battle-field  after 
the  delivery  of  that  order  ? — A.  To  have  reached  where  I  bail  received  the  order  would 
have  taken  him  two  or  three  hours,  I  suppose — ^that  is,  to  the  extreme  right  of  our 
army. 

A.  Within  what  time  would  it  have  required  him  to  reach  the  right  fiankof  the  en- 
emy ? — A.  I  could  not  state,  because  I  do  not  know  where  the  right  fiank  of  the  enemy 
then  was.  Mv  impression,  though,  from  what  General  Porter  said,  was  that  the  ene- 
my were  nearly  in  his  front.  I  supposed  them  about  a  mile  from  him.  That  was 
merely  my  impression  from  the  conversation  I  ha<l  with  General  Porter. 

Q.  Did  you  or  not  have  anothe'r  interview  with  General  Porter  after  that  time  f — A. 
I  did  not.  After  receiving  a  written  reply  to  the  order  I  had  delivered  to  General  Por- 
ter, I  started  on  my  way  back,  and  I  supi)ose  I  had  got  a  mile  or  a  mile  and  a  half 
from  where  General  Porter  was,  when  1  was  overtaken  by  an  orderly,  who  said  General 
Porter  wished  to  see  me.  I  got  part  way  back  when  I  met  an  officer,  I  supposed  an 
aid-de-camp  of  General  Porter,  who  said  that  General  Porter  wished  to  see  me.  I 
went  bark,  and  this  aid-de-camp  told  me  I  better  wait  a  few  minutes.  I  did  not  see 
General  Porter  then. 

This  evidence  shows  conclusively  that  Porter  did  not  intend  to  fight, 
and  is  supported  by  that  of  Charles  Duffie,  orderly,  who  was  with  Captain 
Pope,  on  page  609  of  board  record,  who  fully  sustains  Captaiu  Pope  in 
every  particular  iu  reference  to  the  delivery  of  this  order. 

Also,  Archolas  Dyer,  page  1178  board  record,  sustains  Captain  Doug- 
las Paj)e  fully  in  reference  to  this  order  and  its  time  of  delivery. 
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Attention  is  also  called  to  evidence  of  Lieut.  Col.  T.  C.  H.  Smithy 
afterwards  brigadier-general : 

Lieutenant-Colonel  Thomas  C.  H.  Smitu  was  then  called  by  the  government  and 
8wom  and  examined,  as  follows: 

By  the  J  udqe- Advocate  : 

Question.  Will  you  state  in  what  capacity  you  were  serving  in  the  Army  of  Virginia 
in  its  late  campaign  under  General  Pope  in  August  last  ? — Answer.  I  was  aid-de-camp 
on  the  staft'  of  General  Pope. 

Q.  Did  you  or  not,  on  the  28th  or  29th  of  August,  carry  any  orders  from  Major-Gen- 
eral  Pope  to  Major-General  Porter  which  concerned  his  movements  on  those  days* — 
A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  or  not  see  General  Porter  during  either  of  the  days  of  the  27th,  2dthy 
and  29th  of  August  ? — A.  I  saw  General  Porter  on  thaafternoou  of  the  29th. 

Q.  At  what  place  and  under  what  circumstances  <lid  you  see  him  ? — A.  I  had  been 
sent  back  to  the  ammunition  on  the  train  at  Bristoe,  and  charged  with  its  distribution. 
General  Porter  wished  over  four  hundred  thousand  round! ;  General  Hooker  some- 
thing over  ninety  thousand  rounds.  About  two  or  three  o'clock  I  had  sent  forward  to 
General  Porter  some  three  hundred  and  twenty  thousand  rounds,  and  had  seized 
^vragons  to  forward  the  balance,  and  left  Captain  riatt  in  charge.  The  business  being 
then  sufliciently  forward,  I  weiit  on  to  find  General  Pope.  On  getting  to  the  point 
where  I  had  left  General  Pope  in  the  morning,  I  found  he  had  moved  on,  and,  to.  in- 
quire the  road  he  had  taken,  I  went  to  General  Porter's  headquarters,  near  the  Manas- 
sas water-station.  I  found  General  Porter  in  his  tent,  and  asked  him  which  road 
General  Pope  had  taken,  and  he  informed  me.  I  had  some  ten  minutes  conver8atv>n 
with  him.    One  of  his  staff  was  present ;  I  forget  his  name. 

Q.  Will  you  state  that  conversation  t — A.  After  asking  him  about  the  road,  I  told 
General  Porter  the  amount  of  ammunition  that  I  had  atnt  forward  to  Aim,  and  aho  that  the 
balance  toould  come  immediately  forward.  I  asked  him  if  he  hid  received  it,  or  made  some 
remark  ;  I  cnnmot  remember  the  exact  expression.  General  Porter  said  that  he  had  not; 
that  was  the  substance  of  his  reply — either  that  he  bad  received  hardly  any  of  it,  or 
none  of  it,  if  I  remember  aright.  I  expressed  some  surprise,  and  said  that  it  had  been 
sent  forward  to  the  front  as  ordered;  and,  either  in  reply  to  some  question  of  mine  or  to  some 
remark,  or  of  himself  he  said  that  he  had  no  officers  to  take  charge  of  it  and  distribute  it,  or 
to  look  it  up,  or  something  of  that  kind.  I  remarked  that  he  could  hardly  expect  us  at 
headquarters  to  be  able  to  send  officers  to  distribute  it  in  his  corps;  that  it  had  been  sent  for- 
ward on  the  road  in  the  direction  where  his  corps  ivas.  He  replied  that  it  was  going  where  it 
belonged;  that  it  was  on  the  road  to  Alexandria,  where  tee  were  allgoinq.  I  do  not  know  as  it 
is  evidence  to  give  the  spirit  in  which  this  was  said — the  way  it  impressed  rae.  Those 
remarks  were  made  in  a  sneering  manner,  and  appeared  tome  to acpress a  great  indifference^ 
There  was  then  a  pause  for  a  moment.  General  Porter  then  spoke  in  regard  to  the  re- 
moval of  the  sick  and  wounded  from  the  field  of  Kettle  Run.  He  said  it  would  hurt 
Pope,  leaving  the  wounded  behind.  I  told  him  that  they  were  not  to  be  left  behind : 
that  I  knew  that  a  positive  order — an  imperative  order — ^had  been  given  to  General 
Banks  to  bring  all  the  wounded  with  him,  and  for  that  purpose  to  throw  property  out 
of  the  wagons  if  necessary.  To  this  General  Porter  made  no  reply  in  words;  but  his 
manner  to  me  expressed  the  same  feeling  that  I  had  noticed  before.  This  conversa- 
tion, from  General  Porter's  manner  and  look,  made  a  strong  impression  on  my  mind.  I 
left  him,  as  I  have  said,  after  an  interview  of  about  ten  minutes,  and  rode  on,  arriv- 
ing at  our  headquariers  on  Bull  Run  just  as  we  entered  them  and  pitched  our  tents 
for  the  night.  After  my  ter\t  was  pitched,  and  I  had  had  somethingto  eat,  I  went  over 
to  General  Pope  and  reported  to  him  briefly  what  I  had  done  in  regard  to  the  ammunition, 
I  then  said  to  him,  "  General,  I  saw  General  Porter  on  my  way  here."  Said  he,  **  Well,  sir." 
I  said,  **  General,  he  will  fail  you."  "  Fail  me,"  said  he;  "  what  do  you  mean  f  WmU  did 
he  sayV^  Said  /,  ** It  is  not  so  much  what  he  said,  though  he  said  enough;  he  is  goin^  to 
fail  yon"  These  expressions  I  repeat.  I  think  I  remember  them  with  exactness,  for  I  was 
excited  at  the  time  from  the  impression  that  had  been  made  upon  me.  Said  General 
Pope,  "How  can  he  fail  me ?  He  will  fight  where  I  put  him;  he  will  fight  where  I 
put  him;"  or,  **ile  must  fight  where  J  put  Ttim;  he  must  fight  where  I  put  him" — one  of 
those  expressions.  This  General  Pope  said  with  a  great  deal  of  feeling,  aud  impetu- 
ously, and  perhaps  overbearingly,  and  in  an  excited  manner.  I  replied  in  the  same 
way,  saying  that  I  was  certain  that  Fitz-John  Porter  was  a  traitor;  that  I  would 
shoot  him  that  night,  so  far  as  any  crime  before  God  was  concerned,  if  the  law  would 
allow  me  to  do  it.  I  speak  of  this  to  show  the  conviction  that  I  received  from  Gen- 
eral Porter's  manner  and  expressions  in  that  interview.  I  have  only  to  add  that  my 
prepossessions  of  him  were  lavorable,  as  it  was  at  headquarters,  up  to  that  time.  I 
never  hod  entertained  any  impressions  against  him  until  that  conversation.  I  knew 
nothing  with  regard  to  his  orders  to  move  up  to  Kettle  Run.  1  knew  nothing  of  any 
failure  on  liis  part  to  comply  with  any  orders. 
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Q.  State  more  distinctly  the  point  where  yon  saw  General  Porter  on  the  S6th  of  Aa- 
jcast  f — A.  He  was  encamped  at  the  Manaasaa  water^taiioHf  hettoeen  Brietoe  and  tkejunetion. 
The  water-station  iPos  a  short  distance  from  his  headquarters,  (The  witness  indicated 
upon  the  map  before  the  court  where  he  thought  the  place  to  be.)  I  do  not  think  the 
water-station  is  more  than  one-third  the  distance  from  Bristoe  to  Manassas  Junction. 
That  is  my  impression ;  I  cannot  speak  positively  about  it. 

Q.  In  the  conversation  to  which  you  refer,  did  or  did  not  General  Porter  manifest 
an^  anxiety  to  set  possession  of,  and  have  distributed  in  his  corps,  the  ammunition  of 
which  vou  speak  f — A.  No,  sir;  I  thought  he  showed  an  utter  indifference  upon  the  sub- 
ject ;  showed  it  very  plainly. 

Q.  At  what  hour  of  the  day  did  this  conversation  between  you  and  General  Porter 
take  placet— A.  /  think  it  must  have  been  about  four  o'eiock  in  the  afternoon;  half  past 
three  or  four  o'clock. 

Q.  In  anything  that  was  said  in  that  conversation,  or  in  the  manner  of  General 
Porter,  was  there  evidenced  any  det^ire  or  any  willingness  on  his  part  to  support  Gen- 
eral Pope  in  the  military  operations  in  which  he  was  then  engaged  t — ^A.  Quite  the  con* 
trary  to  that. 

Q.  Can  you  state  whether  the  disinclination  to  support  General  Pope,  which  you 
thought  he  manifested,  was  the  result  of  disgust  with  the  immediate  service  in  which, 
he  was  then  engaged,  or  of  hostility  to  the  commanding-general,  or  upon  what  did  it 
seem  to  rest? — A.  It  seemed  to  me  to  rest  on  hostility.  But  I  do  not  Inmw  that  I  could 
analyze  the  impression  that  was  made  upon  me.  I  convened  it  to  General  Pope  in  the  words 
that  1  have  stated.  1  had  one  of  those  clear  convictions  that  a  man  has  a  few  times 
perhaps  in  his  life  as  to  the  character  and  purposes  of  a  person  whom  he  sees  for  the 
first  time.  No  man  can  express  altogether  how  such  an  impression  is  gained  from 
looks  and  manner,  but  it  is  clear. 

Q.  Had  you  passed  ovQr  the  road  between  Bristoe  Station  and  Warrenton  Junction 
on  that  day  or  on  the  previous  day  f — A.  On  the  previous  day,  tlte  27ihf  I  came  over  it  after 
General  Pope. 

Q.  At  what  hour  of  the  day  did  you  pass  over  it  f — A.  I  should  say  that  I  left  onr 
•headquarters,  about  a  mile  from  Warrenton  Junction,  about  half  past  four  or  Jive 
o^clock  in  the  afternoon.    I  should  say  it  was  past  the  middle  of  the  t^ftemoon. 

Q.  What  was  the  condition  of  the  roads  then  t — A.  For  the  first  mile  and  a  half,  until 
you  got  to  Cedar  Run,  the  road  was  bordered  on  either  side  by  open  fields  or  open 
woods,  over  which  troops  could  march  easily,  in  great  part  without  going  on  the 
road.  Indeed,  I  doubt  whether  there  is  any  regular  road  a  good  part  of  the  way  up. 
The  troops  marched  through  the  fields  to  Bristoe  Station. 

Q.  Were  you  or  not  present  at  the  battle  of  the  29th  of  August t — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I 
was  present. 

Q.  Throughout  the  engagement  f — ^A.  I  left  with  General  Pope  when  he  rode  on  to 
the  field,  but  on  the  way  out  he  sent  me  with  an  order  ofi:  the  toad,  so  that  I  did  not 
^et  on  the  field  for  two  or  three  hours  after  that. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  regard  the  battle  as  commencing  f — A.  The  smoke  was 
rising  over  a  considerable  portion  of  ground,  I  should  say  a  mile,  plainly  in  view, 
when  we  were  at  Centreville  v  and  there  was  some  heavy  cannonading.  I  should  say- 
it  was  about  ten  or  eleven  o'clock  when  I  first  came  to  Centreville,  and  it  was  about 
eleven  or  twelve  o'clock  when  I  saw  the  appetirance  of  which  I  speak — the  sign  of  a 
heavy  action,  from  the  smoke  rising.  It  was  very  plainly  in  view  from  Centreville ; 
you  looked  right  down  upon  it,  and  you  could  hear  the  sound  of  the  guns.  I  did  not 
ride  up  to  the  town  at  first,  but  finding  that  General  Pope  had  not  ridden  on,  as  I 
had  supposed,  I  rode  back  to  Centrevule,  and  then  it  was  I  saw  the  appearance  I 
speak  of,  about  eleven  or  twelve  o'clock.  I  should  mention,  too,  in  order  tiiat  it  may 
be  clearly  understood  in  regard  to  the  action,  that  at  the*  time  I  was  sent  off  from  the 
road,  while  General  Pope  was  riding  on  the  field,  there  was  a  cessation  of  cannon- 
firing  for  a  considerable  time,  I  should  say  for  certainly  a  half  an  hour. 

Q.  Was  or  was  not  the  battle  raging  at  five  p.  m.  on  that  day  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  se- 
verely. 

This  other  testimony  shows  the  animas  of  General  Porter  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  this  whole  case.  Even  when  his  ammunition 
was  sent  forward  to  him' he  wonld  not  order  a  man  to  distribnte  it,  bat 
asked  that  Pope  should  send  an  order  to  distribute  it  to  his  corps.  Not 
only  that,  but  he  said  in  a  sneering  manner,  <<  it  has  gone  where  it  be- 
longs, gone  to  Alexandria,  where  we  shall  all  be  soon."  If  any  general 
officer  will  continue  to  make  expressions  ^Hhat  we  are  going  to  be 
whipped,  we  are  bound  to  retreat,"  and  sneer  at  everything,  it  must 
prove  injurious  and  result  disastrously. 

Following  Porter  up  to  Dawkins  branch,  where  his  head  of  column 
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was  on  the  day  of  the  29th,  General  Daniel  Batterfield,  one  of  his  own 
commanders,  testifies  as  follows : 

Question.  State  whether  the  point  at  which  yon  were  directed  was  on  the  same  side 
of  the  Manassas  Railroad  or  on  the  other  side  from  the  one  upon  which  yon  were  at  the 
time. — Answer.  The  point  at  which  I  was  directed  was  across  the  railroad. 

Q.  Which  direction  from  the  point  from  which  you  were  moving? — ^A.  To  the  right, 
between  Groveton  and  Gainesville;  I  understood  it  to  strilce  between  Groveton  and 
Gainesville,  keeping  the  movement  toward  Gainesville,  covering  this  road  that  led  up 
to  Gainesville,  a  dirt  road;  and  the  leaning,  if  anything,  was  to  be  to  the  right  rather 
than  to  the  left  (road  marked  on  the  map).  And  in  pursuance  of  that  order  I  put  my 
bru^ade  in  motion,  9aw  that  it  started  out,  ana  then  proceeded  in  advance  myeelfwith  my  staff 
to  make  a  personal  reconnaitoance — 

This  was  after  they  had  arrived  at  Dawkins  Branch — 

to  look  up  apontion  and  see  whatever  difficulties  might  de  in  the  way,  I  understood  myself 
not  at  liberty  to  bring  on  this  engagement  itii<i7  the  division  could  be  deployed  behind,  un- 
less I  could  gain  a  position,  finding  affairs  that  I  could  handle  in  front  of  me.  I  went  out 
personally  with  my  staff  after  seeing  the  head  of  my  column  in  motion,  leaving  it  in 
charge  oi  the  senior  colonel,  Lansing,  of  the  Seventeenth  New  York.  I  proceeds  until 
I  came  up  in  close  proximity  to  the  enemy^s  skirmishers,  when  one  of  my  staff  officers  asked  me 
if  I  proposed  to  tackle  the  enemy  alone.  I  said  no  ;  I  had  troops  behind;  I  turned  around, 
and,  to  my  astonishment,  saw  that  my  brigade  that  I  had  put  tn  motion,  and  seen 
well  out  over  toward  this  dry  branch,  were  not  tnere — had  returned  and  were  out  of  sights 
I  returned  with  great  rapidity  and  eonsi^crahle  temper.  I  did  not  understand  why  my  com- 
mand had  left  me;  I  came  back  and  found  that  my  brigade  had  moved  off  to  the  right  in  these 
woods  ;  which  were  very  thick.  There  was  a  little  road  running  along  here,  and  they 
were  out  in  front  of  this  and  had  come  to  a  halt.  That  is,  they  were  back  of  Dawkins 
Branch,  back  on  the  high  land,  on  this  side  of  the  railroad — south  side  of  the  railroad — tn  the 
woods.  I  asked  my  senior  officer  what  it  meant — his  returning  without  any  orders 
from  me ;  he  said  he  had  received  orders  directly  to  return,  and  not  to  make  the  ad- 
vance. I  was  in  no  very  pleasant  humor  about  that  method  of  proceeding.  He 
offered  as  his  excuse  that  the  orders  had  come  direct  from  a  staff  officer  of  General  Por- 
ter, or  from  General  Porter  himstlf.  I  asked  wliere  General  Porter  was.  He  said  he  had 
gone  in  this  direction,  in  the  woods,  with  General  McDowell.  I  met  one  of  General 
Porter's  staff  officers,  and  entered  a  complaint  against  his  order  withdrawing  my  troops 
without  the  order  coming  from  me  when  I  was  in  front.  1  received  ansu^er  that  it  was  a 
sudden  movement  in  consequence  of  something  that  had  occurred  between  General  Porter  and 
General  McDowell. 

Q.  You  were  informed  by  the  staff  officer  that  that  was  the  reason  it  was  ^ven  f — 
A.  That  that  was  the  reason  the  order  was  given.  We  then  were  moved  a  little  far- 
ther to  the  right,  then  returned  to  the  left :  then  we  went  up  and  took  i>osition  again 
nnder  same  order  over  on  the  same  ground,  and  were  withdrawn  again.  These  different 
nunements  occupied  until  dark.  Then  we  went  into  camp  rather  with  the  expectation,  as  I 
judged  from  what  came  to  me  from  General  Morell,  of  an  attack  from  the  enemy  upon  us. 

Q.  About  what  force  had  you  nnder  you  in  the  battle  of  the  30th  f  What  was  your 
command  in  the  battle  of  the  30th  t — A.  I  commanded  two  brigades  of  the  division. 
General  Morell,  with  General  Griffin's  brigade,  had  gone  to  CentrevUle.  I  proceeded 
v?ith  my  brigade  to  Sudley  church  and  Groveton,  in  that  vicinity. 

General  Bntterfleld  was  then  and  there  attempting  to  move  across 
Dawkins  Branch  and  to  find  a  position  to  bring  on  an  engagement,  but 
not  until  his  brigade  was  all  ready  and  he  found  himself  and  one  of  his 
staff  officers  out  there  alone,  and  when  he  looked  back  his  brigade  had 
been  taken  off  without  notifying  him  and  put  into  the  woods  back  to 
the  rear.  What  else  f  Solomon  Thomas  testifies  that  he  was  with  Fitz.- 
John  Porter's  corps,  in  the  Eighteenth  Massachusetts,  Martindale^s 
brigade : 

Solomon  Thomas,  called  by  the  recorder,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Direct  examination : 

Qnestion.  Where  were  you  on  August  29, 1802 1 — Answer.  With  General  Fitz-Joha 
Porter's  corps,  Eighteenth  Massachusetts,  Martindale*s  brigade,  Morell's  division. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  being  at  Manassas  Junction  on  that  day  ? — ^A.  I  do. 

Q.  Did  yon  move  off  on  the  Gainesville  road  f — A.  We  moved  up  on  the  line  of  the 
railroad.  We  moved  more  in  a  direct  line  in  front,  thongh  we  were  intending  to 
move  to  the  right. 
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Q.  How  fur  upon  tliat  road  did  your  regiment  go  f — A.  We  w^nt  upon  that  road 
nearly  to  a  small  creek,  or  what  had  been  originally  a  small  creek ;  it  was  dry  or 
nearly  so  at  that  time. 

Eeferring  to  Dawkins  Braucli. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  there?— A.  We  then  halted^  and  the  Thirteenth  Keiv  Torl\  or  a  pa)  * 
of  it  which  was  thrown  out  as  skirmishers — a  batt^try  was  planted  in  our  front  a  Utile  to  our 
right — 

This  testimony  shows  the  intention  of  Greneral  Porter — 

in  the  fields,  and  as  the  skirmishers  of  the  Thirteenth  advanced  we  were  deployed  to  the  rifjhl, 
into  the  woods ;  our  right  rested  in  the  woods.  We  halted  and  lay  down.  This  was  prob- 
ably ten  o'clock  in  the  morning  I  slioald  say ;  might  have  been  a  little  later. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  remain  there f— A.  We  remained  in  that  position — I  should 
say  it  was  half-past  four  when  we  were  called  to  attention  and  rignt-about-face,  and 
moTed.  out  from  that  position,  left  in  front,  upon  the  same  road  that  we  moved  down 
on  in  the  morning.     /  donH  know  the  distance^  hut  we  had  been  marching  some  time. 

Q.  Back  toward  Manassas  Junction? — A.  Yes;  toward  Manassas  Junction — icAen  an 
■officer  came  riding  from  the  Manassas  Junction  way,  having  a  dispatvhj  and  rode  up  to  Gen- 
eral Porter,  and  handed  him  the  dispatch.  Then  we  were  commanded  to  halt;  we  did.  Gen- 
eral Porter  dismounted,  and  sat  down  by  the  side  of  the  road  and  leaned  his  back  against  a 
tree — quite  a  large  tree — and  read  the  dispatch,  and  went  up  and  remounted  and  called  us  to 
attention  and  right-aboutface.  We  marched  back  upon  the  same  road  we  had  come  on,  mov- 
ing then  right  in  front,  until  we  came  near  the  position  of  the  road  where  we  had  moved  into 
the  ivoods  on  the  right,  in  the  morning.  We  then  moved  out  to  the  left^  into  an  open  field. 
The  artillery  was  brought  into  the  field,  and  parked  in  our  front.  We  were  formed  in 
line,  and  were  ordered  to  stack  arms;  we  did  so.  Orders  were  received  that  there 
should  be  no  fires  made  to  make  any  coflFee;  that  we  were  to  remain  perfectly  quiet. 
The  adjutant  received  orders  that  if  there  were  any  orders  received  during  the  night 
he  should  deliver  those  orders  to  the  commander  of  each  regiment  in  person,  so  there 
should  be  no  loud  words  spoken ;  and  we  were  to  remain.  Mo  and  some  of  my  com- 
rades spread  our  blankets  and  were  preparing  to  lie  down  for  the  night.  As  we  sat 
down,  before  tve  got  ready  to  lie  down,  we  heard  upon  our  right  a  shout  which  we  knew  was  a 
charge— from  the  shout;  then  we  heard  musketry  discharges. 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  at  that  time? — A.  I  felt  at  that  time  that  we  were  ex- 
pected to  charge  on  the  rear  andfiank  in  conjunction  with  what  was  going  on  in  front. 

Q.  About  what  time  of  the  day,  in  reference  to  sunset,  was  it  that  you  were  halted 
•on  your  way  back  to  Manassas  Junction,  and  that  an  officer  came  up  with  a  dispatch  ? 
— A.  I  should  judge  from  the  position  of  the  sun  it  must  have  been  somewhere  from 
five  to  half-past  five  o'clock. 

That  was  the  order  that  Douglas  Pope  brought  to  Mr.  Porter,  and 
this  soldier  was  present  and  saw  him  receive  the  order,  and  he  turned 
his  command  back,  and  moved  them  again  on  the  road,  putting  them 
into  the  woods,  and  ordering  them  to  lie  down  and  make  no  fires. 
They  did  not  attack,  but  were  to  lie  down  and  kindle  no  fires  to  cook 
coffee  or  anything  else. 

.  Q.  During  the  day  did  yon  hear  any  indications  of  a  battle  going  on ;  if  so,  what  were 
they,  and  where  were  they? — A.  lu  our  iiumedlate  front  weheardan  occasional  discharge 
of  musketry,  and,  in  fact,  there  were  pieces  of  railroad  iron  fired  from  a  rebel  battery 
light  over  our  right,  and  two  pieces  lodged  in  the  rear  of  where  I  lay,  probably  40 
feet  in  our  rear.  Some  of  the  boys  went  and  dug  them  up,  and  one  of  them  was  eighteen 
inches  in  length,  the  other  teas  about  fifteen.  We  thought  of  bringing  them  home^  but  they 
were  rather  heavy,  so  we  left  them  on  the  field.  Then,  while  we  were  lying  there,  be- 
side that  we  heard,  upon  our  right,  distant  firing  all  day,  but  not  continuous;  there 
were  intervals  that  we  could  hear  artillery  distinctly. 

Q.  On  the  27th  of  August  where  were  you? — A.  We  were  moving  on  the  Warrenton 
road  toward  Bristoe  Station.  I  should  think  that  wo  were  encamped  on  that  night 
some  six  to  eight  miles  from  Bristoe  Station.  We  went  in  before  sundown ;  probably 
the  sun  was  an  hour  or  an  hour  and  a  half  high  when  we  halted  there. 

Q.  Wlien  did  you  move  from  there? — ^A.  I  was  corporal  of  the  guard  that  night,  and 
was  ordered  to  wake  the  men  at  1  o'clock,  which  I  did,  and  we  were  formed  and  moved 
out  from  our  camp  immediately  after  I  o'clock. 

The  statement  of  this  witness  shows  that  he  himself  expected  that 
they  were  to  attack,  and  expected  so  all  day.  From  10  o'clock  up  to  the 
time  he  was  moved  back  on  the  roiul  he  was  expecting  they  were  to 
attack  this  little  squad  in  their  front. 
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Mark  J.  Buuuell,  on  page  678  of  the  board  record,  says: 

I  called  to  an  orderly  and  stated  to  him  what  I  wanted.  He  called  Colonel  Mar- 
slially  and  tbev  came  down  within  a  few  paces  of  where  I  was,  and  Colonel  Marshall 
then  received  his  orders  to  deploy  his  regiment  as  skirmishers  in  front. 

Q.  Did  yon  hear  the  order? — A.  I  stood  right  there  so  I  could  hear. 

Q.  What  were  the  orders  that  General  Porter  gave  Colonel  Marshall  ? — A.  I  coald 
not  hear  all  the  conversation,  but  to  deploy  his  regiment  a.s  skirmishers,  as  we  were 
aboat  ready  to  move  out ;  not  to  bring  on  a  general  engagement,  but  the  idea  was  that 
we  had  to  do  duty  only  as  skirmishers. 

General  Sturgis,  one  of  Porter's  oflScers,  swears  that  on  the  29th  of 
August  he  moveid  on  the  Gainesville  road  (board  record,  page  711).: 

Question.  You  say  you  went  a  mile  and  a  half  beyond  Bethlehem  church  toward 
-Gainesville? — Answer.  That  is  ray  recollection. 

Q.  What  did  you  then  do  f — A.  I  reported  to  General  Porter.  I  rode  in  advance  of 
my  brigade.  I  found  troops  occupying  the  road,  and  I  got  up  as  near  as  I  could  get 
and  then  halted  my  command,  and  then  rode  forward  to  lell  General  Porter  that  they 
were  there.     He  said,  **For  the  present  let  them  lie  there." 

Q.  What  did  you  do  then  individually? — A.  Well,  I  simply  looked  about  to  see  what 
I  could  see.  I  was  a  stranger  to  the  lay  of  the  land,  and  the  troops,  and  all  that ;  so 
without  getting  off  ray  hor^e  I  rode  about  from  place  to  place  watching  the  skirmish- 
ers, and  among  other  things  1  took  a  glass  and  looked  in  the  direction  of  the  woods  ; 
about  a  mile  beyond  which  seemed  to  be  the  object  of  attention — beyond  the  skir- 
mishers ;  there  I  saw  a  glint  of  light  on  a  gun :  and  I  remarked  to  General  Porter  that 
I  thought  they  were  probably  putting  a  battery  in  position  at  that  place,  for  I  thought 
I  had  seen  a  gun. 

Q,  State  what  the  conversation  was.— A.  I  reported  this  fact  of  what  I  had  seen  to 
the  general ;  he  thought  I  was  mistaken  about  it,  but  I  was  not  mistaken,  because 
it  opened  in  a  moment— at  least  a  few  shots  were  fired  from  that  place — four,  as  1 
recollect, 

Q.  What  force  of  the  enemy  did  you  see  in  that  direction  at  that  time? 

Page  712,  board  record: 

A.  I  didn't  ^e  any  of  the  enemy  at  all. 

Q.  Then  what  did  you  do? — A.  'Then  when  they  had  fired,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect, 
about  four  shots  from  this  piece,  General  Porter  beckoned  to  me;  I  rode  up  to  him 
and  he  directed  me  to  take  my  command  to  Manassas  Junction,  and  take  up  a  de- 
fensive position,  inasmuch  as  the  firing  seemed  to  be  receding  on  our  right. 

Q.  What  firing  do  you  mean? — ^A.  I  mean  the  cannonading  that  had  been  going  on 
for  some  time  on  our  right,  probably  in  the  direction  of  Groveton. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  heard  that  cannonading? — A.  I  don't  recollect  exactly  where  I 
heard  it  first.  My  impression  has  been  that  I  heard  it  all  along  the  inarch  from  Ma- 
nassas to  General  Porter's  position.  I  do  not  recollect  distinctly  that  I  did  hear  it, 
but  I  know  I  heard  it  all  the  time  after  I  arrived  there  until  I  left. 

Q.  What  time  of  day  was*this  that  you  received  the  order  to  move  back  with  your 
command  to  Manassas  Junction  f — A.  I  have  no  way  of  fixing  the  time  of  day.  I  have 
carried  in  my  mind  the  impression  that  it  was  more  about  the  middle  of  the  day — 
about  one  o'clock. 

Q.  What  did  yon  do  when  you  received  that  order? — A.  I  sent  word  to  General  Piatt 
to  move  back  to  Manassas  Junction,  and  that  I  would  join  him  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  your  order  was  obeyed? — A.  Yes;  it  was  obeyed. 

And  that  is  the  fact,  that  on  that  day  at  the  very  time  it  wa«  ex- 
pected a  fight  would  come  on,  General  Porter  ordered  Piatt's  commaml 
back  to  Manassas  Junction  to  take  up  a  defeneive  position : 

^  Colonel  Marshall  reports  that  two  batteries  have  come  down  in  the  woods  on  our 
right,  toward  the  railroad,  and  two  regiments  of  infantry  on  the  road.  If  this  be  so, 
it  will  be  hot  here  in  the  morning. 

Q.  Was  that  returned  with  this  indorsement  of  General  Porter?  "Move  the  in- 
fantry and  everything  behind  the  crest,  and  conceal  the  gnus.  We  must  hold  that 
place  and  make  it  too  hot  for  them.  Come  the  same  game  over  them  that  they  do 
over  us,  and  get  your  men  out  of  sight  ?  " 

This  is  General  Porter's  indorsement  on  that  order. 

A.  Yes;  that  was  the  next  one. 

Instead  of  moving  forward  and  attacking  the  enemy,  he  gives  orders 
to  his  division  commander  to  bide  his  men  in  tlie  woods,  and  take  his 
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batteries  under  cover — ^hide  them  away, keep  them  out  of  sight.    Why? 
He  says  to  come  the  same  game  over  the  enemy  that  they  do  over  us« 

Q.  When  that  was  received  by  yon,  directing  yon  to  move  yonr  infantry  and  every- 
thing behind  the  crest,  and  conceal  the  enns.  where  were  your  infantry  and  the  other 
troops? — A.  At  that  time  they  were  depToyea  in  line,  mostly  two  brigades,  along  the 
crest  that  leads  to  the  descent  toward  Dawkins  Branch. 

At  the  very  time  Porter  ordered  this  officer  to  hide  his  men  in  the 
woods,  put  them  under  cover,  and  play  hide-and-seek  with  the  enemy, 
it  appears  he  had  a  whole  brigade  deployed  in  line  of  battle  for  the  pur- 
pose of  moving  upon  the  enemy. 

Q.  It  was  from  there  that  you  were  directed  to  move  f — A.  From  there  I  was  directed 
to  put  the  men  under  cover.  On  this  left-hand  side  of  the  road,  as  we  advanced,  it 
was  sdl  open  ground ;  on  the  right-hand  side,  bushes.  One  of  mv  batteries,  supported 
by  a  brigade,  was  on  the  rieht-hand  side  of  the  road.  Just  on  the  crest  of  the  ridge, 
the  other  battery  on  this  side.  When  General  Porter  sent  me  that  order  I  put  them 
back  into  this  fine  bushes ;  and  the  other  two  batteries  on  this  side  of  the  road  were 
on  a  slight  depression;  I  supposed  the  ridge  in  front  would  conceal  them  from  the 
enemy.    I  had  three  batteries,  and  one  was  in  position  all  the  time. 

General  Morell  continues,  on  page  423,  board  record: 

Question.  Why  is  it  that  on  No.  30,  the  communication  fh)m  General  Porter  to  your« 
self,  and  on  those  that  follow,  there  is  no  memorandum  of  the  hour  aud  minute  of  the 
receipt? — Answer.  It  was  always  my  practice  to  note  the  hour  of  the  receipt.  Two 
days  previous  to  that,  on  the  march  fh>m  Kelly's  Ford  to  the  Junction,  I  injured  my 
watch,  and  then  I  had  to  guess  at  the  time. 

Q.  And  you  did  not  put  on  the  guess  f— A.  I  did  not  put  on  the  guess. 

Q.  Will  you  state  whether  the  indorsement  of  Geuerul  Porter  on  No.  31  was  received 
by  you  as  appears  upon  it? — Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Your  communication  to  him  is  this : 

''General  Porter:  I  can  move  everything  out  of  sight  except  Hszlett's  battery. 
Griffin  is  supportiiiff  it,  and  is  en  its  right,  priucipally  iu  the  pine  bushes.  The  other 
batteries  are  retired  out  of  bight.    Is  this  what  you  mean  bv  everything  f 

"GEO.  W.  MORELL. 

*'MaJor-Gen€raU^ 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  indorsement  was  read,  as  follows : 

"I  think  you  can  move  Hazlett's,  or  the  most  of  it,  and  post  him  in  the  bushes  with 
the  others,  so  as  to  deceive.  I  would  get  everything,  if  possible,  in  ambuscade.  Ail 
goes  well  with  the  other  troops." 

**  The  Witness.  Yes,  everything  was  out  of  sight  except  Hazlett's  battery.  That 
was  exposed  all  day  long." 

Q.  Tnen,  on  the  receipt  of  No.  31  from  General  Porter/ yo^  ^^^  ^^^  succeed  in  get- 
ting Hazlett's  battery  under  cover? — ^A.  No,  I  didn't  attempt  to.  I  wanted  to  keep 
one  battery  in  position.  That  was  in  firont  of  the  bushes,  with  a  brigade  immediately 
behind  it.    The  other  two  brigades  were  massed  in  the  rear  of  that. 

Comment  is  unnecessary.  When  General  Porter  was  ordered  to  move 
forward,  when  he  was  ordered  to  attaek,  when  he  was  ordered  in  every 
order  that  was  given  him  to  press  forward,  to  push  forward,  to  attack, 
to  assault,  to  go  to  Gainesville,  he  waa  trying  to  hide  his  men  in  the 
woods  by  the  roadside,  behind  a  branch. 

General  Morrll  :  Tell  me  what  is  passing,  quickly.  If  the  enemy  is  coming,  hold 
to  him,  and  I  will  come  up.    Post  your  men  to  repulse  him. 

F.  J.  PORTER, 

Major-  General, 

After  he  had  gotten  them  hid  in  the  woods,  then  he  sends  a  dispatch, 
^'tell  me  what  is  passing,  quickly.  If  the  enemy  is  coming,  hold  him." 
Hqld  him!  I  will  come  as  quickly  as  I  can.  What  nextt  <<  Colonel 
Marshall  reports  a  movement  in  front  of  his  left."  Porter  could  not  tell 
him  what  he  wanted  to  do,  but  Morell  begins  to  take  the  hint  by  that 
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time  that  Porter  did  not  inteud  to  fight,  and  in  order,  I  suppose,  to  test 
his  commanding  officer,  sends  him  this  dispatch : 

Q.  What  next  f — A.  Then,  I  think,  35  :  which  is  a  note  from  me  to  General  Porter. 

''General  Porter:  Colonel  Marshall  rejiorts  a  movement  in  front  of  his  left.  I 
think  we  had  better  retire.  No  infiantry  in  sight  and  I  am  continuing  the  movement. 
Stay  where  you  are,  to  aid  me  if  necessary. 

"MORELL." 

Now,  he  says : 

Colonel  Marshall  reports  a  movement  in  front  of  his  left.  I  think  we  had  better  re- 
tire. 

What  does  Porter  say  ! 

General  More ll:  I  have  all  within  reach  of  you.  I  wish  you  to  give  the  enemy 
a  good  shelling,  without  wasting  ammunition — 

Do  not  waste  ammunition ;  shell  them,  but  hold  your  ammunition — 

and  push  at  the  same  time  a  party  over  to  see  what  is  going  on.    We  cannot  retire 
while  McDowell  holds  his  own. 

F.  J.  P. 

"  I  want  to  retire,''  he  says :  "  but  hold  on  until  McDowell  is  whipped ; 
I  cannot  retire  while  he  holos  his  own."  Morell  finding  out  that  Por- 
ter wants  to  retire,  he  intimates  to  him :  <*Let  us  retire."  He,  Porter, 
says :  "  Yes,  but  we  cannot  do  it  just  now,  while  McDowell  holds  his 
position!'' 

You  may  follow  every  order  and  every  movement  of  this  man,  from 
the  night  of  the  27th  of  August,  1862,  up  to  this  last  order,  and  there 
is  not  one  single  line  that  he'  has  written,  not  one  single  order  he  has 
given,  not  one  word  he  has  uttered,  but  what  has  been  in  the  direction 
and  presupposition  of  a  defeat  for  our  troops  and  a  retreat  of  his  own 
without  a  fight. 

You  will  find  in  this  evidence  a  communication  fipom  General  Porter 
to  Grenerals  McDowell  and  King  on  that  day,  which  is  printed  on  page 
243  of  the  record  of  the  court-martial.  That  goes  exactly  in  the  same 
line  with  all  the  rest : 

Generals  McDowell  and  Kino  :  I  found  it  impossible  to  communicate  by  crossing 
the  fords  to  Grovetou.  The  enemy  are  in  great  force  on  this  road,  and  as  they  appear 
to  haTe  driTen  our  forces  back,  the  force  of  the  enemy  having  advanced  and  ours  re- 
tired, I  have  determined  to  mtkdrato  to  Mantissas.  I  have  attdmpted  to  communicate 
with  McDowell  and  Sigel,  but  my  messengers  have  mn  into  the  enemy.    They  have 

Sithered  artillery  and  cavalry  and  infantry,  and  the  advancing  masses  of  dust  show 
e  enemy  coming  in  force.    I  am  now  going  to  the  head  of  the  column  to  see  what  is 
passing  and  how  affairs  are  going.    Had  you  not  better  send  your  train  back  f 

F.  J.  PORTER, 

Major-General, 
I  will  commnnicate  with  yon. 

He  says  this  to  McDowell  and  King,  while  McDowell  and  King  were 
engaged  in  moving  forward  to  attack  the  enemy.  Why  does  he  do 
thatt  If  you  are  about  to  assault,  and  expect  a  division  to  support 
yoa  on  your  left  and  be  ready  to  come  to  you,  if  at  that  time  you  get 
word  from  that  division  that  they  are  going  to  retreat,  what  effect  must 
it  have  when  you  are  thus  notified  at  the  very  moment  you  are  going 
into  battle  that  the  troops  you  expected  to  support  your  left  have  de- 
termined to  retreat  without  firing  a  single  gun  f 

(General  Morell,  in  his  testimony,  says: 

Question.  Did  the  putting  of  those  that  were  foremost  under  cover  cause  any  move- 
ment of  those  behind  them  ^Answer.  I  think  not.  I  think  those  immediately  behind 
Haolett's  battery  remained  where  they  were,  and  the  others  went  to  the  rear. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  the  communication  from  General  Porter  to  Generals  McDowell 
ud  King,  on  that  day,  which  is  printed  on  page  243  of  the  original  record  f 
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This  witness,  General  Morell,  was  asked  if  he  had  any  knowledge  of 
this  communication.    What  does  he  say : 

Qaestion.  What  I  want  to  ask  is,  whether  yoa  had  any  knowledge  of  that  comma- 
nication  being  made  that  day? — ^Answer.  I  don*c  remember  it. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  or  know  of  any  order  indicating  a  withdrawal  to  Manassas? — A. 
No,  sir ;  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Or  any  movement  in  that  direction? — A.  Nothing  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Will  yon  look  at  a  copy  of  a  communication  from  General  Warren  to  General 
Sykes,  dated  5.45  p.  m.^  August  29,  1862,  which  has  been  put  in  evidence?  [Paper 
shown  witness.]  In  this  General  Warren  uses  these  words.  I  will  read  the  whole 
of  it: 

"  General  Sykes:  I  received  an  orrler  from  Mr.  Cutting  to  advance  to  the  support 
of  Morell.  I  faced  about  and  did  so.  I  soon  met  Gritliu's  brigade  withdrawing,  by 
order  of  General  Morell,  who  was  not  pushed  out,  but  retiring.  I  faced  about  and 
marched  back  two  hundred  yards  or  so ;  I  met  then  an  orderly  from  General  Porter 
to  General  Morell  saying  he  must  push  on  and  press  the  enemy ;  that  all  was  goin/^ 
well  for  us  and  he  was  retiring.  Grifliu  then  faced  about,  and  I  am  following  him  to 
support  General  Morell,  as  ordered.  None  of  the  batteries  are  closed  up  to  me. 
^*  Respectfully, 

"G.  K.  WARREN." 

At  that  point  of  time,  after  Griffin  had  been  ordered  to  retire,  War 
ren  comes  along  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  Morell,  and  Morell  then 
had  a  communication  showing  that  the  battle  was  going  ttell  to  his  right 
at  Groveton,  and  then  he  orders  an  assault  to  be  made ;  but  mark  what 
follows.  It  was  not  intended  that  the  assault  should  be  made,  and  the 
evidence  shows  that  clearly. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  that  allusion  to  yourself  in  it  ? 

Morell  is  asked  if  he  knew  anything  of  the  allusion  to  his  retiring-^ 
He  says  he  did  not. 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  gave  General  Griffm  any  order  of  that  kind. 

Q.  What  kind  ? — A.  That  he  should  retire  or  retreat.  There  was  no  order  to  leave 
the  front,  except  to  get  under  cover  of  those  bushes. 

Q.  State  whether,  during  the  whole  of  the  2Dth,  you  had  your  whole  division  iu 
conmiand  ready  to  meet  any  attack  that  might  be  made  by  the  enemy. — A.  Yes;  I  did. 

Q.  Although  they  were  under  cover,  as  you  have  described  f — A."  Within  reach,  at 
any  rate,  of  the  batteries,  Just  at  the  other  side  of  the  road — within  a  few  minutes' 
call. 

Q.  Were  your  advanced  regiments  and  skirmishers  in  such  position  in  the  neighbor* 
hood  of  Dawkins  Branch  that  if  any  movement  toward  attacking  you  had  been  miMle 
by  the  enemy  you  would  have  known  it  in  time  to  receive  it  with  the  whole  of  your 
division  ? — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  action  you  took  in  obedience  to  No.  37,  which  directed  you 
to  push  up  two  regiments  supported  by  two  others  preceded  by  skirmishers,  the  regi- 
ments at  intervals  of  two  hundred  yards,  and  attack  the  section  of  artillery  opposed, 
to  yon — what  you  did  with  the  four  regiments  indicated,  and  what  you  did  with  the 
rest  of  your  division  in  connection  with  what  you  did  or  what  yon  ordered  f — A.  Whei» 
I  received  that  order — the  latter  part  says,  **tho  battle  works  well  on  our  right  '* — 

Showing  that  it  was  the  same  communication — 

'*the  battle  works  welton  our  right ;  the  enemy  said  to  be  retiring  up  the  pike" — I 
said  immediately  to  the  person  who  brought  it  that  the  order  was  given  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. We  knew  the  enemy  wer»  not  retiring;  and  I  believe  I  sent  that  mes« 
sage  to  General  Porter.  I  immediat<?ly  gave  orders  to  move  the  whole  of  my  division 
to  the  front  to  be  in  readiness  to  support  the  four  regiments.  While  that  was  goinc^ 
on  I  received  a  verbal  order  from  Colonel  Locke  to  make  an  attack.  When  I  receivea 
tliis  order  it  was  quite  late  iu  the  afternoon,  just  before  sunset;  the  sun  was  almost 
touching  the  tops  of  the  trees. 

The  order  was  sent  by  Porter  to  Morellto  attack.  That  proves  con- 
clusively  that  Porter  had  received  the  4.30  order  from  Pope,  and  then 
in  obedience  to  that  he  ordered  Morell  to  attack.  He  sent  the  order  to 
Morell  to  attack  in  order  to  comply  with  Pope's  order ;  but  how  does 
he  comply  with  it  f    Then  there  came  a  verbal  order  from  Colonel  Locke^ 
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the  same  one  who  brought  Morell  the  order  from  Porter  to  attack,  and 
what  is  that  f 

And  soon  after  that  ao  order  in  writing,  which  is  No.  3H,  '*to  put  the  men  in  posi- 
tion and  remain  during  the  night." 

Here  Porter  first  orders  him  to  attack;  then  immediately^  afterward, 
before  he  could  pat  his  men  into  position,  he  gets  an  order  in  writing  to 
remain  in  position  there  that  night.  That  is  the  manner  of  obeying  the 
order  of  Pope.  That  shows  clearly  thrft  he  had  received  the  order,  but 
was  determined  not  to  attack  and  determined  not  to  obey. 

He  (that  is  the  messenger  from  General  Pope) — 

Mark  you  how  it  comes  in — 

He  handed  the  general  a  note,  which  I  afterward  ascertained  was  an  order  for  him 
to  attack  the  enemy  at  once. 

Tliis  shows  that  the  order  given  to  Morell  by  Locke  to  attack  was  in 
obedience  to  the  4.30  order  of  Pope,  because  Locke  himself  says  that : 

"He  (that  is,  the  messenger  from  General  Pope)  handed  the  general  a  note,  which 
I  afterward  ascertained  was  an  order  for  liini  to  attack  the  enemy  at  once.  He  very 
soon  afterward  ordered  me  to  ride  up  to  General  Morell  and  direct  hiu»  to  move  for- 
ward and  attack  the  enemy  immediately,  and  to  say  that  he  would  be  up  himself  right 
after  me." 

Tlien  on  page  223 : 

"Towarcl  the  close  of  the  day,  when  I  was  sent  by  General  Porter  to  General  MoreU 
with  the  order  for  him  to  move  forward  his  division  and  attack  the  enemy,  on  my  way 
up  to  General  Morell  I  passed  Colonel,  now  General,  Warren." 

Is  that,  as  yon  now  understand  it,  the  verbal  order  which  General  Locke  finally 
brought  to  you  to  attack  after  you  had  received  and  vrere  proceeding  to  execute  No. 
37  T — A.  I  tliink  now  that  it  is,  from  conversations  that  I  had  had  with  Major  £arle» 
At  the  time  I  knew  nothing  about  this  4.30  order. 

Q.  Yon  merely  received  this  written  and  verbal  order  directing  an  attack  in  sncces- 
sion  ? — A.  Yes;  and  when  Colonel  Locke  came  to  me  with  that  order  I  was  engaged 
in  getting  my  men  up  to  the  front,  and  I  supposed  it  was  rather  supplementary  to  the 
written  order,  and  perhaps  to  expedite  the  movement.  After  this  investigation  was 
began  I  tried  very  hard  to  recollect  who  brought  me  that  written  order  to  attack  with 
four  regiments,  and  until  I  conversed  with  Major  Earle  and  saw  the  letter  of  his  I 
could  not  fix  it.  But  upon  talking  with  him  I  am  very  well  satisfied  now  that  he  did 
bring  the  order,  and  that  Colonel  Locke's  ortler  referred  to  the  4.30  p.  m.  order. 

Q.  Colonel  Locke's  order  that  he  describes  as  being  for  you  to  attack  with  your 
division  ? — A.  As  Colonel  Locke  states  in  his  testimony  on  page  223.  I  cannot  speak 
positively,  but  from  convenation  with  Major  Earle  and  my  recollection,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  is  so. 

There  is  the  evidencse  of  his  own  staflF  officer  showing  that  he  saw 
Iiim  receive  the  order,  and  that  he  immediately  sent  an  order  to  Morell 
to  attack,  and  so  soon  as  he  gave  the  order  for  Morell  to  attack,  then  he 
dispatched  a  written  order  to  Morell  directing  him  not  to  attack  bat  to 
remain  in  statu  quo  all  night. 

Colonel  Smith  testifies : 

By  the  Judge-Advocate  : 

Question.  Will  you  state  your  position  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States? — 
Answer.  I  am  a  captain  of  the  Sixth  Regular  Infantry  and  colonel  of  the  One  hundred 
and  twenty-sixth  Regiment  of  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Q.  Will  j'ou  state  to  the  court  whether  you  were  ser\-ing  with  any  part  of  the  Army 
of  Virginia,  commanded  by  Major-Qenerai  Pope,  on  the  days  of  the  :^th,  28th,  29th, 
and  :^th  of  August  last ;  and,  if  so,  in  what  brigade  and  division  ? — A.  I  was  serving 
in  Colonel  Chaiiman's  brigade  of  General  Sykes's  division. 

Q.  In  what  direction  did  that  brigade  march  on  Friday,  the  29t1i  of  August  last  ?-^ 
A.  We  had  marched  from  Fredericksburgh  by  way  of  Warrenton  Junction,  and  arrived 
at  Manassas  Junction,  I  think,  on  the  29th  of  August,  the  day  before  the  battle  of 
Bull  Run.  We  arrived  exactly  at  the  place  where  the  railroad  had  been  destroyed ; 
the  wreck  of  the  train  was  there,  and  there  we  halted.  Late  in  the  day,  in  the  morn- 
ing, we  retraceil  our  stops  to  the  branch  railroad  running,  I  think,  towanls  Gainesville 
or  Mauassas  Gap,  and  followed  the  direction  of  that  road  some  few  miles.     We  then 
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baited  on  some  riaiog  ground,  where  we  could  see  the  country  beyond,  over  the  woods, 
the  tops  of  the  trees.  It  was  a  wooded  country.  While  we  were  halted  there  a  bat- 
tery of  the  rebels  opened  upon  us,  but  fired  some  three  or  four  shells  only,  I  think  ; 
there  may  have  been  a  half  a  dozen.  Our  brigade  then  marched  into  a  field  and  the 
regiments  were  placed  in  order  of  battle.  I  recoUect.that  General  MorelFs  division 
was  in  our  advance,  on  the  lower  ground. 

That  is  where  Morell  had  testified  about  Dawkins  Branch. 

Some  of  our  pieces  replied  to  this  rebel  battery.  I  received  permission /fom  Ike  com- 
manding officer  of  my  regiment  to  go  to  a  more  elevated  piece  of  ground,  a  few  rods 
distant,  and  while  there  I  saw  our  batteries  reply.  A  short  Ume  afterward  {probahUf  a 
half  an  hour)  we  received  orders  to  retrace  our  steps  and  march  hack  in  the  direction  we  had 
come. 

That  was  in  the  direction  of  Manassas  Junction. 

We  ihen  marched  hack  to  near  Manassas  JunctioUf  and  camped  in  the  woods  alongside  this 
branch  railroad  I  have  mentioned.  That  night  I  was  placed  on  duty  as  the  field  offHser  of  the 
piekets  of  Sykoses  division.  About  daybreak  the  pickets  were  called  in,  and  we  marched 
towMrd  the  battle-field  of  Bull  Run,  and  .were  engage<l  in  that  battle. 

Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  the  reply  of  your  guns  to  this  attack  of  the  rebel  battery  T — 
A.  It  seemed  to  silence  that  batterj^  and  it  withdrew.  At  least  that  was  the  impres- 
sion I  had  at  the  time. 

Q.  What  amount  of  infantry  force,  if  any,  did  there  seem  to  be  supporting  this 
rebel  battery,? — ^A.  I  did  not  see  them. 

Q.  Before  you  received  orders  to  fall  hack  and  retrace  your  steps  along  this  road,  had  or  had 
not  this  rebel  battery  heen  oompleiely  silenced  f — ^A.  I  thitik  it  nad  been. 

Q.  Were  there  not  at  that  time  clouds  of  dust  in  view,  showing  an  advance  of  the 
enemy? — ^A.  Clouds  of  dust  were  distinctly  visible  further  over  beyond  the  trees. 
Whether  there  were  troops  advancing,  or  whether  they  were  moving  in  another  di- 
rection, I  could  not  tell.  I  could  see  distinctly  the  clouds  of  dust,  as  if  there  was  a 
large  body  of  troops  moving. 

Q.  Did  you  or  not  see  the  accused,  General  Porter,  at  the  head  of  the  column  on 
that  day  f — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  recoUect  of  seeing  General  Porter  at  all  that  day. 

There  is  one  of  General  Porter's  own  command,  Colonel  Smith,  of 
Sykes's  division,  of  Chapman's  brigade,  who  testifies  that  he  was  up  in 
supporting  distance  on  rising  ground  just  behind  Morell's  division  witli 
his  command,and  thathe  received  orders  to  retire  to  Manassas  Junction, 
and  that  he  did  retire  to  Manassas  Junction  and  staid  there  until  the 
next  day,  when  he  marched  to  the  battle-field  on  the  30th.  And  yet  it 
is  insisted  that  there  was  no  retirement  of  any  of  the  troops  of  Fitz- 
John  Porter  on  the  29th.  I  will  show  before  I  am  through  that  he  left 
nothing  there ;  and  nothing  remained  but  a  mere  picket  line,  and  that 
his  troops  did  retire,  some  to  Manassas  Junction,  some  to  Centreville, 
and  some  to  Bethlehem  church.  K  General  Porter  did  not  wish  them 
to  retire  he  ought  to  have  ordered  them  to  stay  there,  but  they  all  say 
that  they  retired  under  orders.  Betired  from  what  f  Not  from  the  sound 
of  battle  in  their  front ;  not  because  of  any  enemy  in  their  front.  Why, 
then,  did  they  retire,  and  why  were  they  ordered  to  retire!  No  battle 
was  going  on  in  their  front.  Why  was  itf  Why  are  troops  sent  back 
from  where  you  expect  an  assault,  if  the  assault  is  to  be  repelled  f 

Then,  again,  take  the  evidence  of  General  Griffin.  General  Griffin 
commanded  one  of  the  brigades  of  Morell's  division.  Griffin  retired 
with  his  brigade  to  Centreville.    He  says : 

In  the  eyening  a  little  after  dark  there  were  some  very  heavy  volleys  of  musketry, 
the  enemy  evidently  driving  our  troops  right  hefore  them.  That  musketry  vras  to 
our  riffht  and  front,  I  should  say  two  miles,  may  he  not  so  far ;  may  he  further.  I 
should  have  stated,  when  I  stated  that  I  heard  no  other  firing  but  artillery,  that  in 
marching  we  had  some  skirmish  firing. 

Q.  Tou  spoke  of  having  returned  from  the  movement  you  made  to  your  right  in 
consequence  of  obstacles  that  you  encountered.  What  was  the  character  of  those  ob- 
stacles, and  what  efforts  did  you  make  to  overcome  them  T — A.  I  led  off  my  column. 
We  ran  up  into  some  little  thick  pine  bushes.  We  halted  there.  The  next  order  I 
got  was  to  move  back  again.  Some  one  reported  that  we  could  not  get  through.  I 
made  no  reconnaissance  whatever  myself. 
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Here  is  one  of  General  Morell's  brigade  commanders  who  started  to 
move  off  to  the  right,  and  ran  into  some  little  pine  bushes.  He  calls 
them  "little  thick  pine  bushes.''  He  says  he  then  received  an  order  to 
go  back,  which  he  did.    Now,  mark  what  he  says  following  that : 

Q.  You  8ay  that  you  had  failed  to  get  through  to  the  right  during  the  day  of  the 
29tn  of  August.  WiU  you  state  what  efforts  were  mode  by  you,  or  by  General  Porter, 
to  get  through  on  the  right  duriug  that  day  ? — A.  I  merely  obeyed  orders. 

He  does  not  say  that  he  made  any  effort,  but "  I  merely  obeyed  orders." 
Orders  from  whom  f 

My  position  was  at  the  head  of  my  brigade.     What  efforts  General  Porter  made  I  am 
not  aware  of. 

Now,  follow  this  witness:  Captain  J.  J.  Coppiuger,  of  the  Twenty- 
third  United  States  Infantry,  then  a  captain  of  the  Fourteenth  United 
States  Infantry,  testifies:  "That  at  the  firing  of  three  shots  his  com- 
mand was  ordered  to  the  rear,  and  retired  from  one  to  two  miles,  and 
lay  there  until  next  morning."  Captain  A.  P.  Martin,  commanding  the 
artUlery  of  Morell's  division  on  the  29th  of  August,  swears  as  follows: 

Examination  by  the  Court: 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  order  having  been  given  by  General  Porter  to  make  an 
attack  upon  the  enemy  duriug  that  day  f — ^A.  I  did  not.  I  received  orders  from  him 
to  put  the  batteries  in  position. 

Q.  How  long  did  the  artillery  firing  continue  f — A.  The  firing  of  the  first  section  of 
the  enemy's  battery  that  opened  from  the  woods  in  front  continued  ])erhap8  twenty 
minutes;  they  fired  very  slowly.  An  hour  later,  perhaps,  there  was  a  battery  opened 
further  to  our  right,  and  they  were  engaged  by  Hazlett  s  battery  of  Morell's  division. 

Q.  At  what  distance  from  each  other  were  these  batteries  that  were  engaged  ? — A. 
I  should  think  not  over  a  thousand  yards;  it  might  have  been  a  fAotf/?afid  or  one  thousand 
two  hundred  yards. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  any  efi:ect  was  produced  on  either  side  by  this  artillery 
firef — A.  They  were  in  the  woods  and  we  could  not  see,  except  that  the  first  buttery  that  was 
opened  wa9  silenced,  J  should  think,  in  about  twefity  minutes  or  half  an  hour. 

Q.  Was  there  any  loss  on  odr  side  ? — A.  Ves,  sir ;  one  man  was  killed — 

Heavy  loss  that  day! — 

■ 

A.  Yes,  sir;  one  man  was  killed  by  the  first  shot  that  the  enemy  fired.  I  saw  him 
fall. 

Q.  On  which  side  of  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad,  north  or  south,  were  the  enemy's 
batteries,  that  yon  wore  then  engaging  T^A.  They  were  on  the  side  toward  us — the 
south  side,  I  suppose. 

The  examination  of  this  witness  was  here  closed. 

The  e\idence  of  this  oflBcer,  who  was  in  command  of  the  artillery  that 
day,  shows  that  the  only  firing  done  during  the  day  was  from  two  guns, 
that  did  not  last  over  twent}^  minutes,  and  only  one  man  was  killed,  and 
that  by  the  first  shot ;  that  is  all  the  liattle  that  amounted  to  anything, 
so  far  as  the  artillery  (Porter's)  was  concerned.  Head,  that  there  may 
be  no  mistake,  some  of  the  difi'ei*ent  orders  and  communications  that 
were  made  that  day  by  General  Porter : 

[No.  37.] 

August  29. 

General  Morei.l:  I  wish  you  to  pusli  up  two  regiments  supported  by  two  others, 
preceded  by  skirmishers,  the  regiuu'nts  at  intervals  of  two  hundred  yards,  and  attack 
the  section  of  artillery  opposed  to  you.  The  battle  works  well  on  our  right,  and  the 
enemy  are  said  to  be  retiring  iij)  the  pike.  Givt*  the  eucuiy  a  gt>od  shelling  as  our 
troops  ailvauce. 

F.  .J.  PORTER, 
Major- General  ( 'ommanding, 
[No.  :?>«'.] 

General  Morkll:  Put  ycuir  men  in  position  to  remain  duriug  the  night,  and  have 
oat  your  pickets.     Put  them  so  that  they  will  be  iu  a  position  to  resist  uuything.     1 

S.  Eep.  (162,  i>f.  2 4 
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am  about  a  mile  from  you.  McDowell  says  all  goes  well,  and  we  are  getting  the  best 
of  the  fight.  I  wish  yon  would  send  me  a  dozen  men  from  the  cavalry.  Keep  me  in> 
formed.  Troops  are  passing  up  to  Gainesville,  pushing  the  enemy.  Ricketta  ha» 
gone :  also  King. 

F.  J.  PORTER, 

Maior-G^neraJ. 

Mark  this:  In  the  dispatch  which  he  sends  to  McDowell  preceding- 
this,  in  which  he  tries  to  excuse  himself,  he  says,  ^'I  have  tried  to  get 
communication  with  you;  I  cannot  get  my  couriers  through;  they  have 
run  into  the  enemy,  and  I  have  no  information  from  you;"  and  then 
right  here  he  sits  down  and  writes  an  order  that  he  Kclb  information  from 
McDowell  that  all  is  going  well  on  the  right,  showing  that  he  states  a 
falsehood  in  the  report  from  beginning  to  end,  that  his  statements  will 
not  hang  together,  and  just  as  any  man  does  who  is  guilty  of  an  ofl'ense^ 
he  usually  convicts  himself  by  contradictory  statements. 

First  he  says  he  could  get  no  communication  with  McDowell,  and 
then  sends  an  order  to  Morell  in  writing  saying  he  has  a  communica- 
tion from  McDowell  and  that  all  is  going  well  on  the  right,  and  that 
Ricketts's  division  and  McDowell's  are  driving  the  enemy  in  their  fronts 
What  follows!  Then  he  sends  a  note  to  McDowell  that  he  has  failed 
to  get  Morell's  division  over  to  him.    He  says : 

[No.  38  a.]- 

Genbral  McDowell  or  King  :  I  have  beeu  wauderiDg  over  the  woods  and  failed 
to  get  a  commuDi cation  to  you.  Tell  how  matters  go  with  you.  The  enemy  is  in 
strong  force  in  front  of  me,  and  I  wish  to  know  your  designs  for  to-night.  If  left  to 
me,  1  shall  have  to  retire  for  food  and  wat-er,  which  I  cannot  get  here.  How  goes  the 
battle  f    It  seems  to  go  to  our  rear.    The  euemv  are  getting  to  our  left. 

F.  J.  PORTER, 
Major-General  Foluntetrs. 
[No.  38  6.] 

Gkneral  McDowell  :  Failed  in  getting  Morell  over  to  you.  After  wandering  abont 
the  woods  for  a  time  I  withdrew  him,  and  while  doing  so  artillery  opened  upon  us. 
The  tire  of  the  enemy  having  advanced  and  ours  retired,  I  have  determined  to  with- 
draw to  Manassas.  I  have  attempted  to  communicate  with  McDowell  and  Sigel,  but 
my  messengers  have  run  into  the  enemy.  They  have  gathered  artillery  and  cavalry 
and  infantry,  and  the  advancing  masses  of  dust  show  the  enemy  coming  in  force.  I 
am  now  going  to  the  head  of  the  column  to  see  what  is  passing  and  how  affairs  are 
going,  and  I  will  communicate  with  you.     Had  you  not  better  send  your  train  back  f 

F.  J.  PORTER, 

Major-  G  enei'aL 

Here  he  tries  to  cover  u])  the  fact  that  he  had  received  a  communica- 
tion from  McDowell,  when  just  prec>eding  that  he  tells  Morell  that  he 
has  heard  from  McDowell.    So  he  determined  to  retire  to  Manassas. 

To  show  that  he  did  communicate  with  McDowell,  and  that  not  only 
he  communicated  with  McDowell  but  the  depressing  effect  that  it  had 
on  our  troops  in  the  front  at  Groveton,  where  the  battle  was  going  on — 
General  Heintzleman's  testimony  shows  they  did  receive  a  communica- 
tion from  General  Porter.    In  the  board  record,  on  page  610,  he  says: 

Question.  Will  you  read  to  the  board  from  the  diarj'  those  events  which  you  noted 
at  the  time,  August  29, 1862  f — Answer.  *•  Centreville,  Friday,  August  29, 1862 :  Kearney 
did  not  get  off  until  after  daylight"  that  night.  The  night  before  the  29th  General 
Kearney  was  advanced  as  far  as  Centreville.  I  think  General  Pope  was  quite  near  ou 
the  opposite  side  of  the  river  from  Centreville.  In  the  night  an  order  came  for  Kearney 
to  advance  at  one  a.  m.  and  attack  the  enemy.  Hooker  at  three  a.  m.  was  to  support 
him.  The  report  was  General  McDowell  had  intercepted  the  enemy,  and  the  next 
morning  I  started  at  daylight,  as  I  was  directtxl.  When  I  got  to  where  Kearney  was, 
his  division  had  not  started,  and  he  was  killed  not  long  afterward,  before  I  made  my 
report. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  be  good  enough  to  road  what  you  made  notes  of  on  the  29th  of 
August  as  to  the  events  of  that  day  ? 
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Here  are  Ms  notes  about  what  went  on  during  the  battle : 

Kearney  did  not  get  off  till  after  daylight.  We  are  all  detained  by  him.  There 
is  a  heavy  cloud  of  dast  on  the  road  to  Leesburg,  upon  which  the  rebels  are  retreat- 
ing  or  rather  advancing.  It  is  now  a  quarter  past  seven  a.  m. ;  arrived  at  the  bridge 
at  nine  a.  m.  Firing  commenced  some  two  hours  ^o,  and  has  just  ceased.  Report 
that  we  are  driving  the  enemy.  At  ten  a.  m.  reached  the  field,  a  mile  from  the  stone 
bridge.  Firing  going  on,  and  I  called  upon  General  Sigel.  General  Kearney  was  at 
the  right.  Part  of  General  Hooker's  division  I  sent  to  support  some  of  Sigel's  troops. 
General  Hooker  got  up  about  eleven  a.  m. ;  General  Reno  nearly  an  hour  later.  Soon 
after  General  Pope  arrived — about  quarter  to  two.  I  rode  to  the  old  Bull  Run  battle- 
field, where  my  troops  were.  The  enemy  we  drove  back  in  the  direction  of  Sudley's 
Churchy  and  they  are  now  making  another  stand.  We  are  hoping  for  McDowell  and 
Porter.  I  fear  we  will  be  out  of  ammunition.  We  have  sent  for  it.  At  3.30  p.  m.  our 
troops  driven  back.  At  forty-five  minutes  past  three  McDuweirs  troops  reported  ar- 
rived. Firing  closed  at  fifteen  minutes  past  four.  At  half  past  four  Geueral  Reynolds's 
troops  arrived.  Five  p.  m.  our  troops  engaged  on  the  enemy's  right.  Twenty  min- 
utes paat  five  p.  m.  musketry  firing  commenced  on  our  center.  General  Kearney  has 
held  his  position.  Forty -five  minutes  past  five  General  McDowell  on  the  field  at  nead- 
quarters.  Heavy  firing  on  our  center.  Kearney  reports  he  is  driving  the  enemy 
back. 

Mark  the  time,  five  o'clock. 

General  Porter  reporte  the  reheU  driving  him  back^  and  he  retiring  on  Manassas, 

At  five  o'clock  he  says  he  could  not  get  any  communication;  but  here 
General  Heintzelman,  ar  five  o'clock,  on  the  battle-field,  while  the  bat- 
tle was  going  on,  notes  the  receipt  of  a  report  from  General  Porter 
intimating  to  Pope  and  all  of  them  that  he  was  attacked  and  retreating 
on  Manassas.  At  five  o'clock,  the  very  time  that  our  army  had  com- 
menced its  severest  attack  on  the  enemy,  this  report  comes  to  headquar- 
ters :  "Porter  has  been  driven  off  the  field,  and  is  retiring  to  Manassas;" 
and  this  report  come«  over  his  own  signature,  all  of  which,  all  know 
from  the  evidence,  was  not  true.    Now  mark  as  we  go  on : 

Twenty  minutes  pa«t  six  very  heavy  musketr>'  and  artillery.  McDowells  troops 
just  entering  the  hattle-field.  Kearney  on  the  right  with  General  Stephens's  troops, 
and  our  artilleiy  drove  the  enemy  out  of  the  woods  they  temporarily  occupied. 
The  firing  continued  until  after  night,  hut  left  us  in  possession  of  the  battle-field. 

This  shows  that  after  five  o'clock  General  McDowell's  troops  made 
an  attack  upon  the  enemy;  and  until  the  battle  closed  General  Mc- 
Dowell was  engaged  with  two  divisions.  King's  and  Keynolds's,  both  of 
which  lost  heavily  in  that  engagement;  they  did  not  enter  the  engage- 
ment until  after  five  o'clock.  So  at  the  time  that  General  Porter  was 
trying  to  retire  from  the  front  of  no  enemy  whatever,  General  McDowell 
was  putting  his  command  into  action  and  fcftight  a  severe  battle,  contin- 
uing until  eight  or  nine  o'clock.  General  Longstreet's,  General  Lee's, 
and  other  reports  on  the  Confederate  side  show  that  the  battle  did  not 
cease  until  eight  or  nine  o'clock  at  night,  and  one  of  them  says  not  until 
ten;  and  yet  Porter  could  neither  move  nor  strike  the  enemy. 

Lewis  B.  Carrico,  who  resides  on  the  battleground,  called  by  govern- 
ment, testified  as  follows  (board's  record,  page  982) : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside? — Answer.  Prince  William  County,  Virginia. 

Q.  Wht-'re  did  you  reside  on  the  21Hli  of  August,  186'2f — A.  Where  I  now  reside,  very 
near  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad. 

Q.  Were  you  there  on  that  day? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Up  to  what  hour  in  the  day  did  you  remain  there? — ^A.  I  was  there  until  very 
late  Friday  evening. 

Q.  During  that  day  did  you  see  any  Confederate  forces?  If  so,  where? — A.  I  saw 
some  cavalry  scouts  during  that  day,  and  in  the  evening  there  was  a  hattery  firing 
some  seventy-live  or  eighty  yards  back  of  my  hoiise,  just  west  of  my  house,  and  an 
ofiicer  came  there  and  told  me  I  was  in  danger,  and  to  take  my  family  and  go  back  of 
the  line. 

Q.  Where  did  you  go  then? — A.  I  went  up  the  road  about  a  mile,  to  a  faim  owned 
now  by  Major  Nutt. 
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Q.  Towards  Gainesville  ? — ^A.  Between  there  and  Gainesville. 

Q.  Did  you  meet  any  Confederate  force  on  that  triwf.  If  so^  about  where f — A.  I 
saw  them  a  little  beyond  Hampton  Cole's,  a  very  small  number.  They  were  sitting 
down  on  the  side  of  the  railroad,  and  their  battery,  that  was  planted  at  the  back  of 
my  house;  that  opened  upon  the  Federal  troops  directly  after  I  passed  it;  and  when 
I  ^ot  up  there  against  them,  they  got  up  and  took  shelter  on  the  embankment  of  the 
railroad. 

Q.  Did  you  at  that  time  see  any  trooi)8  to  the  south  of  the  railroad  I  —A.  None  at 
all,  except  a  little  picket  force  that  was  a  little  to  the  south  of  the  railroad,  just  above 
there ;  a  small  picket  force. 

Mark  the  time  of  day.  There  were  no  troops  whatever  soath  of  the 
railroad;  that  is,  on  the  side  on  which  General  Porter  was. 

Q.  Did  any  Confederate  force  pass  to  the  east  of  your  house  during  the  day  f  If  so, 
in  what  directi(m  did  they  go? — A.  I  saw  none  pass  to  the  eastward.  I  saw  some 
shelling  from  the  back  of  what  is  called  the  Hritt  farm,  and  a  disabled  Federal  wagon 
at  the  mouth  of  a  lane  called  Comptou's  lane. 

Q.  About  what  time  in  the  day  was  that? — A.  I  could  hardly  say;  twelve  or  one 
o'clock. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  expression  *' evening"? — A.  I  mean  something  like 
three  or  four  o'clock;  somewhere  thereabouts. 

Q.  How  do  you  dx  the  time? — A.  I  fix  the  time  by  having  to  leave  home,  and  hav- 
ing to  go  the  small  distance  I  did  go. 

Q.  What  room  did  you  stay  in  ? — A.  I  was  all  over  the  house ;  very  often  up  ataiFB, 
looking  out  of  the  window. 

That  is,  the  window  of  Carrico's  house. 

Q.  Wliich  way  ?— A.  Toward  Daw  kins  Branch. 

Exactly  in  the  direction  of  Porter's  command. 

•Q.  What  time  was  the  cannon  posted  there  ? — A,  Possibly  four  o'clock. 

Q.  You  are  positive  about  that  ? — A.  I  am  not  positive ;  but  according  to  the  best 
of  my  judgment  it  was  i>robably  as  late  as  four. 

Q.  'Was  it  earlier  or  later  than  four  ? — A.  It  was  not  earlier,  I  do  not  think ;  not 
earlier  than  three  /  am  very  sure. 

Q.  W^ere  there  any  soldiers  of  any  description  about  your  house,  except  the  bat- 
tery ? — A.  On  Friday  there  was  a  Federal  force  in  Mr.  Lewis's  field,  to  the  east  of  my 
house. 

Q.  Whei*e  was  Lewises  field  ? — A.  Within  three  hundred  or  four  hundred  yards  to 
the  east  of  my  house. 

Q.  Were  there  any  about  j'our  house? — A.  Yes;  there  were  some  of  the  Federal 
forces;  two  men  that  I  had  had  some  acquaintance  with,  who  were  in  my  house  when 
this  wagon  was  disabled  at  the  end  of  Compton's  lane. 

Q.  About  where  is  the  place  where  you  carried  your  family? — A.  Immediately  at 
Ihe  Manassas  Railroad,  one  mile  past  Hampton  Cole's. 

Q.  Y'ou  say  yon  did  not  meet  any  considerable  body  of  the  Confederate  force  on 
your  way  there? — A.  Yes,  I  do  say  it;  and  I  saw  no  considerable  body  there,  aa  I 
stated  to  you  and  General  Porter,  if  he  was  with  you,  until  I  got  home  next  morning, 
about  sun-up.    They  came  there  to  my  house  and  destroyed  a  great  deal. 

That  is,  the  Confederates  did. 

There  is  a  statement  of  a  man  who  lived  at  the  house  where  this 
battery  which  did  such  terrible  execution  was  playing  on  the  head  of 
Porter^s  column.  He  stayed  all  day  up  in  his  house,  looking  out  of  the 
window,  and  the  only  troops  there  was  a  small  force  with  that  battery 
and  the  cavalry  videttes  that  ran  along  over  to  the  right.  That  was 
all  the  force  there,  as  the  evidence.  Confederate  and  Union,  shows,  until 
very  late  in  the  afternoon. 

Then  follow  that  up  with  the  evidence  of  B.  S.  White  (board  record, 
page  983).    B.  S.  White,  on  August  27, 1862,  held  the  position  of  major 
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in  the  assistant  inspector-general's  department  of  the  Confederate  Ma 
jor-General  J.  B.  B.  Stuart's  staff: 

Question.  That  inoniing,  after  Major  Patrick  had  thoHO  orders  to  charge,  what  did 
you  do? — Answer.  The  enemy  were  driven  away. 

Q.  Then  what  was  the  next  event  that  transpired  f — A.  We  moved  off  across  the 
country  to  find  out  what  had  become  of  LongHtreet's  corps — 

To  see  what  had  become  of  it;  it  had  not  arrived,  Major  White 
swears.    They  were  going  along  to  see  if  they  could  discover  it — 

We  moved  off  in  this  way,  toward  Thoroughfare  Gap. 

Q.  Did  you  find  General  Lon^street's  column  or  corps  advancing? — A.  We  did,  be- 
tween Hay  Market  and  Gainesville. 

Q.  What  did  General  Stuart  then  do? — A.  General  Stuart  then  threw  his  command 
on  Longstreet's  right  and  moved  down  with  his  right  fiank  in  the  direction  of  Bristoe 
to  Manassas  Junction. 

Q.  What  did  you  then  observe  ? — A.  We  took  the  road  leading  directly  down  the 
Manassas  Gap  Railroad;  there  is  a  road  running  parallel  with  it. 

Showing  that  they  came  down  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad,  and  not 
down  the  road  that  Porter  was  on  at  that  time,  moving  up  to  Gaines- 
ville on  a  road  running  parallel  with  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad. 

Q.  How  far  down  did  yon  go  ? — A.  General  Stuart,  threw"  his  command  on  the  right 
of  Longstreet,  and  passed  down  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad  to  about  that  point  [west 
of  Hampton  Cole's;  point  marked  "W"]. 

Q.  Then  what  did  you  do? — A.  We  discovered  a  column  in  our  front — discovered  a 
force  in  our  front  coming  from  the  direction  of  Manassas  Junction  to  Bristoe. 

Q.  What  sort  of  a  point  was  that  where  yon  discovered  this  column  coming,  so  far 
as  observation  is  concerned f — A.  It  was  a  good  point  for  observation;  a  high  posi- 
tion, elevated  ground.  We  could  see  Thoroughfare  Gap  and  Gainesville  and  all  the 
surrounding  country. 

Q.  When  you  got  back  to  General  Stuart,  where  was  he  ? — A.  Where  I  left  him,  on 
that  hill. 

Q.  At  that  time  where  was  General  Lon^street^s  command  ? — A.  They  had  come 
down  and  were  forming  here,  [Witness  indicates  a  point  back  westerly  of  Pageland 
lane.  ] 

If  anybody  will  examine  the  map  as  to  Pageland  lane,  they  will  find 
that  Longstreet  was  forming  away  beyond  the  Manassas  Railroad,  and 
not  at  all  upon  this  road  that  Porter  was  traveling,  but  Pageland  lane, 
making  Manassas  Gap  Railroad  the  right  of  Longstreet's  line,  and  not 
running  across  upon  this  road  upon  which  Porter  was  at  all,  and  no- 
where near  it. 

Q.  About  what  time  of  day  was  it  that  this  affair  occurred  at  Sudley  Springs;  be- 
fore you  and  General  Stuart  started  to  cross  the  country  toward  Thoroughfare  Gap  ? — 
A.  Earl^  in  the  morning. 

That  is,  before  they  started  from  Sudley  Springs,  away  off  to  the  left 
of  Jackson's  command. 

Q.  At  what  would  you  fix  the  time?— A.  I  suppose  eight  or  nine  o'clock  in  the 
morning. 

C^.  Did  vou  remain  at  this  point  with  General  Stuart  after  you  got  back  on  this 
hiU  ?— A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  became  of  this  column  of  troops  that  you  saw  advancing  ? — A.  I  don't 
know  what  became  of  them ;  they  disappeared  from  our  front. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  position  l)eing  taken  up  by  General  Longstreet's  com- 
mand during  the  day  in  advance  of  the  position  that  you  have  indicated:  If  so,  when 
and  where  ?    You  indicated  a  position  back  of  Pageland  lane. — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  down  in  the  neighborhood  of  this  hill  which  you  have  marked 
with  a  cross  daring  that  day  ;  u]»  to  what  time  ? — A.  We  were  down  there  the  greater 
part  of  the  day;  we  were  on  the  extreme  right  all  the  time  afterward.  The  cavalry 
remained  on  the  extreme  right  until  the  morning  of  the  30th. 

So  that  the  cavalry  was  the  only  force,  from  the  evidence  as  is  shown 
here,  that  was  then  on  this  road  npon  which  Porter  was  traveling. 


54  FITZ-JOHN   PORTER. 

Loii|?8treet's  force  never  crossed  until  at  six  o'clock.  One  brigade  only 
was  thrown  down  in  support  of  the  cavalry  at  a  distance  of  over  two 
miles  from  where  Porter's  command  was. 

Q.  What  time  do  yon  think  you  met  General  Longstreet  between  Hay  Market  and 
Gainesville  ? — A.  It  was  about  eleven  o'clock. 

Q.  Was  General  Longstreet  at  the  head  of  his  column  ? — A.  He  was  near  the  head 
of  the  column.  . 

Q.  Were  there  many  troops  in  front  of  his  command  ? — A.  Not  many. 

Q.  Were  they  advancing  ? — A.  They  were. 

Q.  Rapidly  ? — A.  They  were  marching  at  an  ordinary  pace. 

Major  Whit«  was  there  as  stalf  officer  to  General  Stuart.  General 
Stuart  was  in  command  of  the  cavalry  and  movingr  up  the  road  to  Long- 
street.  General  Stuart  stayed  on  his  right  all  day,  occupied  his  right 
from  the  time  that  Longstreet  passed  from  Gainesville  up  to  the  close 
of  that  battle,  until  the  next  morning,  the  30th  of  August.  The  evi- 
dence shows  that  none  of  these  troops  except  cavalry  were  on  that  road 
at  all.  That  is  all  that  was  in  front  of  Porter,  who  had  twenty-five 
thousand  infantry  in  his  front,  as  he  states  and  tries  to  demonstrate. 

Now,  let  us  continue  with  Mr.  White's  evidence: 

Q.  State  the  style  of  march ;  how  many  front  ? — A.  They  were  marching):  in  column* 

Q.  How  many  front  ? — A.  Marching  in  colamn  of  regiments,  i)erha]m  four  abreast. 

Q.  Were  they  in  close  order? — A.  Yes,  8ir. 

Q.  Would  you  Rwear  it  was  eleven  o'clock! — A.  It  was  about  eleven  o'clock. 

Q.  You  are  confident  that  none  of  Longstreet's  forces  had  passed  through  Gaines- 
ville before  eleven  o'clock  ? — A.  I  don't  think  they  had. 

Q.  How  did  they  appear  to  you;  to  be  on  ton  of  a  hill,  or  in  a  depression,  or  in 
woods,  or  by  woods,  or  in  an  open  field  ? — A.  The  position  we  occupied  was  a  com- 
manding one,  of  course.  They  were  in  a  depressed  situation  from  the  position  we 
occupied.    We  were  on  this  hill  and  they  were  here.     [Witness  indicates.] 

Q.  In  column,  marching  along  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad  right  in  their  vicinity?— A.  The  road 
they  were  marching  on  was  parallel  to  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad. 

That  is  Porter's  force  marching  on  a  road  parallel  to  the  Manassas 
Gap  Eailroad,  as  I  indicated  marked  on  the  map,  running  to  the  left  of 
the  Manassas  Gap  Eailroad  all  the  way  to  the  intersection  there  at 
Gainesville.    [Indicating.] 

Q.  When  you  came  back  to  that  position  did  you  see  any  Federal  troops  anywhere^ 
— ^A.  Yes.  There  were  Federal  troops  off  here.  [Indicating  the  lines  of  the  regi- 
ments. ] 

Q.  When  you  came  back  did  you  see  Longstreet's  command? — A.  I  saw  Long- 
street's  command  on  my  way  back  from  General  Stuart ;  they  came  and  formed  m 
here.    [Pageland  lane.] 

Here  is  the  place  [indicating]  where  they  formed.  There  is  Pageland 
lane  over  beyond  that  railroad: 

Q.  Did  yoa  remain  in  that  position  all  day  ? — A.  We  were  there  most  all  day.  Do 
you  mean  me  individually  ? 

Q.  Yes. — A.  No.  I  was  backward  and  forward  several  times  during  the  day.  I 
went  with  messages  from  Stuart  to  Lee  and  Longstreet  and  to  Jackson. 

Q.  Then,  during  that  whole  day,  you  were  in  the  vicinity  of  Longstreet's  troops, 
and  knew  of  their  position  ? — A.  Yes;  we  were  on  his  right. 

Q.  What  time  do  you  put  it  that  you  came  back  from  General  Jackson  after  being 
sent  over  by  General  Stuart? — A.  Half-past  two  or  three  o'clock. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  action  that  occuired  along  the  Warrenton  pike — infantry? 
— ^A.  I  heard  firing. 

Q.  What  time  was  that? — A.  In  the  evening. 

Q.  About  what  time  ? — A.  Gteneral  Jackson^s  command  was  engaged  all  the  time. 

Q.  Was  Hood^ft  command  engaged  at  all  ? — A.  That  evening  they  were. 

Q.  What  time  that  evening  ? — A.  I  suppose  about  three  o'clock  in  the  evening  they 
were  engaged ;  two  and  a  half  to  three  o'clock. 

Q.  Were  they  engajjjed  vigorously? — V.  Quite  a  severe  fight. 

Q.  Describe  the  action  so  far  as  you  observed  it. — A.  I  was  not  present.  I  didn't 
«e  it.    I  heard  the  firing;  it  lasted,  I  suppose,  half  to  three-quarters  of  an  hour. 
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Q.  Wa«  it  very  vigorons? — A.  It  was  a  very  Hharp  fight. 

Q.  Wfw  that  the  only  ocoa8ion  in  wliich  Hood's  commaud  was  engaged  that  day,  to 
your  knowledge  ? —A.  To  my  knowledge  that  is  the  only  one  nntil  next  morning. 

Q.  You  say  it  was  th^ee  o^ilock  ? — A.  Between  two  and  three  o'clock.  It  may  have 
been  after  three.     It  was  after  he  had  got  in  position. 

Q.  How  long  af»er  he  got  in  position  f — A.  He  got  in  position,  I  suppose,  about 
twelve  or  one  o'clock.  This  engcagenient  took  place  about  two  and  a  half,  or  may  be 
three,  or  three  and  a  half.  « 

Q.  Was  it  as  late  as  five  ? — A.  I  can't  recollect.     I  don't  think  it  was. 

You  will  remember  that  Hood's  division  was  a  part  of  Longstreet's 
corps,  and  the  part  of  Longstreet's  corps  that  was  not  in  front  of  Por- 
ter, but  engaged  up  by  Groveton,  fighting  against  the  division  of  Rey- 
nolds, and  not  over  in  this  other  direction. 

Q.  What  is  your  recollection  about  the  time  that  that  engagement  took  place  upon 
the  Warrenton  turnpike  by  Hood's  troops  f— A.  I  was  away  on  the  right.  Of  course 
there  was  fighung  on  the  line.  I  don't  know  what  troops  were  engaged,  but  I  know 
that  Hood's  troops  had  a  fight  there  that  evening,  I  don't  know  whether  it  was  three 
or  three  and  a  half:  it  may  have  been  five  o'clock.  I  know  they  had  a  sharp  fight 
there,  and  I  heard  it. 

Q.  Assuming  Hood's  division  to  be  in  the  place  you  have  indicated  by  W^,  and  sup- 
pose there  had  been  a  battery  placed  on  this  rise  of  ground  marked  C,  would  that 
nave  fulfilled  what  you  understood  was  the  position  of  a  battery  firing  off  in  the  di- 
rection of  "  W*"  ? — A.  Yes.  Just  beyond  a  small  branch  there  was  a  hill,  a  very  fine 
position  for  artillery,  and  it  was  firing  off  in  the  direction  of  "W\"  The  highest 
ground  of  that  hill  is  where  that  battery  was  placed,  or  rather  a  park  of  artillery ; 
nineteen  or  twenty  qf  our  guns  were  in  that  position. 

Q.  Suppose  that  the  column  of  troops  that  you  saw  on  that  morning,  or  on  the  noon 
of  Friday,  August  29,  had  been  coming  up  the  dirt  road  from  Manassas  Junction  to 
Oainesville  and  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  Dawkins  Rnn,  would  that  have  been  the 
position  of  the  column  that  you  saw  according  to  the  map  ? 

(Objected  to  as  leading.) 

A.  The  troops  we  saw  approaching  came  more  from  the  direction  of  Bristoe  than 
from  Manassas. 

Q.  Therefore,  what  road  indicated  on  this  map  best  fulfills  the  direction  from  which 
yon  saw  those  troops  coming? 

(Objected  to  as  leading.^ 

A.  They  were  approaching  more  in  the  direction  from  Bristoe  than  from  Manassas. 

*  Q.  Therefore,  what  road  best  of  the  roads  you  see  on  this  map  shows  the  direction 
from  which  you  saw  those  troops  coming f  [Map  explained  to  the  witness.]  Now, 
where  were  the  Federal  troops  t — A.  I  remarked  a  while  ago  that  the  column  that 
was  advancing  advanced  more  from  the  direction  of  Bristoe  than  Manassas. 

Q.  Here  is  Bristoe  and  there  is  Manassas.  Now,  where  do  you  put  it,  what  direc- 
tion! Make  a  line  indicating  the  direction. — A.  They  must  have  come  in  here  or  in 
.here, 

Q.  Then  you  are  not  positive  that  you  saw  them  on  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad  ? — 
A.  I  never  said  I  saw  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad.  I  said  I  saw  them  on  the  road 
running  parallel  with  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad.  They  were  not  marching  on  the 
railroad.  They  were  marching  on  a  road  that  1  supposed,  from  the  position  I  occu- 
pied, was  a  line  parallel  with  the  Manassas  Gaii  Railroad;  th^y  may  have  been  on 
this  road  [from  (rainesviHe  to  Stuart's  Hill]  and  took  position  there  [at  -+-«.]  From 
that  position  we  saw  the  columns  coming  up,  but  they  were  not  on  the  railroad. 

»  n  •  «  »  *  ♦ 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  railroad  in  conjunction  with  seeing  them,  or  at  the  same  time  in 
connection  with  seeing  themf — A.  I  could  not  say.  I  was  not  looking  for  railroads. 
I  was  looking  for  troops.  I  don't  recollect  now  whether  I  saw  the  railroad  or  not, 
because  rav  attention  was  directed  to  more  important  matters 

Q.  Would  you  swear  that  those  troops,  Bristoe  being  here  and  Manassas  there — that 
those  troops  were  not  on  this  roa<i  to  Milford?— A.  No;  they  were  not  in  that  direc- 
tion at  all.  They  were  off  here  £  witness  indicates  in  the  direction  of  the  Manasses 
and  Gainesville  dirt  road]. 

Q.  Had  you  been  to  Bristoe  that  day  ? — A.  No,  sir;  we  had  been  there  the  day  before. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  where  Bristoe  wast — A.  Because  I  have  been  there  a  thousand 
times  since. 

Q.  Could  you  see  it  from  that  position? — A.  I  don't  know  that  you  could  see  the 

•  ettttion,  but!  knew  the  general  direction,  and  had  been  all  over  that  country  time  and 
jkgain. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  of  the  shot  fired  fall  near  that  column  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  WhatHid  the  colamn  do  ? — A.  The  column  seemed  to  retire. 

Q.  Did  you  see  them  retire? — A.  Yes;  I  saw  them  give  back. 

Q.  How  did  they  retire? — ^A.  You  know  how  troops  retire.  They  gave  back  into  a 
piece  of  woods;  and  just  at  that  time  I  went  off  witn  a  message,  as  1  stated  before — 
went  off  with  a  message  to  General  Jackson  from  General  Stuart. 

Mark  this  language.  It  shows  that  Major  White  was  talking  of  the 
very  thing  that  Morell  and  Griffin  were  speaking  of,  about  hiding  their 
men  in  the  woods,  because  White  swears  that  when  this  piece  of  artil- 
lery, placed  as  I  have  shown,  fired  at  the  head  of  the  column,  that  column 
retired.  How  did  it  retire!  They  retired  in  the  woods,  and  where  they 
were  kept  the  whole  day  by  the  orders  of  Porter. 

By  Mr.  Maltby  : 

Q.  You  say  that  the  artillery  were  stationed  on  the  right  of  Jackson  at  the  highest 
point  on  the  ridge.  Now,  did  Longstreet's  line  bend  back  from  the  line  of  Jackson, 
or  did  they  make  an  angle  more  nearly  approaching  right  angles  f — A.  I  had  nothing 
to  do  with  Longstreet's  position. 

Q.  But  you  saw  it  ? — A.  I  parsed  in  his  rear  several  times. 

Q.  Take  a  pencil  and  mark  Longstreet's  line.— A.  There  was  an  angle  formed  be- 
tween Jackson  and  Longstreet's  line ;  Jackson's  line  ran  along  here.  [Witness  indi- 
cates.] 

Q.  Draw  it  in  pencil.  There  is  the  Independent  line  of  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad. 
[Indicated  to  the  witness.] — A.  Jackson's  artillery  was  posted  on  this  stony  ridge. 

Q.  Draw  a  line  where  the  nineteen  or  twenty  guns  were  posted. — A.  I  had  no  con- 
nection with  Longstreet's  command  or  Jackson's.  I  passed  in  the  rear  of  both  lines 
several  times  with  messages.  I  did  not  inspect  their  lines.  I  just  speak  from  general 
recollection  of  their  lines. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  recollect  precisely  where  any  one  line  was  f — A.  I  do ;  yes.  I 
have  indicated  there  is  Jackson's  line ;  his  artillery  was  posted  on  this  range  of  hills; 
General  Longstreet  formed  here.  [Witness  indicates  the  different  positions.]  Their 
lines  did  not  join ;  there  was  an  angle  there,  an  openings  and  there  is  where  the  bat- 
tery of  artillery  was. 

Q.  Draw  Jackson's  line  and  the  cannon  of  Longstreet. — A.  I  have  indicated  it. 
[Witness  indicates  the  line  of  the  Independent  line  of  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad.] 
His  line  did  not  go  down  that  far  [indicating  Sudley  Church] ;  it  went  to  about 
there. 

Q.  Where  do  you  run  Jackson's  line  ?— A.  Jackson's  line  ran  about  in  this  direc- 
tion.    [Marked  with  a  pencil.]    That  is  aboat  the  direction  of  Jackson's  line. 

(The  line  indicated  by  the  witness  by  means  of  a  pencil  is  followed  in  ink  by  the 
recorder.) 

Q.  Where  were  these  eighteen  or  twenty  guns  of  Jackson's  f — A.  That  did  not  have 
reference  to  Jackson's  command ;  Jackson's  artillery  was  posted  on  this  range  of  hills 
back  of  his  line  of  battle.    This  park  of  artillery  is  where  W*  is  and  W^, 

Q.  You  still  say  that  Hood  occupied  that  position,  and  that  his  right  was  where  -f- 
and  -H  -|-  are?— A.  There  is  where  Hood  was;  right  there. 

The  evidence  of  Eev.  John  Landstreet  (board's  record,  p.  996).  He 
was  a  minister,  called  in  both  armies  a  chaplain ;  he  was  a  chaplain  in 
the  Confederate  service  belonging  to  this  cavalry  command.  He  saw 
the  same  thing,  and  here  is  what  he  says,  after  stating  his  residence  to 
be  in  Baltimore  County,  Maryland: 

Question.  What  did  yon  do  or  see  there  which  has  impressed  itself  upon  your  atten. 
tion? — Answer.  .There  was  considerable  dust  in  this  direction  [witness  indicates],  in, 
dicating  a  body  of  troops;  there  was  considerable  down  in  this  direction  somewhere 
At  any  rate,  General  Stuart  ordered  some  of  the  I^Mfth  Cavalry  to  go  out  and  cut  bnish 
and  drag  it  along  the  road. 

Q.  [By  Mr.  Maltby.]  Did  you  hear  the  order? — A.  Yes;  to  drag  the  brush  along 
the  Gainesville  road,  so  as  to  ser\'e  a«  a  feint  and  to  convey  the  impression  that  there 
was  a  force  coming  down  the  Gainesville  road.  It  was  given,  I  distinctly  recollect, 
to  a  member  of  the  Fifth  Virginia  Cavalry. 

Q.  Who  was  the  colonel  of  that  regiment? — A.  T.  L.  Rosser.  We  frequently  after 
that  conversed  about  it. 

Q.  What  was  done  after  that  while  you  were  in  the  neighborhood  of  Hampton 
Cole's? — A.  There  was  some  firing  from  this  position  [-f-"^],  in  the  direction  of  this  ap- 
proaching force ;  and  from  my  recollection  of  it  the  force  was  a  considerable  distance 
down.  If  3  iuchcN  indicate  a  mile  here,  and  if  it  was  a  life  and  death  case,  I  would 
say  that  it  was  inside  of  a  mile  that  thej'  were  off 
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Q.  Yon  shonld  say  it  was  a  distance  of  about  a  mile  T — ^A.  I  shonld  say  it  wasnnside 
of  a  mile.  It  was  not  beyond  a  mile,  certainlv.  [Witness  indicates  from  Hampton 
Cole's.  ]    There  were  several  shots  fired  from  this  point  in  the  direction  down  there. 

Q.  In  what  direction  f — A.  That  depends  entirely  upon  where  the  man  was  standing 
at  the  time^  and  what  he  -^as  looking  at.  I  did  not  charge  my  mind  much  with  this 
Manassas  Gap  Railroad,  thongh  I  knew  it  very  well.  But  I  would  not  say  whether 
it  was  here  or  there  [whether  right  or  left].  It  was  pretty  much  in  line  with  this 
railroad  [Manassas  Gap  Railroad]. 

Q.  What  became  of  this  colnmn  of  troops  upon  those  shots  being  fired  T — A.  I  did 
not  see  them. 

Q.  They  disappeared  from  your  sight  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  remain  in  the  position  they  were  in  when  they  were  fired  upon  t — A.  No, 
sir.  When  my  attention  was  directed  to  them  they  were  where  I  could  see  the 
colnmn,  or  a  considerable  portion  of  it;  and  they  were  marching  in  good  order,  close 
column. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  many  shots  were  fired  at  them  ? — A.  I  do  not;  but  I  am 
positive  I  didn't  hear  half  a  dozen ;  I  know  1  did  not. 

Q.  How  long  did  yon  remain  in  that  position  in  the  neighborhood  of  Hampton  Cole's 
that  day  ? — A.  I  was  sent  off  after  that  to  hunt  up  the  First  Virginia  Cavalry,  not 
very  far  from  there  at  that  time ;  and  I  paid  very  little  attention,  indeed,  from  that 
time.  When  Longstreet  came  and  formed  there,  General  Jackson  being  in  position,  I 
came  out  from  the  command,  and  I  was  not  in  any  of  the  fight  at  all  except  in  the 
cavalry  movements — skirmishing. 

Q.  Where  did  General  Longstreet  form  his  command  ? — A.  It  seems  to  me  I  struck 
a  portion  of  Hood's  oommana  on  General  Longstreet's  left  l)efore  I  got  anywhere  in 
the  direction  of  Longstreet's  right.  They  seemed  to  come  in  a  good  ways  in  the  di- 
rection of  General  Longstreet's  left,  if  they  were  not  immediately  on  his  dank. 

Q.  About  where  woiild  vou  put  them,  north  of  the  pike,  across  the  pike,  or  south  of 
the  pike  t— A.  W^hich  ? 

Q.  Hood's  division  of  that  command  1 — A.  From  my  recollection,  there  was  a  por- 
tion of  Longstreet's  command  that  crossed  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad  [the  witness 
marks  a  point  with  a  pen];  crossed  it,  I  am  sure,  some  distance,  but  how  far  I  don't 
know.  I  do  not  think  it  was  far.  It  extended,  I  think,  up  in  this  way.  Hood's  was 
in  front  of  it;  part  of  it  in  the  body  of  the  woods.  My  impression  is  tlint  Hood  came 
in  a  little  in  advance  of  Longstreet's  left.  I  am  certain  I  came  to  Hocxl  before  I  came 
to  Longstreet's  force  in  position.     [Marked  "Longstreet"  and  "Hood."] 

Q.  What  time  of  day  was  that  that  they  were  all  in  position  t  *  *  *— A.  It  is 
my  recoUection  that  it  was  somewhere  between  two  and  three  o'clock. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  or  not  either  Hood  or  the  remainder  of  Longstreet's  com- 
mand were  in  advance  to  the  east  of  Pageland  lane  at  any  time  that  day  f — A.  I  do 
not. 

Q.  Was  your  position  such  that  you  could  see  the  location  of  Hood  and  Longstreet 
during  the  afternoon  T — A.  O,  yes ;  I  could  go  where  I  pleased. 

Q.  How  long  did  this  action  of  that  day  continue  f — -A.  The  firing  to  my  recollection 
continued  up  to  about  dark.  It  was  near  dusk.  At  times  it  was  heavier  than  at 
others ;  and  at  times  severer  than  I  ever  heanl  it  in  any  engagement. 

Q.  What  were  your  opportunities  during  that  day  of  knowing  the  fact,  provided 
General  Hood  had  advanced  east  of  Pageland  lane?  [Points  of  compass  upon  the 
map  explained  to  the  witness.  ]  A.  My  answer  is,  that  if  I  had  a  desire  to  know  it,  I 
could  have  known  it  very  easily;  but  I  didn't  think  about  it  at  all.  It  was  not  in 
my  mind.  I  was  well  acquainted  with  Hood  and  his  command,  and  that  made  the 
impression  upon  me  in  coming  to  this  point.  I  came  from  the  direction  where  Jack- 
son's command  was,  and  passed  this  heavy  battery  at  the  time,  though  I  think  there 
were  a  few  more  guns  there  than  I  have  heard  stated  to-day. 

Q.  In  which  direction,  as  you  stood  at  Hampton  Cole's  facing  the  enemy,  was  Long- 
street's  command  from  you,  with  reference  to  your  own  person — to  the  left,  right,  front, 
or  rear? — A.  Looking  down  in  the  direction  from  which  the  enemy  were  coming,  a 
portion  of  it  was  in  my  rear  and  a  portion  of  it  was  not. 

Q.  At  the  time  youarrived  there  at  Hampton  Cole's  ? — A.  No,  sir.  They  did  not 
get  in  this  position  at  the  time  I  arrived  at  Hampton  Cole's.  I  arrived  at  Hampton 
Cole's  about  ten  or  eleven  iu  the  morning. 

Q.  Where  were  the  guns  stationed  in  reference  to  Hampton  Cole's?— A.  The  guns 
were  pointed  down  a  little  to  the  left  of  the  railroad. 

Q.  How  near  were  yon  to  the  guns  ? — A.  Right  up  by  them. 

Q.  How  much  of  that  column  did  you  see  ? — A.  I  could  not  say  how  many  regiments 
there  were.  TLe  column  indicated  that  it  was  the  head  of  a  conHi<lerable  Dody  of 
men. 

Q.  What  was  that  indication  ? — A.  They  were  marching  in  close  column. 

Q.  Would  not  a  regiment  march  in  close  column  ? — A.  Might  not  in  as  close  col- 
umn as  that,  and  in  good  order.  My  judgment  iu  the  matter  wivs  that  it  was  the  ad- 
vance of  a  large  army. 
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Q.  Did  you  see  a  quarter  of  a  mile  of  that  column   — A.  No,'  sir. 

Q.  An  eighth  of  a  uiile? — A.  That  is  somewhere  near  it. 

Q.  Was  it  marching  upon  a  plain  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell  you  that.  It  did  not  appear 
to  me  as  if  they  were  coming  up  a  hill,  nor  ha  if  they  were  coming  down  a  hill. 

Q.  As  if  they  were  marching  upon  a  \}\n\n  ? — A.  It  looked  pretty  much  as  if  they 
were  on  a  level. 

Q.  Can  you  state  whetln-r  any  bushes  were  to  their  right  or  left,  or  trees  t — A.  No. 
I  could  not.  My  impression  is  that  the  country  was  pretty  well  open  left  and  right 
of  where  I  first  saw  them. 

Q.  Did  you  see  them  in  llank  at  all? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q  I  don't  know  whether  it  is  a  military  expression  or  not. — A.  Do  you  mean  did  I 
see  the  rear  of  the  enemy  f 

Q.  No,  sir;  I  mean  the  side  of  the  column  as  it  advanced. — A.  No,  sir;  it  wa«  the 
shortest  space  of  time  before  the  tiring  commenced  here  at  Hampton  Cole*8  before  I 
saw  them  no  more. 

Q.  Was  this  column  to  your  right  or  left  ? — A.  From  the  position  I  was  in,  it  was 
almost  directly  in  my  front.  I  think  if  I  had  advanced  in  a  straight  line  I  would 
have  come  up  face  to  face  with  them.  I  was  a  little  to  the  right  of  Hampton  Cole's 
and  looking  right  straight  down. 

Q.  Did  you  see  troops  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  Leachmao  house  f — A.  I  knew 
there  were  troops  there,  but  how  I  knew  it  I  am  not  now  prepared  to  say. 

Q.  How  did  they  appear?  Did  they  march  out  of  sight  in  the  rear,  or  did  they  re- 
tiro  in  the  bushes? — A.  If  you  will  let  me  use  an  illustration:  It  was  a  very  common 
thing  for  a  column  of  cavalry  to  advance,  and  one  shot  into  a  column  of  cavalry 
would  make  them  disappear  in  the  woods,  and  that  w^as  the  end  of  it.  I  never  saw 
a  column  that  got  out  of  sight  quicker  than  this  column  did. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  remain  at  Hampton  Cole^s? — A.  I  suppose  I  staid  there  until 
— well,  it  was  just  after  the  brush  expedition;  shortly  after  that;  and  I  went  in  the 
direction  of  Gainesville  from  there.  I  don't  know  but  what  I  went  right  across  to 
Gainesville;  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  How  did  you  go  ? — A.  I  struck  out  on  this  Gainesville  road  that  I  had  traveled 
hundreds  of  times  toward  Gainesville ;  pretty  much  along  the  lino  of  the  railroad. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  say  that  it  was  that  you  were  at  Hampton  Cole's  ? — ^A.  I  said 
I  was  there  until  after  twelve  o'clock. 

Q.  Were  you  there  about  an  hour  in  all? — A.  I  was  there  more  than  an  hour;  I 
was  there  fully  an  hour  and  a  half. 

Q.  You  jj^assed  along  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad? — A.  I  passed  along  the  Gaiues- 
villo  turnpike. 

Q.  What  did  you  see  on  your  route  in  the  shape  of  troops? — A.  I  met  some  of,  I 
think,  Longstreet's  forces  on  tho  Warrenton  pike. 

Q.  Did  yon  see  any  of  Longstreet's  troops  ? — A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  seeing 
them. 

Q.  Vi9Te  there  any  troops  marching  on  that  turnpike? — ^A.  There  may  have  been. 
I  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  it. 

Q.  How  long  did  von  stay  away  in  the  direction  of  Gainesville? — A.  I  staid  away 
until  about  three  or  half-past  three  o'clock,  I  think. 

Q.  Then  what  did  yon  do  ? — A.  Then  I  returned  to  the  First  Regiment  of  Virginia 
Cavalry. 

Q.  Where  was  that? — A.  If  my  recollection  serves,  it  was  between  Hampton  Cole's 
and  Sndley. 

Q.  Was\hat  the  detachment  that  had  been  sent  off  to  drag  brush  there  that  day  ? — 
A.  No,  sir.    That  was  the  Fifth  Virginia  Cavalry,  commanded  by  Colonel  Rosser. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  see  the  place  where  Longstreet's  line  was  formed  after  yon 
went  off  toward  Gainesville  ? — A.  I  saw  it  for  the  first  time  a  little  after  three  o'clock. 

Q.  Was  it  then  formed? — A.  Yes;  it  was  then  formed  in  good  order. 

Q.  All  along  the  whole  line? — A.  Well,  I  did  not  ride  along  the  whole  line. 

Q.  Where  w^ere  you  ? — A.  I  could  not  tell  you  how  it  was  along  the  whole  line.  I 
rode  in  along  here  and  I  passed  on  out  here.  I  passed  around  on  Longstreet's  left,  and 
I  found  Hood's  division  m  front  of  Longstreet,  and  rather  extending  beyond  his  left. 
[Witness  indicates  near  Pageland  Lane.] 

Q.  Then  what  did  ^ou  strike? — A.  I  didn't  know  what  the  name  of  the  road  wjis. 
I  made  for  Sndley  neighborhood,  and  there  I  met  a  portion  of  the  First  Virginia. 

Q.  On  Hood's  left  or  Longstreet's  left  did  you  find  artillery  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Hood's  line  extend  quite  up  to  the  artillery? — ^A.  No,  sir;  it  did  not.  There 
was  a  gap. 

Q.  How  much  of  a  gap  ? — A.  I  don't  recollect  how  much  it  was,  but  it  was  a  con- 
siderable gap. 

Q.  Half  a  mile  ? — A.  I  don't  know  whether  it  was  that  much,  but  if  was  a  consider- 
jible  gap,  a  considerable  elevation. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  where  that  artillery  was  in  reference  to  the  Browner  or  Douglas 
house  ? — ^A.  No,  sir ;  I  know  nothing  about  houses  there. 

Q.  Were  the  batteries  in  advance  of  Hood's  line  1 — A.  Well,  rather. 

Q.  Much  ? — A.  No,  sir;  they  were  rather  a  little  in  advance  of  his  left. 

Q  Was  the  distance  between  Hood's  left  and  the  ri^^ht  of  the  artillery  as  great  as 
the  gap  f — A.  According  to  iny  recollection,  the  battery  was  pretty  nearly* in  the  center 
of  the  gap. 

Q.  Did  the  line  of  the  battery  run  in  the  same  direction  that  Hood's  line  ran,  or  did 
noo<r8  line  form  an  angle  with  the  battery  ? — A.  It  was  at  an  angle. 

Q.  Was  the  right  of  the  battery  much  in  advance  of  Hood's  left? — A.  No,  sir;  it 
was  not  much  in  advance,  but  still  it  was  in  advance. 

Q.  Was  it  a  half-mile  in  advance? — A.  Oh,  no. 

Q.  Was  it  a  quarter  of  a  mile? — A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  think  it  was  that. 

Q.  Or  an  eighth  ? — A.  I  don't  think  it  was  that.  It  was  a  v-ery  short  distance  in 
advance.     I  would  not  say  positively  that  it  was  in  advance  at  all. 

Q.  About  what  time  of  day  did  you  first  see  Lougstreet's  troops  in  position  after 
that? — A.  I  saw  them  in  position,  1  think,  sonitnvhere  about  three  o'clock,  or  a  little 
after  three,  or  a  little  before  three. 

w  «  «  «  »  «  * 

When  tli(*  witness  was  a.skedlo  mark  the  position  of  Longstreet  upon 
the  map,  he  did  so,  and  he  put  it  almost  exactly  in  the  same  position 
that  Major  White  did,  across  over  to  the  left  of  the  Manassas  Gap  Rail- 
road, with  Stuart's  cavalry  on  the  riffht  on  this  other  n>ad.  It  will  be 
noticed  that  he  speaks  of  this  command  comin^^^  down  there,  in  this 
direction,  meaning  Porter's  command  of  (hat  day.  He  says,  after  they 
saw  them  coming,  they  having  no  troops  they  wanted  to  spare — the 
battle  going  on  so  hot  on  the  left.  General  Stuart  ordered  Rosser,  of  the 
Fifth  Virginia  Cavalry,  to  cut  brush  to  haul  up  and  down  the  Gaines- 
ville road,  upon  which  Porter's  command  was  going— to  kick  up  a  dust 
as  we  might  call  it — so  that  Porter  might  think  the  whole  Confederate 
army  were  coming.  Rosser  cut  and  hauled  brush  up  and  down  that 
road. 

Found  in  the  Board's  record,  page  1007: 

RoBKitT  C.  ScHENCK,  Called  by  the  recorder,  and  examined  in  the  city  of  Baltimore, 
October  :i2,  1878  (present,  the  recorder,  and  Mr.  Maltby  of  counsel  for  the  petitioner), 
being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside? — Answer.  Dayton,  Ohio;  temporai'ily  residing  in 
Washington,  District  of  Columbia. 

Q.  What  rank  and  command  did  you  hold  in  the  military  service  of  the  United 
States  on  the  29th  August,  1862  ?— A.  Brigailier-general  of  volunteers,  commanding 
the  first  division,  SigeVs  corps. 

Q.  Finallv  you  left  the  service  with  what  rank  ? — A.  Major-general.  I  was  pro- 
moted to  take  effect  August  30,  1862. 

Q.  In  moving  up  to  this  position,  did  you  have,  in  the  moiiiing  of  the  29th  August, 
any  enemy  in  front  of  you  f — ^A.  None  that  we  felt,  throwing  forward  skirmishers  and 
supposing  the  enemy  was  pref^eut  somewhere.  Pretty  early  iu  the  day  a  force  of  the 
enemy  was  developed  upon  this  ridge,  where  there  were  a  number  of  batteries  placed 
to  our  right ;  that  would  l>e  to  the  north  of  the  turnpike  road. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  passing  that  lane,  Lewis  lane  No.  1  f — A.  I  have  a  very  indis- 
tinct impression  of  it.  I  have  a  remembrance  floating  in  my  mind  having  crossed 
some  roa<l  which  was  not  the  turnpike,  but  I  don't  recall  it  distinctly. 

Q.  At  what  time  of  the  day  did  you  reach  your  farthest  point  in*  advance  ? — ^A.  I 
think  it  must  have  been  somewhere  about  the  middle  of  the  day ;  perhaps  a  little 
earlier  than  the  middle  of  the  day. 

Q.  Did  you  see  General  Reynolds's  division  during  that  day  ? — A.  No;  but  I  under- 
stood he  was  oil" on  my  left. 

Q.  Did  you  see  General  Reynolds  himself  during  the  morning  or  afternoon  ? — A. 
No;  I  think  not.    I  don't  recollect. 

Q.  How  far  did  you  get  beyond  the  Gibbon's  wood,  in  which  the  wounded  of  the 
night  before  were  f — A.  Idon't  know  that  we  got  beyond  the  Gibbon  woods.  My  remem- 
brance is  that  the  farthest  point  we  reached  was  somewhere  about  the  west  edge  of 
the  Gibbon  wood — that  is,  the  wood  in  which  Gibbon's  troops  were  engaged  the  night 
before.  We  found  there  his*  wounded  and  the  evidence  of  the  battle  that  had  taken 
place. 

Q.  Was  anything  done  with  these  wounded  that  you  found  there  ? — A.  I  ordered 
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all  the  men  in  that  and  the  piece  of  woods  this  side  of  that,  where  there  were,  I  think ^ 
a  few  scattered,  to  be  sent  to  the  rear  and  taken  care  of.  I  don^t  know  that  that  is 
the  Gibbon  wood ;  I  mean  the  wood  farthest  in  advance  that  I  reached  wes  the  wood 
in  which  the  engagement  took  place.  My  impression  is  we  did  not  at  any  period  go 
farther  in  that  direction  than  to,  perhaps,  the  west  edge  of  that  wood. 

Q.  Look  at  the  map ;  which  piece  of  timber  is  it  that  you  consider  to  be  the  GiblKin 
wood? — A.  T/ii*  I  suppose  to  be  the  wood.  [In  which  the  word  **  Warren  ton  ^*  ends: 
marked  **S"  <Ju  the  Landstreet  map.]  That  I  suppose  is  intended  for  the  wood  in 
which  Oibbon^s  engagement  took  place. 

Q.  How  long  did  your  division  remain  in  that  woods? — A.  We  must  have  been  in 
that  wood,  altogether,  two  or  three  hours. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  battery  of  the  enemy  while  you  were  in  that  position  ?  If  ho, 
where  was  it  f — A.  There  was  a  battery  off  to  our  right  somewhere  which  I  i*ecolJe<*t 
all  the  more  distinctly  because  it  seemed  to  me  to  l>e  detJiehed  from  the  general  line 
of  the  enemy,  and  I  conceived  the  purpose  of  attempting  to  capture  it,  and  sent  one 
of  my  staff  over  to  reconnoiter  with  a  view  to  see  how  it  might  be  appniached.  But 
about  that  time  Milroy,  who  was  engaged  with  the  enemy  off  to  my  right,  communi- 
cated with  me.  or  General  Sigel  for  him — I  think  the  message  came  from  Milroy  him- 
self— begging  assistance,  and  I  detached  Staliel's  brigade  to  support  Milroy  northeast 
of  the  pike,  and  then  gave  up  the  idea  of  attempting  to  capture  that  battery. 

Q.  That  battery  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  where? — A.  It  was  on  a  hill  on  my 
right ;  to  the  right  of  the  wood  wlu-re  Gibbon's  fi«jht  had  taken  place.  It  was  upon 
elevated  grouncf,  and  seemed  to  be  the  spur  of  a  hill.  I  thought  we  might  by  a  sud- 
den and  decisive  movement  upon  it  capture  it. 

Q.  While  you  were  up  in  this  position,  McLean's  brigade,  I  understand,  wa.s  on  the 
left.  What  was  the  position  of  Reynolds's  division  of  Pennsylvania  Reserves  as  re- 
ported to  you  at  that  time  in  reference  to  your  own  position? — A.  I  did  not  see  them, 
but  they  were  reported  to  me  as  being  upon  our  left,  and  I  may  add  that  it  was  re- 
ported to  me  that  they  had  statioued  a  battery  somewhere  in  advance  of  Gibbon*s 
wood,  I  think  Cooper's  battery. 

Q.  In  which  direction  was  that  battery  operating  ?— A.  I  did  not  see  the  battery. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  quit  with  your  division  this  Gibbon  wood  ? — A.  I  should 
think,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  somewhere  between  one  and  three  o'clock.  I 
don't  think  I  can  be  more  positive  than  that.  My  recollection  is  that  it  was  some 
time  after  noon. 

Q.  To  what  point  did  you  go  then  with  your  division  ? — A.  In  consequence  of  reports 
made  to  me  in  reference  to  the  movements  of  General  Reynolds,  I  thought  it  best  for 
me  to  fall  back,  and  I  came  into  a  strip  of  woo.^s  which  1  snppose  to  be  these  [south 
of  the  syllable  **  ville  "in  **  Gainesville  "].  I  formed  in  line  of  battle  near  the  west  edge 
of  that  woods.    There  we  lay  most  of  the  afternoon. 

Q.  Up  to  what  time? — A.  I  can  scarcely  tell  you.  I  should  think  at  least  until  the 
middle  of  the  afternoon,  perhaps  later.  I  recollect  withdrawing  from  that  point  from 
wood  to  wood  as  we  had  advanced.  We  found  it  quite  late  in  the  afternoon,  or  quite 
sunset,  by  the  time  I  reached  my  original  poiiition.  The  whole  distance,  I  should  think, 
was  about  two  miles  from  the  point  where  ww  start-ed  in  the  morning  to  the  furthest 
point  to  which  we  advanced. 

Q.  While  you  were  iu  the  Gibbon  wood,  what  enemy,  if  any,  did  you  see  in  your  im- 
mediate front  f — A.  I  cauuot  say  that  I  saw  any  enemy  in  our  immediate  front."  There 
were  skirmishers  in  that  direction,  and  as  my  skirmishers  were  thrown  forward  we 
would  have  an  occasional  shot,  but  there  seemed  to  me  at  that  time  to  be  no  enemy  in 
my  front,  in  my  immediate  front.  The  first  intimation  that  I  had  that  the  enemy  in 
considerable  force  were  upon  our  left  wasthi-ongh  Colonel  McLean,  the  commander  of 
my  second  brigade,  who  told  me  that  a  messenger,  or  staff  officer,  or  orderly,  or  some 
one  from  Reynolds,  apparently  with  authority,  had  come  to  him,  as  he  was  in  com- 
mand of  a  brigade,  and  comiuunioated  the  fact  that  the  enemy  were  upon  our  left,  and 
I  think  was  coupled  with  the  information  that  Reynolds  intended  to  fall  back.  I  tried 
to  communicate  with  Reynolds  again,  but  did  not  succeed,  but  I  thought  there  was  no 
occasion  for  immediately  falling  bark  ;  but  not  finding  any  response  from  General 
Reynolds,  I  concluded  to  withdraw  slowly  to  at  least  a  short  distance  and  then  come 
across  an  open  space  into  the  next  wood  [into  a  little  strip  marked  S*],  where  I  rested 
the  troops  in  line. 

Q.  While  you  were  holding  position  in  that  littlestrip  of  woods,  do  you  know  whether 
or  not  the  enemy  obtained  the  possession  of  the  Gibbon  wood  ? — A.  I  am  satisfied  that 
they  were  not  there  in  any  force ;  they  had  their  skirmishers  thrown  forward  as  I  had 
men  toward  the  (iibbon  wood,  and  there  wore  occasional  shots  fired  with  or  without 
good  cause  for  them,  but  there  was  no  movement  in  force,  nor  was  there  indicated  to 
nic  any  presence  of  an  enemy  in  force. 

Q.  Can  vou  fix  with  any  degree  of  relaiive  certainty  the  time  in  'he  afternoon  when 
yon  quit  the  little  fringe  of  woods  marked  "S*";  wheiherit  was  two,  or  three,  or  four, 
or  five,  or  six  o'ch  ck  f — A.  The  days  in  August  are  pretty  long.     I  should  say  it  was  at 
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least  the  micldle  of  the  afternoon,  or  probably  later.  I  reached  my  conclnsion  from 
measuring  It  by  the  movement  forward  and  the  gradual  withdrawal  of  the  troops.  I 
Hhould  think  it  was  after  the  middle  of  the  afternoon. 

We  desire  also  to  follow  this  evidence  by  putting  in  the  report  of  the 
commander  of  the  army,  to  show  the  position  of  our  own  troops  during 
the  day^  and  to  corroborate  the  faet  that  Griffin's  brigade  retreated  back 
to  the  point  stated,  and  to  show  the  cause  of  the  censure  placed  upon 
him  in  connection  with  being  part  of  Porter's  command,  for  his  igno- 
minious retreat  that  night,  without  any  enemy  whatever  being  in  his 
front. 

The  document  is  as  follows  : 

[Indorsement : ]  Report  of  Major-General  Pope,  commanding  Army  of  Virgin ?a.  Op- 
erations of  the  Army  of  Virginia  from  August  9  lill  September  2,  1862.  Received  at 
headquarters  of  the  Army  September  6,  lrJ62.  War  Department,  Adjufant-GeneraPs 
Office,  Washington,  September  30,  1878.  Official  copy.  E  D.  Townsend,  Adjutant- 
General. 

Heaix^uartrrs  Army  of  the  Virginia,  Septenihtr  3,  1862. 

General  :  I  have  th«*  honor  to  submit  the  followinij  brief  sketch  of  the  operations 
of  this  army  since  the  9th  of  August. 

I  moved  frtun  Sperryville,  Little  Washington,  and  Warrenton,  with  the  corps  of 
Banks  and  Sigel  and  one  division  of  McDowell's  corps,  numbering  in  all  thiriy-two 
thousand  men,  to  meet  the  enemy  who  had  crossed  the  Rapidan  and  was  advancing 
on  Culpeper. 

The  movement  toward  Gordonsville  had  completely  succeeded  in  drawing  off  a  large 
force  from  Richmond,  and  in  relieving  the  Array  of  the  Potomac  from  much  of  the 
danger  which  threatened  iis  withdrawal  from  the  Peninsula. 

The  action  of  August  9,  at  Cedar  Mountain,  with  the  forces  under  Jackson,  which 
compeUed  his  retreat  across  the  Kapidan,  made  necessary  still  further  re-enforcements 
of  the  enemy  from  Richmond ;  and  by  this  time  it  being  apparent  that  the  Army  of 
the  Potomac  was  evacuating  the  Peninsula,  the  whole  force  of  the  enemy  concentrated 
around  Richmond  was  pushed  forward  with  great  rapidity  to  crush  the  Army  of  Vir- 
ginia before  the  forces  evacuating  the  Peninsula  could  be  united  with  it.  I  remained 
at  Cedar  Mountain,  and  still  threatened  to  cross  the  Rapidan  until  the  17th  of  August, 
by  which  time  General  Robert  Lee  had  assembled  in  my  front,  and  within  eight  miles, 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  rebel  army. 

As  soon  as  I  ascertained  this  fact  and  knew  that  the  Army  of  the  Potomac  was  no 
longer  in  danger,  I  drew  back  my  whole  force  across  the  Rappahannock  on  the  night 
of  wie  17th  and  day  of  the  18th,  without  loss  of  any  kind,  and  one  day  in  advance  of 
Lee's  proposed  movement  against  me.  The  enemy  immediately  appeared  in  my  front 
at  Rappahannock  Station  and  attempted  to  pass  the  river  at  tnat  bridge  and  the 
numerous  fords  above  and  below,  but  without  success. 

The  line  of  the  Upper  Rappahannock,  which  I  had  been  ordered  to  hold  that  the 
enemy  might  be  delayed  long  enough  in  his  advance  upon  Washington  to  enable  the 
forces  from  the  Peninsula  to  land  and  effect  a  junction  with  me,  was  very  weak,  as  it 
could  be  crossed  at  almost  any  point  above  the  railroad  bridge  by  good  fords. 

By  constant  vigilance  and  activity,  and  much  severe  fighting  for  three  days,  the 
enemy  was  gradually  forced  around  from  the  railroad  crossing  to  Waterloo  Bridge, 
west  of  Warrenton. 

Meantime  my  force  had  been  much  diminished  by  actual  loss  in  battle,  and  by  fatigue 
and  exposure,  so  that  although  1  had  been  joined  by  a  detachment  under  GeneTal  Reno 
and  the  other  division  of  McDowell's  corps,  my  force  barely  numbered  forty  thousand 
men.  On  the  22d  a  heavy  rain  fell,  which  rendered  the  fords  of  the  river  impassible 
for  twcmty-four  hours.  As  soon  as  I  discovered  this,  I  concentrated  my  forces  and 
marched  rapidly  upon  Sulphur  Springs  and  Waterloo  Bridge  to  drive  back  the  forces 
of  the  enemy  which  had  succeeded  in  crossing  at  those  points.  This  was  successfully 
done,  and  the  bridges  destroyed.  I  passed  one  day,  or  rather  part  of  one,  at  Warren- 
ton and  lieyond.  The  enem^  still  continued  to  move  slowly  around  along  the  river, 
masking  every  ford  with  artillery  and  heavy  forces  of  infantry,  so  that  it  was  impoH- 
sible  for  me  to  attack  him  even  with  the  greatly  inferior  forces  under  my  command, 
without  passing  the  river  over  fords  strongly  guarded,  in  the  face  of  very  superior 
numbers. 

The  movement  of  Jackson  toward  White  Plains,  and  in  the  direction  of  Thorough- 
fare Gap,  while  the  main  body  of  the  enemy  confronted  me  at  Sulphur  Springs  and 
Waterloo  Bridge,  was  well  known  to  me ;  but  I  relied  confidently  upon  the  forces 
which  I  had  b^n  assured  would  be  sent  from  Alexandria,  and  one  strong  division  of 
which  I  had  ordered  to  take  post  in  the  works  at  Manassas  Junction.  I  was  entirely 
under  the  belief  that  these  would  be  there,  and  it  was  not  until  I  found  my  communi- 
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cations  intercepted  that  I  was  undeceived.    I  knew  that  this  movement  was  no  raid, 
and  that  it  was  ma<le  by  not  less  than  twenty-five  thousand,  men  under  Jackson. 

By  this  time  the  Army  coi-ps  of  Heintzelman,  about  ten  thousand  strons,  had  reached 
Warrenton  Junction,  one  division  of  it,  I  think,  on  the  very  day  of  the  raid.  But 
they  came  without  artillery',  with  only  forty  rounds  of  ammunition  to  the  man,  with- 
out'waeons,  and  even  the  tield  and  ji^eneral  officers  without  horses. 

Fitz-Johu  Porter  also  arrived  at  Bealeton  Station  near  Rappahannock,  with  one  of 
his  divisions,  forty-five  hundred  strong,  whilst  his  other  divisions  were  still  at  Bar- 
nett^s  and  Kelly^s  Fords. 

I  directed  that  corps,  about  ei^hty-tive  hundred  strong,  to  concentrate  immediately 
at  Warrenton  Junction,  where  Heintzelman  already  was.  This  was  accomplished  on 
the  evening  of  the  26th.  As  soon  as  it  became  known  to  me  that  Jackson  was  on  the 
railroad  i|:  liecame  apparent  that  the  Upper  Rappahannock  was  no  ground.  General 
Franklin  with  his  corps  arrived  after  dark  at  Centreville,  six  miles  in  our  rear,  while 
Sumner  was  four  miles  behind  Franklin.  I  could  possibly  have  brought  up  these  corps 
in  the  morning  in  time  to  have  renewed  the  action,  but  starvation  stared  both  men 
and  horses  in  the  face,  and  broken  and  exhausted  as  they  were,  they  were  in  no  con- 
dition to  bear  hunger  also.  1  accordingly  retired  to  Centreville  that  night  in  perfect 
order. 

Neither  on  Sunday  nor  on  Monday  did  the  enemy  make  any  advance  upon  us.  On 
Monday  I  sent  to  the  Army  corps  commanders  for  their  effective  strength,  which,  all 
told,  including  Sumner  and  Franklin,  fell  short  of  sixty  thousand  men.  Instead  of 
bringing  up  tnirty  thousand  men,  Franklin  and  Sumner  united  fell  short  of  twenty 
thousand  men,  and  these  added  to  the  force  I  had,  already  wearied  and  much  cut  up, 
did  not  give  me  the  means  to  do  anything  else  for  a  day  or  two  than  stand  on  the 
defense.  The  enemy  during  Monday  agaiu  began  to  work  slowly  around  to  our  right 
for  the  purpose  of  j)os8essiug  Fairfax  Court  House,  and  thus  turning  our  rear. 

Cotich's  division  and  one  brigade  of  Sumner's  had  been  left  there,  and  I  sent  over 
Hooker  on  Monday  afternoon  to  take  command  and  1^  post  himself  at  or  in  front  of 
Germautowu,  at  the  same  time  directing  McDowell  to  take  position  along  the  turnpike 
from  Centreville  to  Fairfax  Court  House,  about  two  miles  west  of  the  latter  place. 
Heintzelman  was  directed  to  post  himself  in  rear  and  support  of  Reno,  who  was  pushed 
north  of  the  road  at  a  point  about  two  miles  and  a  half  east  of  Centreville,  to  cover 
the  turnpike,  it  being  my  purpose  in  the  course  of  the  night  to  mass  my  command  on 
the  right,  in  the  direction  of  Germantown,  where  I  felt  convinced  the  next  attack  of 
the  enemy  would  be  made.  Late  in  the  afternoon  of  Monday  the  enemy  made  his 
demonstration  upon  Germantown,  but  was  met  by  Hooker  at  that  place,  and  by  Reno, 
reinforced  by  Kearney,  further  west.  The  battle  was  very  severe  though  short,  the 
enemy  being  driven  back  a  mile  with  heavy  loss,  leaving  his  dead  and  wounded. 

In  this  shorr  action  we  lost  two  of  our  most  valuable  and  distinguished  officers, 
Generals  Kearney  and  Stevens. 

By  morning  the  whole  of  my  command  was  massed  behind  Difficult  Creek,  between 
Flint  Hill  and  the  Warrenton  turnpike,  with  the  advance  under  Hooker  in  front  of 
Germantown. 

With  the  exception  of  Sumner  the  commanders  of  the  army  corps  of  the  Army  of  the 
Potomac  had  continued  persistently  to  inform  me  that  their  commands  were  and  had 
been  domoralizfd  ever  since  they  left  Harrison's  Lauding;  that  they  had  uo  spirit, 
and  no  disjiosiiion  to  fight. 

This  latt«r  8tat«^ment  their  conduct  in  the  various  actions  fully  contradicted;  but 
the  strag(;liiiu  in  those  corps  was  distressing. 

The  full  i'iU'AH  having  been  reported  to  you,  I  received  on  Tuesday  afternoon  the 
order  to  n*tire  to  the  iutronchment-s  near  Washington,  which  wjvs  accordingly  done  on 
that  day  and  the  next  in  ^ood  order,  and  without  the  slightest  loss.  Banks,  who  had 
been  left  with  the  railroad  train,  cut  off  at  Bristoe  by  the  burning  of  the  bridge,  was 
ordered  to  join  me  on  Mondaj'  at  CeutreviUe,  which  he  did  on  the  afternoon  of  that 
day. 

This  brief  summary  will  explain  sufficiently  in  detail  the  whole  of  the  operations  of 
the  forces  under  my  command  during  sixteen  days  of  continuous  fighting  by  day  and 
marching  by  night. 

To  confront  a  powerful  enemy  with  greatly  inferior  forces,  to  fight  him  day  by  day 
without  losing  your  army,  to  delay  and  embarrass  his  movements,  and  to  force  him  by 
persistent  resistance  to  adopt  long  and  circuitous  routes  to  his  destination,  are  the 
duties  which  have  been  imposed  upon  me. 

They  are  of  all  military  operations  the  most  difficult  and  the  most  harassing,  both 
to  the  commander  and  to  his  ti'oops. 

How  far  we  have  been  successful  1  leave  to  the  judgment  of  my  countrymen. 

The  Armies  of  Virginia  and  of  the  Potomac  have  beep  united  in  the  presence  and 
against  the  efforts  ot  a  wary  and  vigorous  enemy,  in  ^oatly  superior  force  to  either, 
with  no  loss  for  which  they  did  not  exact  full  retribution.  Among  the  officers  whom 
I  feel  bound  to  mention  with  special  gratitude  for  their  most  hearty,  cordial,  and  uu- 
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tiring  zeal  and  energy  are  Generals  McDowell,  Banks,  Reno,  Heiutzelman,  Hooker^ 
and  Kearney,  and  many  others  of  inferior  rank,  whom  I  shall  take  great  satisfaction 
in  bringing  to  the  notice  of  the  government. 

The  troops  have  eshibite<l  wonderful  patience  and  courage,  and  I  cannot  say  too 
much  for  tbem.  Our  losses  have  been  very  heavy,  but  so  far  I  have  been  unable  ta 
get  accurat«  returns.  I  was  informed  by  Generals  Kearney  ami  Hooker,  who  exam- 
ined the  field  of  battle  on  Friday,  that  the  enemy^s  dead  and  wounded  were  at  least 
double  our  own. 

I  am,  general,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JNO.  POPE, 
Vajor- General  Commanding. 
Major-General  H.  W,  Halleck, 

General-in-Chief. 

We  now  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  reports  of  some  of  the  Confed- 
erate generals  fully  sustaining  the  theory  of  the  minority  as  to  the  guilt 
of  Fitz-John  Porter. 

It  will  be  remembered  tbat  General  A.  P.  Hill's  forces  were  a  part  of 
General  Jackson's  command ;  he  was  up  with  him  prior  to  the  arrival  of 
Generals  Lee  and  Longstreet.  General  Hill  gives  his  diflferent  move- 
ments on  the  24th,  25th,  26th,  and  27th,  and  then  refers  to  the  29th,  the 
day  on  which  General  Porter  failed  to  aecomplish  anything  by  disobey- 
ing the  order  of  his  commanding  general.  This  is  the  report  of  MajoV- 
General  A.P.Hill: 

Headquabters  Light  Division, 

Camp  Greggy  February  25,  1863. 
Lieutenant-Colonel  C.  J.  Faulkner,  A.  A.  6., 

Second  Army  Corps : 

Colonel:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  report  of  the  operatiouB  of  my 
division  from  the  crossing  of  the  Rapidan,  August  20th,  to  the  repulse  of  the  enemy 
»t  Castleman's  Ferry,  November  5th,  inclusive. 

The  march  was  without  incident  of  importance  until  arriving  at  the  ford  opposite 
Warrenton  Springs.  The  morning  after  arriving  (Sunday,  the  24th)  I  was  directed  to 
occupy  the  hills  crowning  the  ford. 

Wednesday  morning  (August  27th)  at  Manassas  Junction,  Branch's  brigade  had  a 
shar})  encounter  with  a  battery  supported  by  the  Twelfth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry. 
They  were  soon  dispersed.  *  •  *  That  night  about  twelve  o'clock,  the  depot  build- 
ings, with  an  immense  amount  of  commissary  stores,  and  about  two  miles  of  loaded 
freight-cars,  were  burned,  and  at  one  o'clock  I  moved  my  division  to  Centreville ;  at 
ten  a.  m.  (Thursday)  moved  upon  the  Warrenton  pike,  toward  the  stone  bridge,  when 
I  received  an  order  from  General  Jackson,  dated  battle-field  of  Manassas,  eight  a.  m., 
that  '*the  enemy  were  in  fuU  retreat,  and  to  move  down  to  the  fords  and  intercept 
him."  But,  having  just  seen  two  intercepted  dispatches  from  Pope  to  McDowell, 
ordering  the  formation  of  his  line  of  battle  for  the  next  day  on  Manassas  plains,  I 
deemed  it  best  to  push  on  and  join  General  Jackson.  That  evening  (Thursday)  there 
was  a  little  artillery  practice  by  some  of  my  batteries  on  the  enemy's  infantry. 

Friilay  morning,  in  accordance  with  orders  from  General  Jackson,  I  occupied  the 
line  of  thp  unfinished  railroad,  my  extreme  left  resting  near  Sudley's  Ford,  my  right 
near  the  point  where  the  road  strikes  the  open  field,  Gregg,  Field,  and  Thomas  in  the 
front  line,  Gregg  on  the  left,  and  i^eld  on  the  right,  with  Branch,  Pender,  and  Archer 
as  supports. 

Tli««  evident  intention  of  the  enemy  this  day  was  to  turn  our  left  and  overwhelm 
Jackson's  corps  before  Longstreet  came  up,  and,  to  accomplish  this,  the  most  per- 
sistent and  furious  onsets  were  made  by  column  after  column  of  infantry,  accom- 
panied bj^  numerous  batteries  of  artillery.  Soon  my  reserves  were  all  in,  and  up  to 
six  o^clock  my  division,  assisted  by  the  Louisiana  brigade  of  General  Hays,  com- 
manded by  Colonel  Fomo,  with  an  heroic  courage  and  obstinacy  almost  beyond  par- 
allel, had  met  and  repulsed  six  distinct  and  separate  assaults,  a  portion  of  the  time 
the  majority  of  the  men  being  without  a  cartridge. 

Friday  being  the  29tli,  you  will  see  that  the  line  of  Jackson  was  be- 
hind the  unfinished  railroad,  running  from  Sudley's  Ford  to  Gaines- 
ville, or  connecting  with  the  Manassas  Gap  Kailroad,  which  would 
throw  the  troops  of  Longstreet,  supporting  Jackson's  command,  away 
from  Porter  instead  of  in  the  direction  of  his  corps. 
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Following  that  up,  let  call  attention  to  the  report  of  General  D.  R. 
Jones,  who  commanded  a  division  of  Longstreet's  corps  at  the  second 
battle  of  Manassas.  You  will  find  that  Jones  occupied  the  extreme 
right  of  General  Longstreet,  and  inasmuch  as  it  has  been  claimed  that 
Longstreet  w^as  in  front  of  Porter,  and  as  General  Jones  was  on  the 
extreme  right  of  Longstreet,  Jones's  report  shows  where  he  was  and 
what  he  did : 

Richmond,  Va.,  December  8,  1862. 

»  *  «  *  «"  «  • 

After  the  repulse  of  his  efforts  at  flankiDg,  the  enemy  withdrew  his  artiUery  to  the 
plateau  on  which  he  had  first  appeared  and  Icept  up  a  very  heavy  fire  till  dark,  when, 
appearances  indicating  his  retreat,  I  advanced  my  command  and  bivouacked  beyond 
the  gap  unmolested  by  the  enemy.  The  intense  darkness  and  ignorance  of  the  fords 
over  the  creek  in  my  front  prevented  pursuit. 

My  entire  loss  in  this  engagement  was  not  more  than  twenty -five. 

The  number  of  the  enemy  engaged  amounted  to  over  eleven  thousand,  under  the 
command  of  General  Ricketts,  as  appeared  from  Northern  papers.  My  division  of 
three  brigades  was  alone  engaged  on  our  side. 

This  was  the  28th. 

Early  on  the  morning  of  the  29th  I  took  up  the  line  of  march  in  the  direction  of 
the  old  battle-ground  of  Manassas — 

Mark  this  language — 

whence  heavy  firing  was  heard. 

Early  in  the  morning  of  the  29th  Jones  took  up  his  line  of  march, 
ha\ing  been  back — in  fact,  he  had  been  back  with  Longstreet's  com- 
mand beyond  Gainesville,  up  near  Thoroughfare  Gap. 

Arriving  on  the  ground  about  noon,  my  command  was  stationed  on  the  extreme 
right  of  our  whole  line — 

What  he  means  by  that  is  the  infantry  line,  not  the  cavalry  line. 
He  is  speakiug  of  their  command  as  a  command  of  infantry.  He  had 
the  extreme  right,  he  says,  of  their  whole  line — 

and  during  the  balance  of  that  day  was  subjected  to  shelling,  which  result-ed  in  a 
few  casualties. 

What  shelling  ?  Not  the  shelling  from  Porter's  batteries,  because 
the  evidence  shows  that  they  fired  but  few  shots.  Jones's  position  at 
that  time  on  the  extreme  right  of  Longstreet  when  they  move4  for- 
ward in  the  evening  to  take  up  their  i>08ition  again,  threw  him  down 
where  he  came  in  contact  with  a  battery  from  Re^>'noid8'  division,  who 
was  on  the  extreme  left  of  the  line  near  Groveton. 

We  now  call  attention  to  the  report  of  General  Stuart,  commandant  of 
Cavalry: 

Headquarters  Stuart*s  Cavalry  Division, 

Army  of  Northern  Virginia, 

February  28,  1863. 

That  night  r25th)  I  repaired  to  the  headquarters  of  the  coiumaDding  general,  and 
received  my  final  instructions  to  accompany  the  movement  of  Msgor-General  Jacksitn, 
already  begun.  I  was  to  start  at  two  a.  m.,  and  upon  arriving  at  the  briga«tes  that 
night  at  one  a.  m.  I  had  reveille  sounded  and  preparations  made  for  the  march  at  two. 
In  this  way  I  got  no  sleep,  but  continued  in  the  saddle  all  night.  I  followed,  b^'  di- 
rection, the  route  of  General  Jackson  through  Amissville,  across  the  Rappahannock  at 
Hinson's  Mill,  four  miles  above  Waterloo,  proceeded  through  Orlean,  and  thence  on 
the  road  to  Salem,  till,  getting  near  that  place,  I  found  my  way  blocked  by  the  bag* 
gage  trains  and  artillery  of  General  Jackson's  command.  Directing  the  artillery  and 
ambulances  to  follow  the  road,  I  left  it  with  the  cavalry  and  pioceeded  by  farm  roads 
and  by-i>aths  parallel  to  General  Jackson's  route  to  reach  the  head  of  his  column, 
which  left  Salem  and  The  Plains  early  in  the  morning  for  the  direction  of  Gainesville. 
The  country  was  exceedingly  rough,  but  I  succeeded  by  the  aid  of  skillful  guides  iu 
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passing  Bull  Ran  MonntAin  without  passing  Thoroughfare  Gap,  and  without  incident 
worthy  of  record  passed  through  Hay  Market,  ana  overtook  (General  Jackson  near 
Oain«Hvi]le  and  reported  to  him.  Ewell's  diyision  was  in  advance^  and  to  my  com- 
mand was  intrusted  guarding  the  two  flanks  during  the  remainder  of  the  pending 
operations,  (t26th). 

As  Lee's  brigacle  passed  Hay  Market  he  received  information  of  a  train  of  forage- 
wagons  of  the  enemy,  and  sent  out  promptly  a  regiment  and  captured  it.  Having 
made  disposition  above  and  below  Gainesville  on  the  Warrenton  road  with  cavalry 
and  artillery,  I  kept  with  the  main  portion  on  General  Jackson's  right,  crossing  Broad 
Run  a  few  miles  above  Bristoe  and  intersoctiog  the  railroad  to  the  right  (south)  of 
that  point. 

As  soon  as  practicable  I  reported  to  Ctoneral  Jackson,  who  desired  me  to  proceed  to 
Manassas,  and  ordered  General  Trimble  to  follow  with  his  brigade,  notifying  me  to 
take  charge  of  the  whole.  The  Fourth  Virginia  Cavalry  (Colonel  Wiokham)  was  sent 
aronnd  to  gain  the  rear  of  Manassas,  and,  with  a  portion  of  Robertson's  brigade,  I  pro- 
ceeded by  the  direct  road  to  Manassas.    I  marched  until  challenged  by  the  enemy's 

interior  sentinels  and  received  a  fire  of  canister. 

•  •  «  •  «  • 

As  soon  as  day  broke  the  place  was  taken  Without  much  difficulty,  and  with  it  many 
prisoners  and  millions  of  stores  of  every  kind. 

During  the  27th,  detachments  of  Robertson's  and  Lee's  brigades  had  great  sport  in 
chasing  fugitive  parties  of  the  enemy's  cavalry.  General  Jackson  having  arrived 
early  in  the  day,  took  direction  of  affairs,  and  the  day  was  occupied  mainly  in  ration- 
ing the  command ;  but  several  serious  demonstrations  were  made  by  the  enetiy  during 
the  day  from  the  north  side,  a  part  of  the  command  marching  by  Centreville  and  a 
part  directly  to  Stone  Bridge  (over  Bull  Run),  detachments  of  cavalry  were  so  ar- 
ranged as  to  guard  both  flanks. 

•  *  •  •  •  *  • 

The  next  morning  <i8Ch>  the  main  body  of  Robertson's  rendezvoused  near  Sudley 
chnrch.  General  Jackson's  were  massed  between  the  turnpike  and  Sudley  Ford, 
on  Bull  Run,  fronting  toward  Manassas  and  Gainesville.  Colonel  Brien  (First  Vir- 
f;infa  Cavalry)  had  to  retire,  being  hard  pressed  by  the  en^my  firom  the  direction  of 
Warrenton,  and  was  on  the  turnpike  covering  Jackson's  front  toward  Gainesville, 
and  Rosser  toward  Manassas,  where  the  enemy  had  also  appeared  in  force  early. 
The  remainder  of  Lee's  brigade  were  still  detached  on  an  expedition  toward  Alexan- 
dria. Early  in  the  day  a  mspatoh  from  the  enemy  had  been  intercepted,  giving  the 
order  of  march  from  Warrenton  toward  Manassas,  and  directing  cavalry  to  report 
to  General  Bayaixl  at  Hay  Market.  I  proposed  to  General  Jackson  to  allow  me  to  go 
np  there  and  do  what  I  could  with  two  fragments  of  brigades  I  still  had.  I  proceeded 
to  that  point,  capturing  a  detachment  of  the  enemy  en  route.  Approaching  the  place 
by  a  by-path  I  saw  indications  of  a  large  force  there  prepared  for  attack.  About  this 
time  I  could  see  the  fight  going  on  at  Thoroughfare  Gap,  where  Longstreet  had  his 
progress  disputed  by  the  enemy,  and  it  was  to  establisn  communication  with  him 
that  I  was  anxious  to  make  this  march.  I  sent  a  trusty  man  with  the  dispatch  to 
the  right  of  Hay  Market.  I  kept  up  a  brisk  skirmish  with  the  enemy,  without  any 
result,  until  in  the  afternoon,  when,  General  Jackson  having  engaged  the  enemy,  I 
quietly  withdrew  and  hastened  to  place  my  command  on  his  right  flank.  Not  reach- 
ing General  Jackson's  right  till  dark,  the  fighting  ceased,  and  the  command  rendez- 
voused as  before,  but  the  cavalry  under  Colonel  Rosser  had  played  an  important  part 
in  attacking  the  enemy's  baggage  train.  Captain  John  Pelham's  battery  of  horse 
artillery  acted  a  conspicuous  part  on  the  extreme  right  of  the  battle-field,  dashing 
forward  to  his  position  under  heavy  fire. 

Now  he  comes  to  speak  of  the  29th.  Here  is  the  statement  of  Staart. 
Yon  will  find  that  Stuart  makes  this  kind  of  a  report :  He  commences 
CD  the  25th,  goes  over  his  operations  on  the  2oth,  then  to  the  26th,  then 
to  the  27th,  and  then  to  the  28th.  He  gives  his  operations  on  each  day, 
and  then  he  comes  to  the  29th. 

The  next  rooming  (29),  in  pursuance  of  General  Jackson's  wishes,  I  set  out  again 
to  endeavor  to  establish  commuuication  with  Longstreet,  from  whom  he  had  received 
a  favorable  report  the  night  before.  Just  after  leaving  the  Sudley  road,  my  party 
waa  fired  on  from  the  wood  bordering  the  road,  which  was  in  rear  of  Jackson's  liuos, 
and  which  the  enemy  had  penetrated  with  a  small  force  it  was  afterward  ascertained, 
and  captnred  some  stragglers.  They  were  between  General  Jackson  and  his  baggage 
at  Sudley. 

I  immediately  sent  to  Major  Patrick,  whose  six  companies  of  cavalry  were  near 
Sndley,  to  interpose  in  defense  of  the  baggage,  and  use  all  the  means  at  hand  for  its 
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protection,  and  order  the  baggage  at  once  to  start  for  Aldie.  General  Jackaon,  also, 
being  notified  of  this  movement  in  hi$  rear,  sent  hack  infantry  to  close  the  woods.  Cap- 
tain Pelham,  always  at  the  right  place  at  the  right  time,  nnlimbered  his  battery,  and 
soon  dispersed  that  portion  in  the  woods.  Maior  Patrick  was  attacked  later,  bnt  he 
repulsed  the  eneniy  with  considerable  loss,  though  not  without  loss  io  ns,  for  the 
Kallaut  major  himself,  setting  the  example  to  his  men,  was  mortally  wounded.  He 
nved  long  enough  to  witness  the  triumph  of  oor  arms,  and  expired  thus  in  the  arma 
of  victory.    The  sacrifice  was  noble,  but  the  loss  to  us  irreparable. 

I  met  with  the  head  of  General  Longstreet's  column  between  Hay  Market  and 
Gainesville. 

Mark,  this  report  sustains  exactly  what  White  said,  and  what  Long- 
street,  Carrico,  and  all  testify  in  reference  to  Longstreet's  corps. 

I  met  with  the  head  of  General  Longstreet's  column  between  Hay  Market  and 
Gaini'sville,  and  there  communicated  to  the  commanding-general  General  Jackson*a 
position  and  the  enemy's. 

The  commanding-general  was  General  Lee.  He  was  in  company  with 
Longstreet  at  that  time,  as  the  evidence  shows. 

I  then  passed  the  cavalry  through  the  column  so  as  to  place  it  on  Longstreet's  right 
flank,  and  advanced  directly  toward  Manassas — 

That  is,  Stuart  advanced  with  his  cavalry  toward  Manassas — 

while  the  column  kept  directly  down  the  pike  to  Join  Gene^l  Jackson*s  right. 

Mark  what  he  says.  He  says  he  passed  by  the  column.  What  col- 
umn? Longstreet's  column.  He  says  the  column  kept  directly  down 
the  pike.  Stuart  says  that  he  went  with  his  cavalry  down  this  road^ 
but  Longstreet  kept  on  horn  Gainesville  down  the  pike  in  the  direction 
where  the  battle  was  being  fought  at  Oroveton.    What  else! 

I  selected  a  fine  position  for  a  battery  on  the  right,  and  one  having  been  sent  io  me,  ^  fired 
a  few  shote  at  the  enemy^s  eupvoaed  poeition,  which  induced  him  to  thtft  hiepotntion.  Gen- 
eral Robertson,  who  with  jiis  command  was  sent  tQ  reeonnoiter  farther  down  the 
road  toward  Manassas,  reported  ths  enemy  in  hie  front.  Upon  repairing  to  that  front,  I 
found  that  Soeeer'e  regiment  was  engaged  with  the  enemy  to  the  left  of  the  road,  and  Bohert- 
eon^B  videttee  had  found  the  enemy  approaching  from  the  direcHon  of  Bristoe  Station  toward 
Sudley, 

The  prolongation  of  his  line  of  march  would  have  passed  through  my  position,  which 
was  a  very  fine  one  for  artillery  as  well  as  observation,  and  etruek  Longetreei  infiank 

Stuart  says,  that  watching  this  command,  afterward  seeing  this  com- 
mand of  Porter  by  extending  its  line  of  march,  it  would  have  struck 
Longstreet  in  the  flank.    What  then  did  he  do? 

I  waited  his  approach  long  enough  t«  ascertain  that  there  was  at  least  an  army 
corp»t  at  the  same  time  keeping  attachments  of  cavalry  dragging  brush  down  the  road  from 
the  direction  of  GainesriUe,  so  as  Io  dtciire  the  enemy  (a  ruse  which  Porter^s  report  shows 
was  successful),  and  notified  the  commanding  gtnerfil,  then  opposite  me  on  the  tm^pike, 
that  LongHtrtet's  flank  and  rear  were  seriously  threatened,  and  of  the  iiupoilance  to 
us  of  the  ridge  I  then  held. 

Mark  this:  General  Stuart  says  that  when  he  saw  this  command  by 
moving  forward  would  have  struck  General  Longstreet  on  the  flank  and 
rear,  he  continued  to  keep  brush  dragged  up  and  down  to  create  a  dust. 
"From  the  direction  of  Gainesville  so  as  to  deceive  the  enemy  (a  ruse 
which  Porter's  report  shows  was  successful)."  A  ruse  which  Porter's 
own  report  shows  was  successful f  How  does  it  show  that  it  was  suc- 
cessful! Because  Porter  reports  twenty-flve  thousand  infantry  in  his 
front,  and  here  General  Stuart  says  there  was  nothing  in  his  front. 
But  they  were  dragging  brush  up  and  down  the  road,  and  making  be- 
lieve that  there  were  was  a  heavy  force  there. 

It  was  dust  and  brush  by  which  he  was  attacked,  and  not  men.  He 
was  not  attacked  by  an  army,  but  with  pine  brush,  mules  dragging 
them  perhaps.  Twelve  thousand  infantr^^  stopper!  at  Dawkins  Branch 
twenty-four  hours  with  a  mule  drawing  brush  up  and  down  the  road,  a 
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few  cavalry  watcbing  it  and  laughing  at  it,  and  one  or  two  old  pieces 
of  artillery  shooting  cnt-off  pieces  of  railroad  iron  over  at  the  boys. 
General  Stuart  goes  on  to  say : 

Immediately  upon  the  receipt  of  that  inteUigeuoe  Jenkin's,  Kemper's,  and  D.  R. 
Jones's  brigades  and  several  pieces  of  artillery  were  ordered  to  me  by  General  Long- 
street,  and  being  placed  in  position  firanting  Bristoe,  awaited  the  enemy's  advance. 

They  were  placed  in  position,  and  he  shows  the  position  in  which 
they  were  placed.  There  were  three  brigades  and  that  is  what  I  said 
yesterday.  But  three  brigades  ever  pretended  to  oppose  the  advance 
of  this  force,  and  it  Was  after  the  bnish  was  drawn  in  the  road  that 
they  were  thrown  in  position,  and  the  position  was  up  on  the  railroad. 
They  were  thrown  one  brigade  in  advance,  not  on  the  road  Porter  was 
coming,  but  between  the  railroad  and  the  road  on  which  he  was  ap- 
proaching. 

After  exchanging  a  few  shots  with  rifle-piecesthiscorps  withdrew  toward  Manassas, 
leaving  artillery  and  supports  to  hold  the  position  till  night. 

Brigadier-General  Fitz-Lee  returned  to  the  vicinity  of  Sndley,  after  a  very  snccess- 
fal  expedition,  of  which  his  official  report  has  not  been  received,  and  was  instmcted 
to  co-operate  with  Jackson's  left.  Late  in  the  afternoon  the  artillery  on  this  command- 
ing ridge  was,  to  an  important  degree,  auxiliary  to  the  attack  npon  the  enemy,  and 
Jenkins's  brigade  repulsed  the  enemy  in  handsome  style  at  one  volley,  as  they  advanced 
across  the  cornfield.    Thus  the  day  ended,  onr  lines  having  considerably  advanced. 

Tou  see  that  late  one  of  these  brigades  (Jenkins's)  was  engaged  and  re- 
pulsed the  enemy,  which  shows  that  they  were  far  up  on  the  left  of  our 
troops  that  were  in  battle,  and  not  on  the  road  of  Porter,  as  the  troops 
that  advanced  on  him  advanced  through  the  cornfield.  Only  a  few  shots 
were  fired  at  Porter,  and  he  withdrew  into  the  woods.  Part  of  them 
went  to  Mapassas — a  part  to  one  place  and  a  part  to  another,  leaving  a 
few  infantry  and  artillery  in  support  during  the  night. 

There  are  the  £Btcts,and  you  may  take  the  strongest  testimony  there 
is  in  this  case  on  either  side — ^if  Gh^neral  Porter's  ftienda  will  claim  that 
these  three  brigades  that  were  sent  down  there  were  placed  straight 
across  the  road  to  meet  his  advance,  they  were  not  on  his  road,  and  one 
of  them,  engaged  in  battle  with  another  force,  we  venture  the  assertion 
that  the  three  brigades  did  not  have  in  them  over  five  thousand  infantry. 
But,  suppose  the  three  brigades  had  ten  thousand  men  in  them,  it  would 
have  been  an  even  fight,  and  Porter  certainly  ought  not  to  have  reftised 
to  fight.  There  are  the  twenty -five  thousand  confederates  who  stood 
in  his  front  and  impeded  his  onward  march,  according  to  his  statement ! 
But  these  men  were  not  in  his  front;  they  were  on  the  Manassas  Bail- 
road,  and  not  the  Gainesville  dirt  road. 

General  Longstreet,  in  his  report,  sustains  this  proposition.    He  says : 

Headquarters  near  Winchester,  Virginia, 

October  10,  1862. 

•  ••*•«* 

Early  on  the  29th  (Angnst)  the  colnmns  were  united,  and  the  advance  to  join  Gen- 
eral Jackson  was  resumed.  The  noise  of  battle  was  heard  before  we  reached  Gaines- 
ville. The  march  was  qnickeued  t-o  the  extent  of  onr  capacity.  The  excit-ement  of 
battle  seemed  to  ^ve  new  life  and  strength  to  onr  jaded  men,  and  the  head  of  my  col- 
umn soon  reached  a  position  in  rear  of  the  enemy's  left  flank  and  within  easy  cannon- 
shot. 

Ou  approaching  the  field  some  of  Brigadier-General  Hood's  batteries  were  ordered 
into  position,  and  his  division  was  deployed  on  the  right  and  left  of  the  turnpike,  at 
right  angles  with  it,  and  supported  by  Brigadier-^neral  Evan's  brigade.  Beiore 
these  batteries  could  open  the  enemy  discovered  our  movements  and  withdrew  his  left. 
Another  battery  (Captain  Stribling's)  was  placed  upon  a  commanding  position  to  my 
right,  which  played  upon  the  rear  of  the  enemy's  left  and  drove  him  entirely  from 
that  part  of  the  field.  He  changed  his  front  rapidly,  so  as  to  meet  the  advance  of 
Hood  and  Evans. 
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Three  brigades,  under  General  Wilcox,  were  thrown  forward  to  the  support  of  the 
left,  and  three  others,  under  General  Kemper,  to  the  support  of  tbe  right  of  these 
commands.  General  D.  K.  Jones's  division  was  placed  upon  the  Manassas  Gap  Rail- 
road— 

Kot  on  this  road  that  Porter  was  on,  but  the  Manassas  Gap  Bailroad. 
That  is  where  these  three  brigades  were  ordered  that  are  reported  in 
Stuart's  report,  so  that  only  cavalry,  brush,  and  dust  are  all  that  have 
yet  appeared  on  Porter's  road — 

upon  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad,  to  the  right  and  in  echelon  with  regard  to  the  three 
hint  brigades.  Colonel  Walton  placed  his  batteries  in  a  comtHanding  position  between  my 
line  and  that  of  General  Jackson,  and  engaged  the  enemy  for  several  hours  in  a  severe 
and  successful  artillery  duel.  At  a  late  hour  in  the  day  Major-General  Sinart  reported 
the  approaeh  of  the  enemy  in  heavy  columns  against  my  extreme  right  I  withdrew  Gen- 
eral Wilcox  with  his  three  btigades,  from  ike  l^ft,  and  plaoed  his  command  in  posiUan  to 
support  Jones  in  case  of  an  attack  against  my  right.  After  some  fttc  shots  the  enemy  wiih- 
dretv  his  forces,  moving  them  around  totcards  his  fronts  and  about  four  o^  clock  in  the  afternoon 
began  to  press  forward  against  General  Jackson^  s  positioH,  Wilcoj^s  brigades  u^ere  moved  h€ick 
to  their  former  position,  and  Hood's  two  brigades,  supported  by  Evans,  were  quickly 
pressed  forward  to  the  attack.  At  the  same  time  Wilcox's  three  brigades  made  a  like 
advance,  as  also  Hunton's  brigade,  of  Kemper's  command. 

These  movements  were  executed  with  commendable  zeal  and  ability.  Hood,  sup- 
ported by  Evans,  made  a  gallant  attack,  driving  the  enemy  back  till  nine  o^clock  at 
night.  One  piece  of  artillery,  several  regimental  standards,  and  a  number  of  prison- 
ers were  taken.  The  enemy's  entire  force  was  found  to  be  massed  directly  in  m^  front, 
and  in  So  strong  a  position  that  it  was  not  deemed  advisable  to  move  on  against  his 
immediate  front;  so  the  troops  were  quietly  withdrawn  at  one  o'clock  the  foUowing 
morning.  The  wheels  of  the  captured  piece  were  cut  down,  and  it  was  left  on  the 
ground.  The  enemy  seized  that  opportuoity  to  claim  a  victory,  and  the  Federal  com- 
mander was  so  impudent  as  to  dispatch  his  government,  by  telegraph,  tidings  to  that 
effect.  After  withdrawing  from  the  attack,  my  troops  were  placed  in  the  line  first 
occupied,  and  in  the  original  order. 

During  the  day  Colonel  8.  D.  Lee,  with  his  reserve  artillery,  placed  in  the  position 
occupied  the  day  previous  by  Colonel  Walton,  and  engaged  the  enemy  in  a  very  severe 
artillery  combat.  The  result  was,  as  the  day  previous,  a  success.  At  half  past  three 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon  I  rode  to  the  front  for  the  purpose  of  completing  arrange- 
ments for  making  a  diversion  in  favor  of  a  flank  movement  then  under  contemplation. 
Just  after  reaching  my  front  line  I  received  a  message  for  re-enforoementa  for  Gtoneral 
Jackson,  who  was  said  to  be  severely  pressed.  From  an  eminence  near  by,  one  por- 
tion of  the  enemy's  maHses  attacking  General  Jackson  were  immediately  within  my 
view  and  in  easy  range  of  batteries  in  that  position.  It  gave  me  an  advant-age  that  I 
had  not  expected  to  have,  and  X  made  haate  to  use  it.  Two  batteries  were  ordered 
for  the  purpose  and  one  placed  in  position  immediately  and  opened.  Just  as  this  fire 
began  I  received  a  message  from  the  commanding  general,  informing  me  of  General 
Jackson's  condition  and  his  wants.  As  it  was  evident  that  the  attack  against  Gen- 
eral Jackson  could  not  be  continued  ten  minutes  under  the  fire  of  these  batteries,  I 
made  no  movement  with  my  troops.  Before  tbe  second  battery  could  be  plaoed  in 
position  the  enemy  began  to  retire,  and  in  less  than  ten  minutes  the  ranks  were  broken 
and  that  portion  of  his  army  put  to  flight.  A  fair  opportunity  was  ofi'ered  me,  and  the 
*  intended  diversion  was  changed  into  an  attack.  My  whole  line  was  rushed  forward  at 
a  charge.  The  troops  sprang  to  their  work,  and  moved  forward  with  all  the  steadi- 
ness a^d  firmness  that  characterized  war-worn  veterans.  The  batteries  continuing 
their  play  upon  the  confused  masses  completed  the  work  of  this  portion  of  the  enemy's 
line,  and  my  attack  was,  therefore,  made  against  the  forces  in  my  front.  The  order 
for  the  advance  had  scarcely  beeu  given  when  I  received  a  message  from  the  com- 
manding general,  anticipating  some  such  emergency,  and  ordering  the  move  which 
was  then  goin^  on,  at  the  same  time  offering  me  Major-General  Anderson's  division. 
The  commanding  general  soon  joined  me,  and  a  few  moments  after  Major-General  An- 
derson arrived  with  his  division.  The  attack  was  led  by  Hood's  brigade,  closely  sup- 
ported by  Evans.  These  were  rapidly  re-enforced  by  Anderson's  division  from  the 
rear,  Kemper's  three  brigades,  and  D.  R.  Jones's  division  from  the  right  and  Wilcox's 
brigade  from  the  left.  The  brigades  of  Brigadier-Generals  Feathecston  and  Pry  or 
became  detached  and  operated  with  a  portion  of  General  Jackson's  command.  The 
attacking  columns  moved  steadily  forward,  driving  the  enemy  from  his  different  po- 
sitions as  rapidly  as  he  took  them.  My  batteries  were  thrown  forward  frt>m  point  to 
point,  following  the  movements  of  the  general  line.  These,  however,  were  somewhat 
detained  by  an  enfilade  fire  from  a  battery  on  my  left.  This  threw  more  than  its 
proper  share  of  fighting  upon  the  infantry,  retarded  our  rapid  progress,  and  enabled 
the  enemy  to  escape  with  many  of  his  batteries,  which  should  have  fallen  into  our 
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hands.  The  battle  continued  until  ten  o'clock  at  night,  when  utier  darknew  put  a  stop  to 
our  proffress.  The  euemy  made  his  escape  across  Ball  Run  before  daylight.  Three 
batteries,  a  large  nnmber  of  prisoners,  many  stands  of  regimental  colors,  and  twelve 
thousand  stands  of  arms,  besides  some  wagonS;  ambulances,  &c.,  were  taken. 

We  now  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  report  of  General  Robert  E. 
Lee  of  the  first  day,  second  Bull  Eun,  August  29, 1862.  It  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

The  next  morning,  the  29tb,  the  enemy  had  taken  a  position  to  interpose  his  army 
between  General  Jackson  and  Alexandria,  and  about  ten  a.  m.  opened  with  artillery 
upon  the  right  of  Jackson's  line.  The  troops  of  the  latter  were  disposed  in  rear  of 
Groveton,  along  the  line  of  the  unfinished  branch  of  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad,  and 
extended  from  a  point  a  short  distance  west  of  the  turnpike  toward  Sudley  Mill, 
Jackson's  division,  under  Brigadier-General  Starke,  being  on  the  riffht;  Ewell's,  un- 
der Greneral  Lawtou,  in  the  center,  and  A.  P.  Hill  on  the  left.  The  Federal  Army 
was  evidently  cgnceutrating  upon  Jackson,  with  the  design  of  overwhelming  him  be- 
fore the  arrival  of  Lon^street.  The  latter  officer  left  his  position,  opposite  Warrenton 
i»prings,  on  the  S6th,  being  relieved  by  General  R.  H.  Anderson's  division,  and  marched 
to  join  Jackson.  He  crossed  at  Kingson's  (Hinson's)  Mills  in  the  afternoon  and  en- 
camped near  Orlean  that  night.  The  next  day  he  reached  the  White  Plains,  his 
march  being  retarded  by  want  of  cavalry  to  ascertain  the  meaning  of  certain  move- 
nieots  of  the  enemy  from  the  direction  of  Warrenton,  who  seemed  to  menace  the  right 
of  his  column. 

On  the  28rh,  arriving  at  Thoroughfare  Gap,  he  found  the  enemy  prepared  to  dis- 
pute his  progress.  General  D.  R.  Jones's  division  being  ordered  to  force  the  passage 
of  t.he  mountain,  quickly  dislodned  the  enemy's  sharpshooters  Arom  the  trees  and  rocka 
and  advanced  into  the  gorge.  The  euemy  held  the  eastern  extremity  of  the  pass  in 
liirge  force,  and  directed  a  heavy  fire  of  artillery  upon  the  road  leading  through  it 
and  upon  the  sides  of  the  mountain.  The  ground  occupied  by  Jones  afiPbrded  no  op- 
portunity for  the  employment  of  artillery.  Hood,  with  two  brigades,  and  Wilcox, 
with  three,  were  ordered  tO'tnm  the  enemy's  right — the  former  moving  over  the  moun- 
tain by  a  narrow  path  to  the  left  of  the  pass,. and  the  latter  farther  to  the  north,  by 
Hopewell  Pass.  Before  these  ti*oops  reached  their  destination  the  enemy  advanced 
and  attacked  Jones's  left,  under  Bngadier-General  G.  T.  Anderson.  Being  Yigoronsly 
repulsed,  he  withdrew  to  his  position  at  the  eastern  end  of  the  gap,  from  which  he 
kept  up  an  aoti  ve  fire  of  artillery  until  dark,  and  then  retreated.  Generals  Jones  and 
Wilcox  bivouacked  that  night  east  «if  the  mountain,  and  on  the  morning  of  the  29th 
the  whole  command  resumed  the  march,  the  sound  of  cannon  at  Manassas  announcing 
that  Jackson  was  already  engaged.  Longstreet  entered  the  turnpike  near  Gaines- 
ville*, and  moving  down  toward  Groveton,  the  head  of  his  column  came  npon  the  Held 
in  rear  of  the  enemy's  left,  which  had  already  opened  with  artiUery  upon  Jackson's 
right,  as  previously  described.  He  immediately  placed  some  of  his  bfitteries  in  posi- 
tion, bnt  oefore  he  could  complete  bis  di^xMiitions  to  attack,  the  enemy  withdrew, 
not,  however,  without  loss  from  our  artillery.  Longstreet  took  possession  (position?) 
ou  the  right  of  Jackson,  Hood's  two  brigades,  supported  by  Evans,  being  deployed 
acrosH  the  turnpike,  and  at  right  angles  to  it.  These  troops  were  supported  on  the 
Ifsft  by  three  brigades  under  GenernT  Wilcox,  and  by  a  like  force  on  the  right  under 
General  Kemper.  D.  R.  Jones's  division  formed  the  extreme  right  of  the  line,  reeling 
on  the  Manassas  Gap  Railroad.  The  cavalry  guarded  our  right  and  left  fiauks,  that 
ou  the  right  being  under  General  Stuart  in  person.  After  the  arrival  of  Longstreet, 
the  enemy  changed  his  position,  and  began  to  concentrate  opposite  Jackson's  left, 
opening  a  brisk  artillery  fire,  which  was  responded  to  with  effect  by  some  of  General 
A.  P.  Hill's  batteries.  Colonel  Walton  placed  a  part  of  fats  artillery  upon  a  command- 
iDg  position  between  Generals  Jat^son  and  Longstreet,  by  order  of  the  latter,  and  en- 
gaged the  enemy  vigorously  for  several  hours.  Soon  afterward  General  Stuart  reported 
the  approach  or  a  large  force  from  the  direction  of  Bristoe  Station  ^  threatening  Longatreefs 
right.  The  InHgades  under  General  JViloox  were  sent  to  re-enforce  (ieneral  Jonee,  but  no  eeri- 
OH  8  attack  tra«  made,  and  after  firing  a  few  shots  the  enemy  withdrew.  While  this  demon- 
stration was  being  made  on  onr  right  a  Iwge  force  advanced  to  assail  the  left  of  General 
JaeksoM^s  position,  occupied  by  the  division  of  General  A .  P,  Hill.  The  attack  was  received 
by  his  troops  with  their  accustomed  steadiness,  and  the  battle  raged  with  great  fiiry. 
The  eu«Diy  was  repeatedly  repulsed,  bnt  again  pressed  on  the  attack  with  fresh 
troops.  Once  he  succeeded  in  penetrating  an  interval  between  General  Gregg's  bri- 
gade, on  the  extreme  left,  and  that  of  General  Thomas,  but  was  quickly  driven  back 
with  great  slaughter  by  the  Fourteenth  South  Carolina  Regiment,  then  in  reserve, 
and  the  Forty-ninth  Georgia,  of  Thomas's  brigade.  The  contest  was  cIohc  and  obsti- 
nate; the  combatants  sometimes' delivered  their  fire  at  t-en  paces.  General  Gregg, 
who  was  most  exposed,  was  re-enforced  by  Hays's  brigade,  under  General  Fomo,  and 
soccetisfully  and  gallantly  resisted  the  attack  of  the  enemy  until,  the  ammunition  of 
l:ia  li'::;ade  Viui;  exhu'.istcd  and  all  its  ficUlclTioer.'ilmt  two  Killfd  or  Moiii!ded.  it  waa 
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Telieved,  after  several  hours  of  severe  fighting,  by  Early's  brigade  and  the  Eighth 
Louisiana  Regpnient. 

General  Early  drove  the  enemy  back  with  heavy  loss,  and  pursued  about  two  hun- 
dred yards  beyond  the  line  of  battle,  when  he  was  reoallea  to  the  position  on  the 
railroad,  where  Thomas,  Pender,  and  Archer  had  firmly  held  their  ground  against 
every  attack.  While  the  battle  was  raging  on  Jackson's  left,  General  Longstreet 
ordered  Hood  and  Evans  to  advance,  but  before  the  order  could  be  obeyed  H<Md  was 
himself  attacked,  and  his  command  became  at  once  warmly  engaged.  General  Wil- 
cox was  recalled  firom  the  right  and  ordered  to  advance  on  Ho^'s  left,  and  one  of 
Kemper's -brigades,  under  Colonel  Hnntoo,  moved  forward  on  his  right.  The  enemy 
was  repulsed  by  Hood  after  a  severe  contest,  and  fell  back,  closely  followed  by  our 
troops,  llie  battle  continued  until  nine  p.  m.,  the  enemy^retreatiog  until  he  had 
Teacned  a  strong  position,  which  he  held  with  a  large  force.  The  darkness  of  the  ni^ht 
put  a  stop  to  the  en^gement,  and  our  troops  remained  in  their  advanced  position 
until  early  next  mommg,  when  they  were  withdrawn  to  their  first  line.  One  piece 
•of  artillery,  several  stands  of  colors,  and  a  number  of  prisoners  were  captured.  Our 
loss  was  severe  in  this  engagement.  Brigadier-Generals  Field  and  Trimble  and  Colonel 
Fomo,  commanding  Hays's  brigade,  were  severely  wounded,  and  several  other  valuable 
officers  killed  or  disabled,  whose  names  are  mentioned  in  the  accompanying  reports. 

Here  General  Lee  shows  that  Jones  was  the  extreme  right  of  Long- 
street,  and  that  Jones's  right  rested  on  the  Manassas  Oap  Railroad, 
which  was  &r  from  being  on  Porter's  road,  so  that  by  no  witness  of  all 
the  confederates  can  Porter  get  anything  but  a  small  force  of  cav- 
alry in  his  front. 

William  B.  Lord  testified  before  this  Board  that  at  the  time  Fitz-John 
Porter  was  being  tried  he  told  him  (Lord)  that  he  was  not  loyal  to  Pope. 
That  was  exactly  what  we  tried  him  for.  I  see  one  of  my  Mends  smiles. 
Let  ns  see  what  Lord  swore  to.  Here  is  a  letter  that  he  wrote  at  the 
time  to  his  own  wife.  He  did  not  write  it  to  be  made  pablic.  He  was 
a  ftiend  of  Fitz-John  Porter,  and  he  says: 

Question.  Will  you  state,  substantially,  what  that  interview  was,  and  what  General 
Porter  saidf — ^Answer.  I  had  been  directed  by  the  Judge-advocate  of  the  court  to 
proceed  to  the  rooms  of  General  Porter  and  to  look  for  some  telegrams  that  had  been 
iutrodnce<l  in  evidence  that  day,  and  that  had  been  mislaid  in  some  way.  While  there 
looking  over  some  papers  General  Porter  made  the  remark,  ''  I  was  not  loyal  to  Pope ; 
there  is  no  denying  that.'* 

Q.  Do  yon  recallanything  else  that  he  said  in  that  connection  f — A.  I  cannot  say 
that  I  do,  and  I  doubt  if  I  should  reoaU  that  now  but  for  the  peculiarity  of  the  cir- 
enmstaiice,  and  the  fact  that  I  made  a  record  of  it  myself  a  few  days  afterwards ; 
•otherwise,  I  think  likely  I  should  have  forgotten  it. 

Q.  That  was  during  the  progress  of  his  trial  before  a  general  ccnrt-martial  f — A.  It 
was. 

Thk  Prrsidbnt  of  the  Board.  The  decision  is  that  the  letter  is  admissible  for  the 
purpose  stated  by  counsel,  namely,  not  to  prove  the  fact,  but  to  test  the  credibility  of 
the  witness. 

By  the  Recorder  : 

Q.  You  have  stated  in  your  cross-examination  that  the  feeling  which  had  actuated 
vou  you  expressed  at  the  time  you  wrote  that  letter  to  your  wife.  It  was  not  called 
for  by  the  counsel  for  the  petitioner.  I  will  call  for  it.  Please  let  me  know  what  you 
4stateid  on  the  subject,  if  you  have  that  letter  here. 

(Witness  produces  a  book.) 

A.  Shall  Ireadf 

Q.  JuHt  that  part  and  no  more. 

The  witufiss  read  as  follows : 

*'  I  have  been  a  little  bothered  about  General  Fitz-John  Porter.  I  had  to  go  to  his 
jroom  on  Mcmday  to  get  some  papers  that  belonged  to  the  court  that  he  YisSi  had  to 
copy.  One  of  the  reporters  of  tlie  New  York  Times  was  along  with  me.  While  in  the 
(room,  Aitr.T  some  conversation,  General  Porter  made  the  remark,  '  Well,  I  wasn't  loyal 
to  Pope ;  there  is  no  deiiyinff  that.'  Now,  that  is  ro*lly  the  charge  against  him  before 
the  court-martial — that  he  did  not  do  his  dntv  as  an  officer  before  the  enemy,  and  that 
he  did  not  act  rightly  toward  General  Pope,  his  commanding  officer.  General  Porter 
eaid  what  he  did  in  the  privacy  of  his  own  room ;  without  thinking  of  the  effect  of 
his  words.  After  thinking  it  over,  I  have  concluded  it  better  not  to  say  anything 
about  it  now,  though  I  would  not  promise  as  much  for  that  newspaper  correspond- 
4)nt." 

Q.  That  is  your  letter-press  copy  of  your  letter  to  your  wife  f — A.  It  is. 
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Q.  Do  yoa  retain  nsnally  letter-press  copies  of  your  letters  to  your  wife  f— A.  All  of 
my  correspoudence. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  some  one  may  not  have  heard  the  same  language, 
at  some  other  time,  or  an  affidavit  made  on  the  suhject  and  communicated  to  Senator 
Chandler  ? — A.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

That  is  what  Lord  wrote  to  his  wife.  He  was  called  before  this  board 
to  testify,  and  he  testified  to  these  facts.  If  Fitz- John  Porter  admitted 
to  his  own  friends — ^becaase  Lord  was  his  friend— if  Fitz- John  Porter 
would  make  such  a  statement  to  any  party  during  his  trial,  that  he  was 
not  loyal  to  General  Pope. 

1  know  that  the  General  of  the  Army  would  say  no  such  thing  to  any 
subordinate  of  his,  for  he  would  expect  him  if  he  were  a  subordinate  to 
do  his  duty,  and  if  he  did  not  do  his  duty  he  would  arrest  and  try  him 
for  the  dereliction.  He  would  not  engage  in  little  notes  to  suggest  to 
him  to  be  loyal. 

On  the  Ist  day  of  September,  1862,  after  Fitz  John  Porter  had  per- 
formed as  he  did  on  the  28th  and  29th  of  August,  General  McClellan 
wrote  Porter  a  letter.  McClellan  is  the  officer  of  whom  Porter  kept 
speaking  all  the  time  in  his  dispatches  to  General  Bumside,  saying : 
"  My  star  is  up,  and  I  hope  Mc's  is  too."  '*  Mc"  was  ever  foremost  in 
bis  mind,  and  ^^  Mc''  writes  him  a  note  on  the  1st  of  September,  three  days 

after  the  battle.    He  says: 

Wab  Department, 
September  1,  1862—5.30  p.  m. 

I  ask  you  for  mv  sake,  that  of  the  countiv,  and  of  the  old  Army  of  the  Potomac  that 
yon  and  all  friends  will  lend  the  fullest  ancl  most  cordial  co-operation  to  General  Pope 
in  all  the  operations  now  going  on. 

The  distresses  of  our  country,  the  honor  of  our  arms  are  at  stake,  and  all  depends 
now  upon  the  cheerful  co-operation  of  all  in  the  field.  This  week  is  the  crisis  of  our 
fate.  Say  the  same  thing  to  all  my  friends  in  the  Army  of  the  Potomac,  and  that  the 
last  request  I  have  to  make  of  them  is  that  for  their  country's  sake  they  will  extend 
to  General  Pope  the  same  support  they  ever  have  to  me.  I  am  in  charge  of  the  de- 
fenses of  Wasmngton.  I  am  doing  all  I  can  to  render  your  retreat  safe,  should  that 
become  necessary. 

GEORGE  B.  MCCLELLAN, 

Major-Oenerdl. 
Major-General  Porter, 

CentreviUey  Commanding  Fifth  Corp9. 

General  McClellan,  the  shining  star  in  the  eye  of  Porter  all  the  time, 
whom  he  almost  worshipped,  had  become  so  suspicious  of  Porter's  con- 
duct, and  so  w^U  satisfied  of  his  bad  faith  toward  General  Pope,  that 
on  the  Ist  day  of  September  he  says :  ''  Be  faithful  for  my  sake  and  for 
the  country's  sake ;  be  honest;  support  Pope."  Why  did  General  Mc- 
Clellan tell  Porter  to  support  Pope  if  he  thought  he  had  supported  him  f 
Why  did  he  say:  "I  am  in  charge  of  the  defenses  of  Washington  and 
will  make  your  retreat  safe  if  you  have  to  retreat"?  To  give  Porter 
encouragement.  It  may  have  been  to  keep  his  mind  off  Alexandria, 
for  it  seemed  to  be  running  in  that  direction  all  the  time,  to  let  him 
know  they  were  fixing  a  place  for  him  in  Washington  City  if  he  had  to 
come  ba^k. 

We  desire  to  say  that  in  collating  this  testimony  we  have  avoided  as 
much  as  possible  taking  the  evidence  that  was  before  the  court-martial 
which  convicted  Fitz- John  Porter ;  but  have  taken  nearly  all  the  evi- 
dence from  that  which  was  taken  before  the  board,  consisting  of  wit- 
nesses who  were  the  immediate  officers  under  command  of  General 
Fitz-John  Porter,  and  the  Confederate  officers  who  were  present  at  the 
engagement  andf  opposed  to  our  forces.  The  evidence  on  the  first 
proposition,  viz,  the  violation  of  the  order  of  the  27th  of  August,  is 
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clear  and  conolnsive,  aud  shows  beyond  question  or  doubt  that  Fitz- 
Johu  Porter  did  not  only  disobey  said  order,  but  that  he  did  not  in  the 
least  degree  attempt  to  obey  it.  The  evidence  on  this  point,  in  connec- 
tion with  his  letters  to  General  Buruside,  shows  clearly  that  his  desire 
was  not  to  aid  or  assist  General  Fope  in  gaining  a  success,  but  to  do 
everything  in  his  power  to  prevent  it. 

In  reference  to  the  second  order  issued  to  him  on  the  29th  of  August, 
the  evidence  clearly  shows  that  he  hesitated  and  took  time,  did  not 
move,  and  used  every  excuse  that  he  possibly  could  to  justify  himself 
in  the  disobedience  of  said  order. 

The  third  order,  directing  him  to  proceed  to  Gainesville,  was  dis- 
obeyed in  every  particular.  He  did  not  attempt  to  move  his  troops 
to  Gainesville.  He  delayed  on  the  road.  Gave  Longstreet  an  oppor- 
tunity of  passing  through  and  joining  Jackson  without  the  least  at- 
tempt on  his  part  to  prevent  it. 

The  order  given  him  at  4.30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  to  move  for- 
ward and  attack  the  enemy  at  once,  was  evaded,  disobeyed,  and  his 
Avhole  action  in  the  premises  showed  a  determination  willfully  to  dis- 
obey the  orders  of  his  superior  officer.  The  evidence  clearly  shows 
that  he  ])revaricated  and  misled  his  own  officers,  and  sent  discourag- 
ing dispatches  through  to  McDowell,  which  were  taken  to  Pope's  head- 
quarters, declaring  that  he  had  been  attacked  by  the  enemy  and  was 
then  retreating.  This  just  at  the  time  when  the  heaviest  fight  was  go- 
ing on  at  or  near  Groveton. 

The  evidence  clearly  shows  that  McDowell  aud  King,  who  were  on 
the  same  road  that  he  was  in  the  morning,  without  any  other  orders 
than  what  he  (Porter)  had,  moved  to  the  right,  as  it  was  their  duty  to 
do,  and  engaged  with  the  enemy. 

The  evidence  further  shows  that  the  only  way  that  General  Pope 
could  get  any  obedience  of  orders  from  him  (Porter)  was  to  issue  to 
him  a  peremptory  order  to  report  to  him  in  person  with  his  command 
on  the  field,  and  to  note  the  time  of  the  receipt  of  said  order,  &c. 

The  evidence  clearly  shows  that  he  misstated  the  facts  in  reference  to 
a  force  being  in  his  immediate  front.  That  there  was  no  force,  except 
a  small  force  of  cavalry,  during  the  whole  day  in  his  front  on  the  road 
upon  which  he  was  marching.  That  the  dust  in  his  front  that  he  pre- 
tended was  a  force,  was  made  by  a  mule  drawing  brush  up  and  down 
the  road,  about  whidi  General  Stuart,  of  the  Confederate  army,  makes 
sport  of  him  in  his  report. 

The  letter  of  General  McClellan  to  him  (Porter)  three  days  after  the 
battle  shows  that  McClellan  understood  him  to  have  disobeyed  orders 
aud  failed  to  support  Pope,  and  therefore  wrote  a  letter  to  encourage 
him  to  do  so,  to  save  his  friends  from  disgrace. 

When  the  evidence  collected  by  this  unauthorized  board  (the  report 
of  which  is  presented  by  the  majority)  is  examined  in  connection  with 
their  report,  it  shows  clearly  that  the  report  is  based  upon  something 
entirely  outside  of  the  testimony,  and  not  upon  the  evidence  that  they 
themselves  had  before  them. 

That  we,  the  minority,  therefore  protest  against  the  x^assage  of  the  bill 
restoring  Fitz-John  Porter  to  the  Army. 

The  success  of  said  bill  would  be  a  misfortune  to  the  country,  and  no 
source  of  danger  is  more  insidious,  its  progress  more  rapid,  and  its  cor- 
ruption more  sure  than  that  legislation  which  is  in  the  interest  of  pri- 
vate favoritism  at  the  expense  of  public  justice.  Xo  case  can  be  found 
in  the  annals  of  courts-martial  where  a  more  just  veixlict  was  rendered 
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than  in  the  case  where  Fitz-John  Porter  was  tried,  convicted,  and  dis- 
missed from  the  Army. 

We  protest  against  the  passage  of  the  bill  for  the  reason  that  it 
would  stand  hereafter  as  an  incentive  to  military  disobedience  in  the 
crisis  of  arms,  and  as  an  assurance  of  forgiveness  and  emolament  for 
the  most  dangerous  crime  a  soldier  can  commit. 
RespectfuUv  submitted. 

JOHJSf  A.  LOGAK 
S.  Rep.  662,  pt.  2 6 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  31, 1888. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Geoboe,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  355.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Glaams,  who  have  had  under  consideration  Senate 
bill  355y  for  the  relief  of  Ella  Carroll,  formerly  Ella  Long,  adopt  the  re- 
port made  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  in  the  Forty-sixth  Congress,  re- 
port No.  476,  as  follows: 

It  appean  that  Ella  Long  and  her  late  brother,  Jeremiah  D.  Lone,  deceased,  were 
the  illegitimate  children,  by  the  same  mother,  of  one  Daniel  Long  (now  deceased),  a 
resident  of  the  city  of  Washington. 

Daniel  Long.  in. his  lifetime,  purchased  and  caused  to  be  conveyed  the  land  de- 
scribed in  the  bill  to  Jeremiah  D.  Lonff.  Daniel  Long  has  deceasecQ  leaving  surviv- 
ing him  a  jierson  claiming  to  be  his  widow,  and  leaving  some  property  claimed  by  her 
and  his  legitimate  heirs,  to  which,  of  course,  Ella  Lone  has  no  claim.  Jeremiah  D. 
Long  has  also  died  intestate  without  issue  and  without  a  widow.  The  consequence 
18  that  the  lot  of  land  mentioned  in  the  biU  has  escheated  to  the  United  States  on 
account  of  the  inability  of  Ella  Long  to  inherit  from  her  natural  brother. 

Under  these  circumstances  the  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  United  States  ought 
to  release  to  Ella  Long  the  title  so  escheated. 

As  it  is  possible  that  the  United  States  may  have  some  other  interest 
in  the  property  than  by  escheat,  the  committee  deem  it  safe  to  amend 
the  bill  so  as  to  release  only  such  title  as  is  vested  by  escheat.  They 
recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  as  amended. 


47Tn  Congress,  >  SENATE.  i  Eepobt 

l8t  Session.       J  \  No.  664. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  31,  lcJ82.— Ordered  to  be  printod. 


^  Mr.  McDiLL,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bills  S.  1396,  16G6,  and  1940.1 

m 

The  C  mmitiee  on  Public  Lands,  to  whom  were  referred  hills  JS.  1396, 1666^ 

and  1940,  submit  the  following  report: 

Section  3  of  the  act  approved  June  15, 1880,  provi<led  that  alternate 
sections  of  land  in  railroad  limits  which  had  been  put  in  market  prior 
to  January,  1860,  should  be  reduced  in  price  to  $1.25  per  acre. 

Eill  S.  1396  provides  that  the  lands  in  question  shall  be  sold  at  re- 
duced price  without  a  new  offering  of  said  lands  at  public  sale ;  also 
confirms  and  declares  valid  sales  of  said  land  made  without  such  new 
offering,  and  provides  for  refunding  to  purchasers  of  land  since  the  ap- 
proval of  the  act  of  June  3,  1880,  the  excess  paid  over  $1.25  per  acre, 
and  bill  S.  1666  confirms  the  entries  made  at  $1.25  per  acre. 

The  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  recommends  a  substi- 
tute, which  merely  confirms  sales  already  made  under  a  misconstruction 
of  the  law. 

The  substitute  should  pass  for  reasons  folly  set  out  by  the  following 
letter  from  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office : 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

IVaMngton,  April  21^  lti82. 

Sir  :  Senate  biU  1396,  ^'  Relating  to  the  pnblic  lands  of  the  United  States,  au<l 
amendatory  of  an  act  entitled  ^An  act  relating  to  the  public  lauds  of  the  United 
States,'  approved  June  15,  1880,  and  coniinniDg  certain  sales  made  thereunder,''  was 
received  and  referred  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office.  I  have  the 
honor  to  inclose  herewith  copy  of  his  report  on  the  subject,  under  date  of  yesterday^ 
together  with  its  inclosures. 
Very  respectful!  v, 

H.  M.  TELLER, 

Secreiartf. 
'Hon.  P.  B.  Plumb, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Puhlic  Landft,  V,  S.  Senate, 


Department  ok  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D,  C,  April  JiO,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honbr  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  by  departmental  reference,  aad 
for  report,  of  a  letter  from  Hon.  P.  B.  Plumb,  chaiimau  Senate  Committee  on  Public 
Lagds,  transmitting,  for  an  expression  of  your  views  thereon,  a  copy  of  Senate  bill 
No.  1396,  amendatory  of  the  act  of  June  15,  IbSO,  and  confirming  certain  sales  made 
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under  that  act.  Senate  bill  No.  1396  is  identical  with  bill  H.  R.  No.  349*2,  uponwhicb 
I  made  a  report  to  the  department  under  dat«  of  February  21,  1882.  I  respectfully 
inclose  lierewLth  a  copy  of  said  report,  with  accompanying  draft  of  a  bill  suggest'ed  aa 
a  substitute  for  bill  H.  R.  3492,  which  I  request  may  be  considered  as  my  rei)ort  on 
bill  S.  1396. 

The  conclusions  to  which  I  arrive  are  that  the  entries  allowed  aft^r  the  passage  of 
the  act  of  June  15, 1880,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  at  the  local  land  offices  of  the  instruc- 
tions of  this  office  issued  under  said  act,  dated  October  10, 1881,  should  be  confirmed, 
but  that  I  do  not  deem  it  my  duty  to  recommend  concurrence  in  the  remaining  propo- 
rtion of  the  bill  that  lands  reduced  in  price  by  that  act  should  be  made  subject  to  pri- 
vate entry  without  the  usual  notice  provided  for  by  existing  laws. 

The  letter  of  Senator  riumb  and  copy  of  bill  8.  1396  are  berewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

N.  C.  McFARLAND, 

Commi98ioner, 

Hon.  Hknry  M.  Teller,  • 

Sea'eiary  of  the  Interior, 


Department  of  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Wafihington,  D,  C,  February  21,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowlege  the  receipt  by  your  reference  for  a  report 
thereon  of  bill  H.  R.  3492,  entitled  "A  oill  relating  to  the  public  lands  of  the  United. 
States,  and  construing  and  amending  the  act  entitled  'An  act  relating  to  the  public 
lands  of  the  United  States,'  approved  Juno  15,  1880." 

The  second  section  of  the  act  referred  to  (21  Stat.,  p.  237)  provided  that  the  price  of 
lands  that  were  subject  to  entry  at  the  date  of  that  act  and  which  were  raised  in  price 
to  $2.50  per  acre  prior  to  January,  1861,  by  reason  of  the  grant  of  alternate  sections 
for  railroad  purposes,  should  be  reducecl  to  $1.25  per  acre. 

The  lands  affected  by  this  section  were  the  alternate  reserved  sections  within  rail- 
road limits  that  had  been  offered  at  public  sale  at  $2.50  p<^r  acre  before  January,  1860, 
and  were  subj.  ct  to  entry  at  that  price  June  15,  1880. 

The  declaration  of  the  act  that  the  price  of  such  lands  should  be  reduced  to  $1.25 
per  acre  fixed  the  minimum  price  absolutely  at  $1.25  per  acre,  but  did  not  subject 
such  lands  to  sale  at  private  entry  without  further  proceedings. 

It  is  a  uniform  principle  g.weming  the  administration  of  the  land  laws,  that  pri- 
vate entries  are  never  permitted  until  after  the  lands  have  been  offered  at  public  sale 
at  the  miuimum  price  provided  bylaw.  This  principle  has  been  recognized  as  funda- 
mental by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  (Eldred  r.  Sexton,  19  Wall.,  189;, 
and  has  never  been  departed  from  in  the  practice  of  the  land  department. 

In  the  case  cited  the  court  said:  *'It  is  true  the  lands  in  question  were  once  of- 
fered at  public  sale  at  $2.50  per  acre,  but  the  reason  of  the  rule  required  that  they 
should  be  again  offered  to  the  highest  bidder,  because  their  condition  as  to  price  haa 
been  changeid  and  there  had  been  no  opportunity  for  competition  at  the  reduced  price. 
Congress  meant  nothing  more  than  to  fix  $1.25  as  their  minimum  price,  and  to  place 
them  in  the  same  category  with  other  public  lands  not  affected  by  land-grant  le^sla- 
tion.  \V  hen  they  were  withdrawn  from  the  operation  of  this  legislation,  and  their  ex> 
ceptional  status  terminated,  the  general  provisions  of  the  land  system  attached  to 
them,  and  they  could  not,  therefore,  be  sold  at  private  entry,  until  all  persons  had  the 
opportunity  of  bidding  for  them  at  public  auction." 

The  circular  of  instructions  issued  by  this  office  under  the  act  of  June  15,  1880, 
iailed  to  embrace  any  specific  directions  to  the  local  land  officers,  calling  their  atten- 
tion to  the  general  requirement  applicable  to  the  lands  that  had  been  reduced  in  price 
by  that  act,  that  such  lands  could  only  be  sold  at  private  entry  after  having  been  of- 
fered at  public  sale  at  the  reduced  price.  The  local  officers,  therefore,  in  some  districts, 
I>ermitted  a  considerable  number  of  private  entries  to  be  made  on  this  class  of  land^, 
although  there  had  been  no  reoffering  of  the  same  at  public  auction.  These  entries 
were  suspended  by  this  office  by  reason  of  the  want  of  legal  authority  for  permitting 
them  to  be  made.  Such  entries  were,  however,  made  in  good  faith  by  the  re8i>ective 
parties.  They  were  allowed  by  the  local  officers  through  a  misapprehension  of  the 
law,  and  in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  proper  instructions  by  this  office.  Under 
this  state  of  facts  the  lesislative  relief  desired  by  the  parties  interested  is  in  my  opin- 
ion proper  to  be  afforded. 

Bill  H.  R.  3492,  however,  goes  further  than  this,  and  proposes  a  legislative  construc- 
tion of  the  second  section  of  the  act  of  June  15,  1880,  which,  wliile  it  would  save  the 
equitable  rights  of  prior  innocent  purchasers,  would  also  open  all  the  lands  affected 
by  said  second  section  to  cash  purchase  at  private  entry  without  requiring  a  new  offer- 
ing at  public  sale. 
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Thi8  would  operate  as  a  change  of  the  rule  iu  these  cases  which  the  Supreme  Court 
has  declared  to  be  fnndanieutal  in  the  land  system  of  the  country.  It  would  also  ope- 
rate as  a  change  to  the  extent  of^hese  lands  of  the  legislative  policy  of  Congress,  which 
has  been  maintained  since  the  passage  of  the  homestead  act  in  1862,  of  reserving  the 
pnblic  lands  for  actual  settlement. 

The  lands  affected  by  the  second  section  of  the  act  of  June  15,  1880,  were  offered  at 
pnblio  sale  before  the  passage  of  the  homestead  act  and  before  the  adoption  of  the  pol- 
icy referred  to.  At  that  time  the  policy  of  Congress  was  to  dispose  of  the  public  lands 
at  cash  sale.    The  policy  adopted  since  then  is  to  withhold  lands  from  puolic  sale. 

The  wisdom  and  beneficence  of  this  policy  have  never  been  doubted.  It  is  founded 
npon  the  principle  that  the  general  interests  of  the  country  are  best  served  by  secur-' 
inff  titles  m  the  soil  to  actuafoccupants  and  cultivators,  and  preveutiug  the  monopoly 
of  land  in  a  few  hands. 

The  degree  in  which  this  policy  may  have  faile<l  has  been  the  degree  in  which  it  has 
not  been  carried  out. 

If  the  purpose  of  the  bill  under  oousideration  is  to  make  this  change  of  principle  and 
policy,  tnen  the  question  is  one  of  legislative  discretion.  I  therefore  respectfully  re- 
turn bill  H.  R.  3492  without  my  approval. 

I  would  state,  however,  that  in  the  class  of  lands  affected  by  the  act  of  June  15, 
1880,  the  same  provisions  of  law  authorizing  their  offering  at  public  sale  exist  now  as 
at  the  date  of  former  offering,  these  provisions  being  found  in  tne  original  acts  author- 
izing the  sale  of  the  pnblic  lands  in  the  territory  northwest*  of  the  Ohio  River,  in  the 
Territories  of  Louisiana  and  Orleans,  in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  and  in  Florida.  It 
is  therefore  competent  for  the  President  to  proclaim  for  sale  at  the  reduced  price  any 
or  all  of  the  lands  affected  by  said  act  without  further  legislation. 

In  connection  with  the  desirable  purpose  of  relieving  innocent  purchasers  whose 
entries  have  already  been  allowed  through  inadvertence^  I  have  the  honor  to  submit 
herewith  a  draft  of  a  bill  prepared  with  this  object  in  view,  in  accordance  with  your 
instructions  of  January  21,  1882. 
Very  respectfully, 

N.  C.  McFARLAND, 
*  Commimoner, 

Hon.  S.  J.  KiRKWoOD, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

The  committee  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  bills  S.  1396 
and  1666. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  Rbpobt 

l8t  Session.       f  \  No.  665. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  31,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  priuted. 


Mr.  Beck,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  submitted  the  foUowing^ 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1867.] 

The  C(ymmiU€e  on  Finance^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {8. 1867) /or  ike 
relief  of  the  sureties  of  George  W.  Sands^  deceased  j  respectfully  report: 

That  the  facts  in  the  case  have  been  carefully  examined.  They  sub- 
mit as  a  part  of  their  report  the  following  letters  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  and  in  view  thereof 
recommend  adverse  action  and  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


Treasury  Departmrnt, 

May  27,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  a  letter  from  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue,  dated  the  25th  instant,  giving  a  report  of  the  facts  caUed  for  in  your  letter 
of  the  17th  instant,  in  reference  to  bill  B.  1867,  for  the  relief  of  the  sureties  of  George 
W.  Sands,  deceased. 

Yon  will  see  from  this  that  the  records  of  the  Commissioner's  Office  show  that  Mr. 
Sands  was  informed  of  his  deficiency  more  than  three  yean  &0/ore his  death,  and  was  re- 
peatedly called  upon  to  explain  or  make  good  the  balance  shown  to  be  due  to  the 
Unit>ed  States,  and  that  detailed  statements  showing  the  exact  condition  of  his  ac^* 
counts  were  famished  him  from  time  to  time,  and  he  was  informed  what  was  required 
to  close  his  accounts. 

For  these  and  other  reasons  stated  by  the  Commissioner,  there  would  seem  to  be  no^ 
good  ground  for  granting  the  relief  requested. 

The  inclosures  of  your  letter  are  herewith  returned  as  requested. 
Very  respectfullv, 

H.  F.  FRENCH, 

Acting  Secretary, 
Hon.  Justin  6.  Morrill, 

Chairman  of  Committee  on  Finance,  United  States  Senate, 


Treasury  Department, 
Office  op  the  Internal  Revenue, 
#  Washington,  May  25,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  the  letter  of  Senator  Morrill, 
chairman  of  Committee  of  Finance  of  the  Senate,  inclosing  petition  of  the  sureties  of 
George  W.  Sands,  late  collector  internal  revenue  fifth  district,  Maryland,  and  copy 
of  bin  S.  1867,  referred  to  this  office  on  the  19th  instant  for  report. 

The  bill  directs  the  repayment  to  the  sureties  on  the  official  bond  of  late  Collector 
Sands,  of  the  sum  of  $4,712.24  being  the  amount  paid  by  them  '*on  the  ground  of  an 
apparent  deficiency  in  the  accounts  of  George  W.  Sands  after  his  death,  said  defici- 
ency being  believed  to  be  for  taxes  assessed  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  said  Sands, 
but  not  collected  by  him  and  not  collectible.'' 

In  the  petition  of  the  sureties  it  is  stated  *'that  said  Sands  paid  over  as  required 
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•  all  moneys  claimed  to  be  due  from  him  to  the  government,  and  made  earnest  and  per- 
sistent efforts  to  have, his  accoubts  verified  and  closed  in  the  Treasury  Department, 
but  was  unable  to  get  the  same  effected,  «  •  •  and  that  if  the  accounting  officers 
pf  the  ffovernment  had,  with  reasonable  promptness,  adjusted  the  account-s,  *  •  • 
he  would  have  been  able  to  explain  any  apparent  discrepancies  *  *  *  and  show 
that  no  part  of  the  sum  claimed  was  justly  due  by  him/' 

The  records  of  this  office  do  not  bear  out  these  statements,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
show  that  late  Collector  Sands  entered  upon  duty  December  10,  1864,  and  retired 
from  office  August  31,  1866,  a  period  of  one  year,  eight  mouths  and  twenty-two  days ; 
that  upon  the  final  adjustment  of  his  accounts,  a  balance  was  found  to  be  due  from 
him  to  the  United  States  of  $10,600.31  on  account  of  money  actually  collected  by  Mr. 
Sands,  or  his  deputies,  and  not  accounted  ibr. 

A  part  of  this  deficiency  is  shown  by  the  reports  made  to  this  office  by  Mr.  Sands 
himself,  and  the  remainder  was  ascertained  by  his  successor  in  office,  late  Collector  A. 
P.  Gorman,  as  reported  to  this  office  by  late  Co  Hector  Stanton. 

The  records  of  the  office  also  show  that  Mr.  Sands  was  informed  of  this  deficiency 
more  than  three  years  before  his  death,  and  repeatedly  called  upon  to  explain  or  make 
good  the  balance  shown  to  be  due  to  the  United  States,  and  that  detailed  statements 
showing  the  exact  condition  of  his  accounts  were  furnished  him  from  time  to  time,  and 
he  informed  what  was  required  to  close  his  accounts. 

It  also  appears  that  all  of  the  outstanding  taxes  on  assessment  lists  receipted  for  by 
Mr.  Sands,  which  were  transferred  to  his  successor  as  uncollected,  were  subsequently 
accounted  for,  with  the  exception  of  $219.58,  either  by  collection,  abatement,  or  by 
evidence  that  they  had  previously  been  collected  by.  Mr.'  Sands  or  his  deputies,  so  that 
there  is  no  evidence  that  any  part  of  the  balance  found  to  be  due  to  the  United  States 
represented  uncollected  taxes,  except  possibly  the  $219.58  above  referred  to,  which 
was  never  satisfactorily  accounted  for. 

The  records  also  show  that  Mr.  Sands  received  as  salary  and  commissions  a  net  com- 
pensation, exclusive  of  payments  to  deputies,  clerks,  &c.,  of  over  $4,600  per  annum. 

As  it  appears  from  the  foregoiug  statemeuts  that  the  sum  paid  by  the  petitioners 
was  for  money  justly  due  to  the  Uiiited  Stat<5s,  and  that  there  is  no  evidence  that  any 
part  of  this  money  was  stolen  from  him  by  dishonest  deputies,  I  can  see  no  good  reason 
tor  granting  the  relief  proposed. 

The  letter  of  Senator  Morrill  and  iuclosures  are  herewith  returned. 
Respectfully, 

GREEN  B.  RAUM, 

Commufsioner, 

Hon.  Charles  J.  Folger, 

Secretary  of  the  Treanury. 


47th  CONGBESS,  )  SENATE.  iEEPORT 

l8t  Session.       I  \  No.  666. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Mat  31,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Sir.  CocKBELL,  fix>m  the  Committee  on  Military  AfGairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  Bccompany  bill  S.  1293.1 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  tchom  wa8  referred  bill  8.  1293, 
Jiave  duly  considered  the  same^  and  submit  the  following  report: 

This  bill  provides  for  tbe  sale  of  the  Fort  Wilkins  military  reservation, 
in  the  extreme  northern  portion  of  the  Northern  Peninsula  of  the  State 
4>f  Michigan.  Your  committee  referred  the  bill  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
for  information,  and  received  the  following  in  reply: 

War  Department, 
Wwhn^ian  City,  May  12,  1882. 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  reoeipt  of  your  letter  of  the  8th  ultimo, 
transmitting  biU  8. 1293,  proyiding  for  the  aale  of  the  Fort  WiUdna  military  reaerva- 
tion,  Michigan,  and,  in  response  to  yonr  request  for  certain  information  with  reffard  to 
tb6  same,  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  report  of  the  A4]utant-GeneciJ,  dated 
tbe  10th  instant,  to  whom  the  subject  was  lefeired. 

Tbe  property  is  no  longer  required  for  military  purposes,  and  there  is  no  objection 
on  the  part  of  this  department  to  the  passage  of  the  biU. 
Very  respectfblfy,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

50or9tary  of  War, 

Hon.  F.  M.  COCKBELL, 

Of  Ommiiiee  on  Military  AjfaM'9,  United  States  Senate. 


Hradquartbbs  of  the  Abmy,  Adjutant-General's  Office, 

Washington,  May  10,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  communication  of  April  8,  1882,  from 
Hon.  F.  M.  Cockrell,  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  who  incloses  for 
information,  Ae,,  8.  1203,  Forty-seventh  Congress,  flxst  session,  '*to  provide  for 
the  disposition  of  the  Fort  Wilkins  military  reservation,  at  Copper  Harbor,  in  the 
State  of  Michigan,''  referred  to  this  office  for  report,  and  to  state  as  follows : 

The  post  of  Fort  Wilkins  was  established  May  28,  1844.  It  is  located  on  Lake  Su- 
perior, at  Copper  Mine  Harbor,  10  miles  from  Keweenaw  Point.  The  military  reserva- 
tion declared  thereat  by  Executive  order  dated  August  19,  1853,  embraces  lots  2  and 
3  of  seqiion  33  and  lot  5  of  section  34,  township  59  north,  range  28  west,  Michigan, 
the  area  being  about  320  %Bres. 

The  surface  is  reported  as  level  and  the  soil  as  rocky  and  unproductive,  the  only 
productions  being  copper  and  an  abundance  of  hard  wood,  which,  however,  is  not  of 
a  desirable  quality  ror  building  purposes.  The  climate  is  mild  in  summer,  but  in 
winter  is  liable  to  extremes  of  temperature,  the  average  being  41^  F.  The  locality  is 
very  healthy. 

The  post  was  abandoned  in  1870.  the  troops  baviiK^  been  withdrawn  August  30  of 
that  year,  since  which  time  it  has  ueen  unoccupied  for  military  purposes,  the  build- 
i  ngs  at  present  being  in  charge  of  a  keeper,  Mr.  William  Fdsise,  of  Copper  Harbor, 
appointed  by  the  Qaartermaster's  Department,  his  compensation  consisting  of  free 
occupancy  of  one  of  the  buildings. 


2  FORT  WILKIN8  MILITARY   RESERVATION. 

The  following  is  a  list  of  the  bnildings  at  the  post  in  1870,  t>akeu  from  '^Descrip- 
lions  of  Military  Posts  and  Stations/'  published  in  1872 : 

Three  bui Mings,  officers'  quarters,  containing  seven  sets,  log  and  frame. 

Two  buildings,  men's  barracks,  66  by  21  feet ;  two  kit^hens^  with  mess-rooms,  28^  by 
21  feet ;  log  and  frame. 

Four  buildings,  30  by  17^  feet,  log  and  frame. 

Cue  two-story  frame  store- house,  47  by  24  feet. 

One  log  building  used  for  storage,  30^  by  231  feet. 

One  one-story  log  and  frame  hospital,  33  by  22  feet. 

One  guard-house,  log  and  frame,  25  by  31  feet. 

One  stable,  log,  39  by  24  feet. 

One  bake-hou^e,  24  by  19^  feet. 

One  magazine,  stone,  arched,  l^H  ^y  13  feet. 

One  ice-house,  16  by  13^  feet. 

The  population  of  Keweenaw  County,  in  which  Fort  Wilkins  is  situated,  is,  ac- 
cording to  the  last  census,  4,270, 

The  nearest  town  is  Copper  Harbor,  with  a  population  (according  to  Rand  Sc 
McNally's  Atlas)  of  75,  and  clistant  li  miles  Irom  the  post. 

Eagle  River,  about  25  miles  distant,  has  (according  to  Rand  &  McNally)  a  popula- 
tion of  500. 

The  post  being  located  on  the  extreme  northern  point  of  the  Northern  Peninsula  of 
Michigan,  the  country  surrounding  it  is  not  thickly  settled. 

In  July,  1870,  the  commanding  officer  reported  that  ''the  garrison  is  completely 
isolated  from  the  outside  worm  from  early  in  November  until  late  in  Apnl,  and 
sometimes  until  Iat«  in  May,  during  which  time  navigation  ceases,  and  then  the  only 
communication  is  by  mall  carried  by  men  on  snow-shoes."  Since  that  date,  however, 
as  indicated  by  the  latest  railroad  guides  and  maps,  the  railroad  system  has  been  ex- 
tended to  L'Anse,  on  the  Keweenaw' Bay,  a  distance  of  GO  miles  ftom  Fort  Wilkins, 
and  the  post  can  be  reached  at  all  seasons  by  daily  line  of  stages  from  L'Anse  (or 
steamers  when  navigation  is  open)  to  the  copper  regions. 

The  military  reservation  of  Fort  Wilkins  (with  others)  was  reported  to  the  present 
Congress  as  no  longer  desired  for  military  purposes,  with  recommendation  of  the  de- 
partment that  authority  be  granted  to  dispose  of  the  same.  (  Vide  H.  Ex.  Doc.  No. 
39,  Forty-seventh  Congress,  first  session;  also,  bill  H.  R.  4322,  identical  with  bill 
S.  1293.) 

Upon  reference  to  the  department  commander  and  the  Qnartermaster-Oeneral,  no  ad- 
ditional information  has  been  obtained  upon  the  subject  of  Senator  Cockrell's  commu- 
nication. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  C.  DRUM, 

Adjutant' General, 

Hon.  Secretary  of  War. 

The  following  is  the  history  and  description  given  in  H.  Ex.  Doc.  No. 
39,  Forty-seventh  Gongi^ess,  first  session,  page  4:1: 

FORT  WILKINS,  MICH. 

Post  established  May  28,  1844. 

Located  on  Lake  Superior,  at  Copi>er  Mine  Harbor,  10  miles  from  Keweenaw  Point. 

Reservation  declared  by  the  President  August  19,  ldr)3,  embracing  lots  2  and  3  of 
section  3.3  and  lot  5  of  section  34,  township  59  north,  range  26  west,  Michigan. 

Post  directed  to  be  discontinued  by  Special  Order  90,  Department  of  the  Lakes,  Au- 
gust 15,  1H70,  and  troops  withdrawn  August  :K),  1870. 

The  Secretary  of  War  recommendetl  to  Congress  relinquishment  of  the  reservation 
in  letter  December  20,  1870,  to  House  of  Representatives,  and  in  letter  to  same  body 
dated  March  5,  1874,  he  called  attention  to  former  letter,  and  recommended  that  au- 
thority be  granted  to  dispose  of  the  reserve.  ( Vide  H.  Ex.  Doc.  No.  176,  Forty-third 
Congress,  first  session.) 

In  letter  of  May  25,  1874,  the  Secretary  of  War  transmitted  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives,  for  the  information  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  in  compliance 
with  a  ref|nest  of  said  committee,  a  copy  of  rei)ort  of  General  Hancock  in  regard  to 
the  quantity  of  land,  and  the  value  of  buildings  thereon,  included  in  the  reservation. 
The  buildings  are  in  charge  of  an  agent  appointed  by  the  Quartermaster's  Depart- 
ment.   They  are  of  log  and  frame,  and  not  of  any  great  value. 

The  reservation  is  wholly  abandoned,  and  is  not  and  will  not  be  any 
longer  needed  for  any  military  purx>ose8,  and  nothing  will  be  gained  by 
maintaining  it.  Your  committee  recommend  certain  amendments  to 
said  bill,  and,  as  so  amended,  recommend  its  passage. 


47th  CoNOEESS,  \  SENATE.  (Eepoet 

Ut  Session.       )  \  No.  667. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  31,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Beck,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  acoorapany  biU  S.  1003.] 

The  Committee  on  Finance,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {S.  1003)  for  the 

relief  of  Weed  &  Co.y  respectfully  report: 

That  the  sabject-matter  has  been  carefully  considered.    The  facts  in 

the  case  are  fully  set  forth  in  the  accompanying  letters  of  the  Secretary 

of  the  Treasury  and  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  which  are 

made  a  part  of  this  report : 

Treasury  Department, 

March  10,  lSf*2, 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  the  letter  of  the  Commissioner  of  Inter- 
nal Revenue,  dated  the  6th  instant,  giving  the  information  called  for  in  yoar  letter  of 
the  1st  instant  in  regard  to  bill  S.  1M)3,  for  the  relief  of  Weed  &  Co. 

Yon  will  see  that  several  claims  are  embraced  in  this  bill,  and  that  none  of  them 
were  presented  to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  within  the  time  fixed  by  the 
statute  of  limitations.  It  is  for  your  committee  to  pass  upon  whatever  reasons  may 
be  presented  by  the  claimants  for  setting  aside  that  statute  in  their  cases. 

But  if  it  should  be  decided  to  give  them  any  relief,  I  suggest  that  it  would  be  to  the 
best  interest  of  the  government  to  refer  these  claims  to  t^ie  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue,  with  power  to  take  proof  and  ascertain  upon  satisfactorv  evidence  whether 
the  foil  amounts  assessed,  or  any  part  thereof,  have  been  paid;  whether  the  cotton  in 
each  case  was  assessed  upon  its  gross  weight,  or  whether  any,  and  if  so  what,  allow- 
ance was  made  for  the  weight  of  rope  anabaggine ;  and  whether  in  each  case,  where 
the  claimant  was  the  factor  and  paid  the  tax,  he  did  not  recoup  himself  by  charging 
the  same  to  his  principal ;  the  Commissioner  to  be  authorizea  to  refund  so  mucn  of 
each  claim  as  he  sbaU  be  satisfied  that  Justice  and  equity  demand,  subject  to  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Very  respectfully, 

CHAS.  J.  FOLGER, 

Secretary, 

Hon.  Justin  S.  Morrill, 

Chairman  of  Committee  on  Finance,  United  States  Senate, 


Treasury  Dbpartmei^t, 
Office  of  Internal  Revenue, 

Washingtcn,  March  6,  I'^S^. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  letter  from  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
United  States  Senate,  inclosing  bill  S.  No.  1003,  for  the  relief  of  Weed  <&  Co.,  referred 
by  you  to  this  office  lor  report  on  the  2d  instant. 

The  bill  provides  for  the  payment  to  the  parties  named  therein  of  the  sum  of 
f  1,296. 57. 

There  are  no  formal  claims  on  fileln  this  office  in  the  names  of  the  parties  designated 
in  the  bill. 

In  August  last  Mr.  A.  P.  H.  Stewart  filed  in  this  office  what  might  be  termed  in- 
formal claims  for  the  refunding  of  taxes  alleged  to  have  been  paid  on  tare  of  cotton  in 
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New  Orleans,  La.,  by  C.  A.  Weed,  E.  A.  Witters,  C.  A.  Weed  &  Co.,  and  Weed,  Wit- 
ters &,  Co. 

It  was  understood  at  the  time  of  filing  these  informal  claims  that  this  office  had  no 
authority  to  consider  them,  as  they  had  not  been  presented  within  the  time  prescribed* 
by  section  3228,  Revised  Statutes. 

The  vouchers  filed  by  Mr.  Stewart  have  been  compared  with  the  assessment  lists 
ou  file  in  this  office,  and  assessments  aggregating  the  following  amounts  have  been 
found,  viz: 

AgaiuAt  E.  A.  Witters §8  44 

Against  C.  A.  Weed 2,096  54 

Against  Weed,  Witters&Co 1 5,269  02 

Against  C.  A.  Weed&Co 1 25,015  48 

Total 32,389  48 

In  November,  1865,  assessors  in  some  of  the  districts  were  instructed  to  make  a  rea- 
sonable allowance  for  the  weight  of  bagging  and  rope  in  assessing  the  tax  on  cotton. 

Prior  to  November,  1865,  there  was  no  general  rule  for  the  allowance  of  tare,  and, 
indeed,  it  does  not  appear  that  there  was  any  established  and  unifdrm  rule  for  the 
allowance  of  tare  in  assessing  cotton  in  New  Orleans  prior  to  the  act  of  July  13,  1866, 
which  fixed  the  tare  at  4  per  cent. 

Claims  for  the  refunding  of  taxes  paid  on  tare  of  cotton  have  been  adjusted  in  this 
office  upon  the  basis  that  the  tare  was  equal  to  four  {>er  cent,  of  the  ^ross  w^eight  of 
each  bale  or  package.  But  evidence  has  been  required  from  each  district  showing 
what,  if  any,  allowance  was  made  for  tare  when  the  assessments  were  made. 

If  the  assessments  detailed  above  were  made  upon  the  gross  weight  of  the  cotton, 
and  the  full  amount  thereof  has  been  paid,  then  the  bill  is  an  equitable  one. 

There  is  no  evidence  on  file  in  this  office  showing  that  the  full  amounts  assetoed  have 
been  paid,  and  I  am  not  at  all  dacisfied  that  the  cotton  was  assessed  upon  its  gross 
weight. 

Tne  manner  of  w^eighing  cotton  in  New  Orleans,  and  whether  or  not  any  allowance 
was  made  for  tare  prior  to  July  13, 1866,  was  long  a  subject  of  doubt  in  this  office. 

In  lo78  I  caused  a  careful  investigation  to  be  made  at  New  Orleans  into  the  nianner 
of  weighing  and  assessing  cotton  for  taxation.  The  facts  ascertained  by  said  investi- 
gation satisfied  me  that  in  the  great  majority  of  cases  an  allowance  was  made  by  the 
weighers  of  cotton  equal  to  the  rope  and  bagging,  and  that  the  assessments  were  made 
in  accordance  with  the  weights  thus  rendered. 

The  further  fact  was  brought  to  light  that  these  claims  for  refunding  were  almost  in- 
variably made  by  factora  who  had  no  pecuniary  interest  in  the  cotton  otherwise  than 
their  commission  for  its  sale,  and  that  the  taxes  they  paid  to  the  government  consti- 
tuted paxt  of  the  charges  in  their  accounts  with  their  principals,  and  were  deducted 
as  other  charges,  and  tne  balance  remitted  to  the  owners  of  the  cotton. 

I  am  not  prepared  to  state  the  facts  in  regard  to  the  oases  in  question. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

GREEN  B.  RAUM, 

Commi98ioner, 

Hon.  Charles  J.  Folger, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

Your  committee  therefore  make  an  adverse  report,  and  recommend 
that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congeess,  )  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.       §  \  No.  668. 


■■-  '■< 
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Mr.  Morrill,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  No.  1875.] 

The  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  OroundSj  to  whom  was  re/erred 
Senate  bill  No.  1875,  have  had  the  same  tinder  consideration^  and  beg  leave 
to  report  a^  follows : 

1.  That  they  have  felt  constrained  by  a  long  observed  usage  to  recom- 
mend no  more  than  one  building,  and  certainly  not  more  than  two  build- 
ings, for  any  one  State,  at  any  one  session  of  Congress,  and  therefore* 
propose  to  amend  Senate  bill  No.  1875  so  as  to  authorize  only  a  public 
building  at  Harrisonburgh,  Ya.,  where  it  seems  to  be  as  much  needed  as 
at  any  place  in  the  State. 

2.  Harrisonburgh  is  immediately  on  the  line  of  the  Valley  Eailroad, 
and  is  situated  in  the  heart  of  the  beautiful  and  fertile  valley  of  the 
Shenandoah,  and  is  a  thriving  town  of  4,000  inhabitants.  It  is  the  cen- 
ter of  an  internal  revenue  district,  and  is  the  county  seat  of  Rocking- 
ham, a  county  with  900  square  miles  of  territory,  a  population  of  30,0^ 
inhabitants,  and  an  assessed  value  of  real  and  personal  property  of 
nearly  $2,000,000. 

3.  Here  a  United  States  court  is  held  for  a  subdistrict  comprising 
fourteen  counties  and  two  cities  (Staunton  and  Winchester)  with  a  popu- 
lation of  186,882  persons,  an  area  of  5,670  square  miles,  and  an  as- 
sessed value  of  real  and  personal  property  of  $60,000,000. 

4.  The  business  of  this  court,  as  evidenced  by  its  records,  is  10  new 
suits,  brought  in  the  last  year,  and  there  are  now  on  the  civil  docket  34 
suits,  involving  the  sum  of  $192,000,  and  28  criminal  cases,  or  a  total  of 
civil  and  criminal  cases,  62. 

5.  Here,  at  Harrisonburgh,  a  suitable  public  building  is  much  needed 
for  the  proper  accommodation  of  United  States  courts,  their  officers, 
suitors,  and  attorneys,  and  for  the  suitable  care  and  safe  keeping  of  the 
records — records  wMcn  evidence  property  rights  of  large  value,  pending 
and  adjudicated,  especially  under  the  late  bankrupt  law;  and  here,  too, 
suitable  accommodations  are  sadly  needed  for  post-office  purposes.  Be- 
sides, for  all  these  purposes  and  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  the 
internal  revenue  the  government  is  put  to  much  cost  for  annual  rents, 
and  the  sessions  and  proceedings  of  its  courts  are  frequently  exposed 
to  inconvenience  and  interruptions  by  the  fixed  terms  of  the  State 
courts. 

6.  The  receipts  of  the  internal  revenue  district,  of  which  Harrison- 
burgh is  the  center,  and  which  comprises  entirely  the  territory  embraced 
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withiu  that  subdistrict  of  the  court,  amounted  the  last  year  to  a  quarter 
million  of  dollars. 

7.  The  State  of  Virginia  paid  to  the  United  States  Government  an  in- 
ternal revenue  tax  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  ending  June  30, 1881,  the  sum 
of  $6,063,105,  and  for  the  period  embraced  within  the  years  1873  and 
1881,  both  inclusive,  she  paid  $85,138,622. 

8.  Of  (HI  the  States  only  seven  have  exceeded  Virginia  in  tlie  amount 
of  internal  revenue  tax  paid  into  the  Federal  treasury,  whether  the 
single  year  of  1881,  or  the  period  of  years  from  1873  to  1881,  inclusive, 
be  to^ken  as  the  measure  of  contribution  to  the  government  coffers. 

9.  For  these  sufficient  and  other  reasons  the  committee  recommend 
that  Senate  bill  No.  1875,  as  amended  to  provide  for  a  public  building 
at  Harrisonburgh,  do  pass. 


47th  Congbess,  )  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.      )  )  No.  669. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  31,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  George,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  975.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8, 915)  for  the  re- 
lief of  Levi  Wilson^  beg  leave  to  report: 

That  in  1877  the  claimant  became  a  contractor  with  the  Interior  De- 
«  partment  to  furnish  a  large  quantity  of  beef  at  certain  stations  for  the 
Indians.  In  the  settlement  of  his  accounts  there  was  a  disagreement 
between  him  and  the  department  as  to  the  proper  construction  of  his 
contract.  The  claimant  insisted  on  a  construction  by  which  $1,163 
would  have  been  added  to  his  compensation.  The  department  rejected 
this  construction,  and  he  now  claims  relief  for  this  difference. 

We  do  not  consider  that  we  are  called  on  to  express  an  opinion  as  to 
the  true  construction  of  the  contract.  The  claimant  had  a  plain  remedy 
to  enforce  his  demand,  if  it  was  just,  by  suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  and 
to  that  tcibunal  he  should  have  applied. 

The  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  for  his  relief  (S.  975)  be  in- 
definitely postponed. 


47th  CoNaBEss, )  SENATE.  (  Eeport 
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May  31,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jones,  of  Florida,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  537.] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8.  637)  to 
carry  into  effect  the  recommendations  of  the  hoard  of  admirals,  convened 
pursuant  to  the  joint  resolution  approved  February  6, 1879,  %n  the  case 
of  Commander  Henry  OUiss,  United  States  Navy,  respectfully  sub^nit  their 
report : 

Upon  examinp^tiou  into  the  merits  of  this  bill  your  committee  find  that 
this  officer  was  one  of  the  four  on  the*  active  list  who,  out  of  the  twenty- 
three  who  submitted  their  complaints  to  the  Le  Roy  board,  made  good 
their  complaints  of  injustice  done  to  them  by  the  promotions  made  over 
them  under  the  act  of  July  25,  180(j.  Prior  to  that  act,  Commander 
Glass  stootl  at  the  head  of  his  class,  and  five  officers,  McGregor,  Harris, 
Cassel,  Evans,  and  Coffin,  who  stood  on  the  list,  respectively,  three,  four, 
twenty -five,  twenty-nine,  and  forty-five  numbers  below  him,  were  un- 
justly promoted  over  him. 

The  records  show  that  durin«:  the  late  war  this  officer  participated  in 
over  titteen  engagements  with  forts  and  batteries  in  Charleston  Harbor, 
and  in  the  Saint  John's,  Stono,  North  Edisto,  and  Broad  Rivers,  in 
8onth  Carolina,  bearing  himself  with  gallantry  and  receiving  most  flatter- 
ing commendatiiuis  from  his  cpmmanding  officers.  None  of  those  ])assed 
over  him  had  as  good  batth*  hmohI  as  lie. 

The  report  of  the  board  of  admirals,  to  which  he  submitted  his  com- 
plaint, is  as  follows,  to  wit : 

REPORT  OF  SPECIAL  BOARD. 

Tlie  lioard,  after  mature  consideration  of  the  case  of  Lieutenant-Commander  Henry 
OlnMs,  United  States  Navy,  and  all  the  papers  submitted  to  it,  hereto  annexed,  find  that 
Rignal  injustice  wjis  done  to  this  officer  by  the  promotions  made  in  conformity  with 
thr  art  approved  July  25,  1866. 

The  records  on  file  in  the  department  show  that  Lieutenaut-C^ommandor  Glass 
participated  in  all  the  general  engagements  with  forts  and  batteries  in  Charleston 
Harbor  from  July  18,  1803,  to  September  8,  1853;  engagements  with  batteries  in 
Stuuo  River,  South  Carolina,  December  25,  1864,  and  July  3  to  11,  1864  ;  engage- 
ments with  batteries  in  North  Edisto  River,  South  Carolina,  February  9,  1865,  and 
capture  of  Georgetown,  S.  C,  in  all  of  which  he  performed  faithful  and  efficient 
service;. 

The  record  of  this  officer  also  shows  high  professional  qualitications  and  attaln- 
nients. 
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The  board  recommend  that  Lieatenant-Commander  Henry  Glass,  United  States 
Nayy,  be  restored  to  his  original  position  on  the  Navy  list,  next  after  Commander 
£.  M.  Sheppard. 

WM.  E.  LE  ROY, 

Bear -Admiral  and  Presideni, 
STEPHEN  D.  TRENCHARD, 

Rear-AdmiraL 
GEO.  B.  BALCH, 

Sear-AdmiraL 
JAMES  C.  DULIN, 

Beoorder. 

With  snch  a  record  before  the  committee,  and  such  a  report  firom  the 
distinguished  officers  who  composed  that  board  of  admirals,  your  com- 
mittee must  recommend  that  the  bill  which  will  carry  out  the  conclusions 
of  the  board  in  his  case  be  passed. 


47Tn  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Eeport  670, 

l8t  Session.       f  (      Paet  2. 
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Jl'ne  21,  1882. — Ordered  to  bo  V'rintefl. 


Mr.  KOLLINS,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

VIEWS   OF    THE    MINORITY: 

[To  accouipany  bill  S.  537.] 

By  an  act  of  Congress,  approved  July  25,  1861),  Congress  authorized 
certain  promotions  to  be  made  of — 

OflQcere  who  have  rendered  the  motnf  efficient  and  faithful  service  during  the  recent 
y^aTy  and  who  ^losfeess  the  higlwfit  attainments  and  qualifications. 

The  law  imposed  upon  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Navy  the  delicate 
duty  of  making  these  promotions.  It  was  his  duty  to  select  the  officers 
who,  in  his  judgment,  *'had  rendered  the  most  efficient  and  faithful 
service,"  **  and  who  possessed  the  highest  attainments  and  qualifica- 
tions." and  promote  them  as  directed  by  Congress.  In  making  his  selection 
he  advised  with  a  number  of  the  great  admirals  who  had  commanded  the 
several  fleets  engaged  in  the  war.  Congress  had  the  year  previous 
(1865),  by  a  joint  resolution,  ordered — 

That  any  officer  of  the  Navv,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Serate ,  may 
be  advanced,  not  exceeding  thirty  nnnibers  in  rank,  for  ha\ing  exhibited  eminent  and 
conspicuous  conduct  in  battle,  or  extraordinary  heroism  (13  Stat,  at  L.,  p.  424). 

Under  the  authority  of  this  joint  resolution  and  the  act  of  July  25, 
1866,  the  Secretary  proceeded  to  select  and  nominate  to  the  Senate  the 
officers  who,  in  the  opinion  of  himself  and  his  advisory  board,  had  all 
the  qualifications  required  by  the  terms  of  the  law,  and  these  nomina- 
tions were  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

Among  the  officers  so  selected  were  Lieutenants  (now  commanders) 
Charles  McGregor,  ira  Harris,  jr.  (since  resigned),  Douglas  R.  Cas- 
well (since  dead),  Robley  D.  Evans,  and  George  W.  Coffin,  and  they 
were  promoted  above  Commander  (tlieu  lieutenant)  Henry  Glass. 

It  might  be  mentioned  that  the  officers  thus  promoted  were  not  ap 
plicaiits  for  promotion.  They  were  ignorant  of  the  action  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  until  the  nominations  were  .^eiit  to  the  Senate.  The 
Secretary,  with  the  whole  record  of  the  department  before  him,  was 
snppo.*^etl  by  ('ongress  to  be  the  proper  judge  of  the  relative  qualifica- 
tions and  merits  of  the  officers;  and  to  him  was  entrusted  the  duty 
which  he  discharged. 

N(*w,  after  a  lapse  of  fifteen  yeais,  it  is  claimed  by  the  officer  nan.ed 
in  the  bill  that  he  was  'Hinjustly  jmssed  over''  by  the  Secretary  in 
making  his  selection  for  promotion  and  advancement  under  the  law, 
and  Congress  is  asked  to  determine,  by  sjiecial  legislation,  that  he  also 
should  have  been  advanced  by  the  JSfCietary  ard  his  advisors  as  prop- 
erly among  the  officers  who  had  exhibited — 

En.iinnt  and  coiihpicrc  r.s  coutluct  in  bait'e,  or  extraordinary  heroism ;  [or]  who 
liad  rendered  the  nu  st  et^i(i«nt  aud  fa  tliiul  ^elvices  during  the  vai,  aud  pohscsred 
tl:e  highest  proftssional  uttaiiinit^itt^  and  <|naiilicati(in8. 
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The  minority  migbt  well  be  coDteiit  to  submit  the  foregoing  state- 
ment of  the  case  to  show  the  entire  absence  of  any  justice  or  equity  in 
the  bill  under  consideration.  No  better  evidence  is  needed  of  the  wis- 
dom of  the  Secretary  in  p«assing  over  this  officer  in  making  his  promo- 
tions under  the  law  than  is  furnished  by  himself  in  the  claim  now  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate.  True  worth  is  proverbially  modest,  and  officers 
possessing  the  highest  professional  attainments  and  qualifications  are 
not,  as  a  rule,  those  who  boast  of  their  own  merits. 

But  the  minority  desires  to  express  its  condemnation  of  the  policy 
proposed  in  the  bill.  The  present  relative  position  of  this  officer  has 
existed  undisturbed  since  the  close  of  the  war,  and  it  is  a  well -recognized 
fact  that  security  of  tenure  of  rank  among  officers  of  a  military  organi- 
zation is  essential  to  good  discipline  and  efficiency,  and  that  changes, 
such  as  the  bill  proi)ose8,  overturn  such  security. 

It  is  not  the  comphiint  of  the  officer  named  in  the  bill  that  he  had  lost 
a  number  which  he  wished  to  regain,  but  that  he  was  not  advanced  a« 
others  were  under  the  act  of  18GG. 

In  conformity  with  the  resolution  approved  July  1, 1870,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  issued  the  following  circular  letter  to  the  officers  of  the 
Navy,  viz : 

Navy  Department, 
IVashingion,  January  *24y  1871. 

A  Board  of  otticers  has  bet*ii  Mganizerl  iiiHler  an  act  of  Congress  approved  July  1, 
1870,  lor  the  purpose  of  examiuiiig  into  tbe  canes  of  sueli  officers  aft  iiiav  deem  them 
selves  unjustly  i)as»ed  over  by  proniotious  made  iu  conformity  with  the  act  ol'  Congr^Bs 
approved  July  wr>,  18t5<).  The  Board  will  nuM-t  at  the  Navy  Department  on  the  Ist 
proximo,  and  all  otticers  concerned  are  hereby  uotitied  to  present  Iheir  claims  for  con- 
sideration by  the  board,  either  in  person  or  iu  writing  addressed  Ui  Vice-Admiral  S. 
C.  Row  ail  I  president  of  the  board,  at  the  Navy  Department,  as  soon  as  practicable. 

GEO.  M.  R0BK80N, 

Secretary  of  the  Nary, 

The  receipt  of  the  circular  letter  was  acknowledged  by  Commander 
Henry  Glass,  March  3,  1871. 
This  Board  reported  as  follows: 

The  Board,  after  a  careful  exmination  of  all  the  papers  submitted  by  Lieutenant- 
Commander  Henry  Glass,  and  a  copy  of  his  record  taken  from  the  file*  of  the  depart- 
ment, all  of  whicli  are  hereunto  attached,  find  that  his  war  service,  though  fair,  is 
not  equal  to  those  who  were  promoted  over  him  by  selection  under  tlie  act  approved. 
Jiily  25,  1866. 

The  Board,  therefore,  do  not  recommend  Lieutenant -Commander  Glass  for  restora- 
tion to  his  original  position  on  the  'S&vy  list. 

In  1879  a  naval  board  was  organized  in  conformity  with  a  joint  reso- 
lution to  the  eftect — 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  organize  a  Board  of  three 
officers,  not  below  the  grade  of  rear-admiral,  who  shall  examine  into  the  case  of  Com- 
mander  Bushrod  B.  Taylor  and  such  other  officers  of  the  Navy  as  did  not  have  oppor- 
tunity, from  any  cause  whatever,  to  appear  before  the  Board  created  by  virtue  of  the 
joint  resolution  of  July  1,  1870,  as  may  deem  themselves  unjustly  passed  over  by  the 
promotions  made  in  conformity  to  the  act  of  Congress  approved  July  25,  1866;  and 
such  officers  shall  have  the  right  to  appear  in  person  and  present  to  such  Board  their 
cause  of  grievance.  The  Board  so  organized  shall  report  tlieir  conclusions  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy,  who  shall  report  the  same  to  Congress. 

This  resolution  is  clear,  and  says  that  the  Board  shall  examine  into 
the  cases  of  such  officers  only — 

As  did  not  have  opportunity,  from  any  cause  whatever,  to  appear  before  the  Board 
created  by  virtue  of  tbe  joint  resolution  of  July  1,  1870. 

Congress  aimed  to  limit  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  1879  so  as  to 
exclude  not  only  all  officers  who  had  api)eared  before  the  Board  of  1870, 
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but  all  officers  who  had  an  "opportunity''  to  appear,  whether  tiiey 
availed  themselves  of  it  or  not. 

Nevertheless  the  Board  of  1879,  without  the  slightest  authority  in 
law,  took  jurisdiction  of  this  case  and  recommended  that  "Lieut.  Com- 
mander Heuiy  Glass,  United  States  Navy,  be  restored  to  his  original 
position  on  the  Navy  list  next  after  Commander  E.  M.  Shepard  ";  and 
we  now  have  pressed  upon  the  attention  of  Congress  the  illegal  and  un- 
authorized action  of  a  board  of  officers  in  order  to  influence  special  legis- 
lation. 

Having  submitted  his  claim  for  advancement  to  the  Board  organized 
under  the  act  approved  July  1, 1870,  to  examine  into  the  cases  of  offi- 
cers who  deem<xl  themselves  unjustly  passed  over  by  the  promotions 
made  under  the  act  of  July  25,  1860,  that  Board  stated  in  plain  terms 
that  the  services  of  Lieutenant-Commander  Glass,  though  fair,  were  not 
equal  to  those  of  the  three  officers  promoted  over  him,  and  did  not  re- 
commend him  for  restoration  to  his  original  position. 

The  report  of  the  majority  is  based  upon  the  recommendations  and 
conclusions  of  the  Board  of  admirals  created  under  the  act  of  February 
5,  1879,  and  which  was  authorized  to  inquire  into  the  case  of  Comman- 
der B.  B.  Taylor  and  such  other  officers  as  did  not  have  opportunity  of 
appearing  before  the  Board  convened  by  the  act  of  July  1, 1870,  and 
which,  therefore,  had  no  authority  for  considering  the  supposed  griev- 
ance of  Lieut.  Commander  Henry  Glass. 

The  persistency  with  which  this  bill  has  been  pressed  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  should  be  a  warning  against  the  evils  which  nuist 
necessarily  flow  from  the  adoption  of  the  policy  proposed  in  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  }  SENATE.  i  Report 

Ist  Session.       /  \  No.  671. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  31, 1882.— Onlered  to  be  printed. 


!Mr.  Jones,  of  Florida,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submit* 

ted  the  following 

* 

REPORT: 

[To  accorapaiiy  bill  S.  538.] 

The  Committee  on  Xaval  Affairs j  to  which  was  referred  the  hill  {8.  538) 
to  carry  into  effect  the  recommendations  of  the  hoard  of  admirals^  con- 
vened pursuant  to  joint  resolution  approved  Fehruary  5,  1879,  respect- 
fully submit  tlie  following  report  as  the  result  of  a  careful  examination 
into  the  'merits  of  the  bill : 

• 

The  relief  given  to  Commander  James  II.  Sands  in  the  bill  is  that 
recommended  for  him  by  the  board  of  admirals,  of  which  Rear- Admiral 
Jje  Roy  was  president. 

So  frequently  has  the  Senate  Naval  Committee  made  favorable  and 
unanimous  reports  indorsing  the  claim  of  Commander  Sands  to  the  re- 
lief given  by  this  bill,  which  is  to  correct  an  Injustice  to  him  by  promo- 
tions wrongfully  made  over  him  in  1866,  that  a  simple  and  brief  refer- 
ence only  is  needed  to  the  past  action  thereon. 

This  officer  was  promi^t  in  calling  attention  to  the  injustice  referred 
to,  which  was  so  glaring  in  its  character  as  to  have  demanded  prompt 
redress,  which  strangely  is  still  withheld  from  him. 

Three  officers  were  taken  from  below  him  and  passed  over  his  head. 
One  of  these,  Mr.  Cassell,  a  most  gallant  officer,  is  now  dead.  The  two 
still  living,  and  now  above  him,  Commander  Robley  D.  Evans,  stood 
thirteen  numbers  below  him,  and  Commander  George  W.  Coffin  stood 
twenty-eight  numbers  below  him  prior  to  their  promotion  in  1866,  which 
carried  them  many  numbers  above  him. 

Commander  Evans'  record  is  that  of  a  good,  a  gallant,  and  an  efficient 
officer;  but,  as  the  findings  and  reports  of  two  boards  of  admirals  show, 
bis  qualifications  and  services  did  not  justify  his  promotion  over  Com- 
mander Sands,  who,  moreover,  participated  with  him  in  his  only  battle, 
that  of  the  land  assault  by  the  Navy  on  Fort  Fisher,  where  Evans  was 
desperately  wounded  whilst  gallantly  leading  his  men.  As  he  lay 
wounded  his  classmate  Sands  was  passing  him  in  the  charge  on  the 
works,  when  his  wounded  comrade  called  on  him  for  assistance.  This 
was  cheerfully  given  him,  Sands  going  out  to  his  side  in  the  exposed 
position  in  which  he  lay  under  a  heavy  fire  from  the  fort,  and  bound  up 
his  wounds,  and  only  left  his  side  because  duty  called  him  to  renew  the 
assault  with  his  men.  And  Mr.  Sands  afterwards  performed  valuable 
service  in  that  action,  which  won  him  the  commendation  of  his  superior 
officers. 

That  it  was  unjust  to  make  promotion  of  Evans  over  Sands  is  mani- 
fest. 
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What  Coffin  did  to  merit  his  extraordinary  promotion  nowhere  ap- 
pears; but  his  efficiency  as  an  officer  is  recognized. 

At  the  instance  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Kavy,  in  1869,  a  joint  .resolu- 
tion was  passed,  and  approved  July  1, 1870,  providing  for  a  board  to 
examine  into  and  report  upon  all  complaints  of  similar  injustice,  of 
whicli  many  had  been  made.  Commander  Sands  having  laid  briefly  his 
complaint  before  that  board — of  which  Vice- Admiral  Eowan  was  presi- 
dent— received  its  favorable  recommendation.  (SenateMis.  Doc.  74,  sec- 
ond session  Forty-second  Congress.) 

The  Senate  passed  a  bill,  No.  854.  giving  him,  with  others,  the  relief 
recommended;  only  sixteen  out  of  rorty-four,  who  had  presented  com- 
plaints, having  been  favorably  recommended. 

Through  a  great  error  of  fact,  since  ascertained,  in  certain  statements 
made  to  the  House  of  Kepres^ntatives,  his  name  was  stricken  from  that 
bill;  and  being  absent  at  sea  on  duty  in  tiiie  Pacific,  he  had  no  chance 
to  correct  this  additional  ii\jury  done  to  him. 

He  subsequently,  in  a  memorial  to  Congress,  called  attention  to  this 
error,  and  by  proof  from  the  records  of  the  Navy  Department  fully  sus- 
tained his  claim.  A  strong  unanimous  report  was  submitted  to  the 
Senate  by  its  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  fNo.  282,  second  session  Forty- 
fifth  Congress),  strongly  indorsing  the  r^ef  prayed;  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  Mr.  Thompson,  having  written  to  the  committee  on  March  1, 
1878,  to  the  following  effect : 

I  am  not  aware  of  any  reason,  bo  far  as  the  record  of  Mr.  Sands  is  concerned,  why 
the  recommendations  or  the  board,  under  the  Joint  resolution  of  July  1,  1870,  should 
not  have  been  adopted. 

Pending  action  on  that  bill  and  report,  the  joint  resolution  of  Febru- 
ary 25, 1879,  was  passed  and  approved,  and  before  its  approval,  and 
because  of  its  passage,  the  House  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  asked 
Mr.  Sands  if  he  would  not  go  before  the  board  provided  for  under  it. 
Having  the  utmost  confidence  in  the  justice  and  merit  of  his  case,  and 
being  entitled  to  go  before  the  board  when  it  should  be  organized,  hav- 
ing been  absent  on  sea  duty  in  the  Pacific  Ocean  when  the  first  Doard 
was  in  session,  he  readily  consented  to  go  before  it,  feeling  assured  of 
the  strength  oi  his  claim.  The  House  committee,  in  its  repoi^  on  his  bill, 
then  especially  recognized  his  right  so  to  appear  before  the  board  under 
that  joint  lesolution.  He  did  appear  before  this  second  board,  fully  and 
carefully  laid  his  case  befors  the  board,  and  its  report  is  as  follows : 

The  board,  after  mature  consideration  of  the  case  of  Lieutenant-Commander  James 
H.  Sands,  United  States  Navy,  and  examination  of  the  records  bearing  thereon,  find 
that  he  was  ui^justly  passed  over  by  the  promotions  made  in  conformity  with  the  act 
of  CoDgress,  approved  July  25, 1866. 

The  board  recommend  the  restoration  'of  Lieutenant-Commander  Sands  to  his 
original  relative  position  on  the  Navy  list,  next  below  Charles  McGregor. 

WILLIAM  E.  LE  ROY, 

Rear-Admiral  and  President, 
STEPHEN  D.  TRENCHARD, 

Rear-Admiral. 
GEO.  B.  BALCH, 

Rfar-Admiral. 
James  C.  Dulix, 

Recorder, 

This  report  was  forwarded  to  Congress.  In  the  Senate  a  bill,  No. 
1210,  covering  the  case  of  Commander  Sands  and  three  others  on  the 
active  list,  was  presented,  referred  to  the  committee,  fully  considered 
by,  and  received  a  strong,  unanimous,  favorable  report  from,  the^Senate 
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Naval  Committee  (No.  651  Senate  report,  second  session  Forty-sixth 
Congress). 

When  reached  in  the  call  of  the  Calendar,  this  bill  was  passed  on  15th 
day  of  June,  1880,  but,  upon  motion,  was  reconsidered,  and  recommitted 
at  the  request  of  a  Senator. 

In  committee  it  was  again  considered  fully,  and  no  opposition  what- 
ever was  made  to  it,  and  it  received  again  a  strong  favorable  report; 
but  before  final  action  could  be  had  upon  it  the  Senate  adjourned  finally 
for  the  session,  and  that  bill  failed  on  that  account. 

Secretary  Hunt,  upon  examination  of  the  case,  strongly  indorsed  its 
merits,  and  recommended  that  the  President,  by  nomination,  give  the 
relief  proper  in  the  case. 

This  bill  (No.  538)  was  presented,  and  was  referred  to  the  committee 
for  consideration. 

The  intention  of  the  board  of  admirals  in  its  recommendation  as  to 
Commander  Sands  was  clearly  to  place  him  in  his  original  x)osition 
above  Commander  Evans,  who,  by  reason  of  his  uigust  promotion  over 
Mr.  Sands,  now  stands  ^^  next  below  "  Charles  McOregor  on  the  Naw  list. 

The  indisputable  merit  of  the  claim  presented  by  Commander  Sands 
for  the  relief  given  by  this  bill  is  so  self-evident  that  but  one  conclu- 
sion is  x>ossible,  and  tiiat  is  here  given  by  this  committee  in  its  cordial 
indorsement,  here  added  to  the  many  heretofore  made  upon  this  claim, 
that  the  bill  be  promptly  passed,  and  this  deserving  officer  find,  at  last, 
a  satisfactory  correction  of  this  act  of  ii\justice  of  which  he  so  properly 
complained.  ; 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  21, 188*2.— Ordered^ to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Rollins,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted ^the^fol- 

lowing 

VIEWS  OF  THE^MINORITY: 

[To  accompany^bill  S.  538.] 

By  an  act  of  Congress  approve*!  July  25, 18GC,  Congi-ess  authorized 
certain  promotions  to  be  made  of — 

Officers  who  have  rendered  the  most  efficient  and  faithful  service  during  the  recent 
nvar,  and  i^ho  possess  the  highest  attainments  and  qnalifications. 

The  law  imposed  upon  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Navy  the  delicate 
duty  of  making  these  promotions.  It  was  his  duty  to  select  the  officers 
who  in  his  judgment  had  'Tendered  the  most  efficient  and  faithful 
service," and  who  possessed  "the  highest  attainments  and  qualifica- 
tions," and  promote  them  as  directed  by  Congress.  In  making  his  se- 
lection he  advised  with  a  number  of  the  great  admirals  who  had  com- 
manded the  several  fleets  engaged  in  the  war.  Congress  had,  the  year 
previous  (1865),  by  a  joint  resolution,  ordered — 

.That  any  officer  of  the  Navy,  bv  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
mav  be  advanced  not  exceeding  thirty  numbers  in  rank  for  having  exhibited  eminent 
and  conspicuous  conduct  in  battle,  or  extraordinary  heroism. "f  (13  Stats,  at  L.,  p.  424.) 

Under  the  authority  of  this  joint  resolution  and  the  act  of  July  25, 
1866,  the  Secretary  proceeded  to  select  and  nominate  to  the  Senate  the 
officers  who,  in  the  opinion  of  himself  and  his  advisory  board,  had  all 
the  qualificaitions  required  by  the  terms  of  the  law;  and  the  nomina- 
tions were  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

Among  the  officers  so  selected  were  Lieutenants  (now  Commanders) 
Douglas  E.  Cassell  (since  dead),  Eobley  D.  Evans,  ana  George  W.  Coffin ; 
and  they  were  promoted  above  Commander  (then  Lieutenant )  James  H. 
Sands.  It  might  be  mentioned  that  the  officers  thus  promoted  were  not 
applicants  for  promotion;  they  were  ignorant  of  the  action  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  until  the  nominations  were  sent  to  the  Senate.  The 
Secretary,  with  the  whole  record  of  the  department  before  him,  was  sup- 
posed by  Congress  to  be  the  proper  judge  of  the  relative  qualifications 
and  merits  of  the  officers;  and  to  him  was  intrusted  the  duty  which  he 
discharged. 

Now,  after  a  lapse  of  fifteen  years,  it  is  claimed  by  the  officer  named 
in  the  bill  that  he  was  *' unjustly  passed  over''  by  the  Secretary  in  mak- 
ing his  selections  for  promotion  and  advancement  under  the  law;  and 
Congress  is  asked  to  determine  by  special  legislation  that  he  also  should 
have  been  advanced  by  the  Secretary  and  his  advisers  as  properly  among 
the  officers  who  had  exhibited  "eminent  and  conspicuous  conduct  in 
battle*,  or  extraordinary  heroism,"  (»r  who  had  rendered  "the  most  effi- 
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cient  and  faithful  services  (iurii)^'  the  war,  and  possessed  the  highest 
professional  attainments  and  qualifications." 

The  minority  might  well  be  content  to  submit  the  foregoing  statement 
of  the  case,  to  show  the  entire  absence  of  any  justice  or  eciuity  in  the 
bill  under  consideration.  No  better  evidence  is  needed  of  the  "wisdom 
of  the  Secretary  in  passing  over  this  oflScer,  in  making  his  promotions 
under  the  law,  than  is  furnished  by  himself  in  the  claim  now  pi*esented 
to  the  Senate.  True  worth  is  proverbially  modest,  and  otticers  possess- 
ing the  highest  professional  attainments  and  qualifications  are  not,  a.s 
a  rule,  those  w^ho  boast  of  their  own  merits. 

But  the  minority  desires  to  express  its  condemnation  of  the  policy 
proposed  in  the  bill.  The  present  relative  position  of  this  officer  has 
■existed  undisturbed  since  the  close  of  the  war,  and  it  is  a  well-recognized 
fact  that  security  of  tenure  of  rank  among  officers  of  a  military  organ- 
ization is  essential  to  good  discipline  «and  efficiency,  and  that  changes  such 
as  the  bill  proposes  overturn  such  security. 

It  is  not  the  complaint  of  the  officer  named  in  the  bill  that  he  had  lost 
.  a  number  which  he  wished  to  regain,  but  that  he  was  not  advanced  as 
others  were  under  the  act  of  186(]. 

In  conformity  with  the  resolution  approved  July  1,  liSTO,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  issued  the  following  circular  letter  to  the  officers  of  the 
Navy,  viz: 

Navy  Departmknt, 
Wafihingtony  Januorif)iAj  1871. 

A  Board  of  ofticera  ban  been  orj;aiiiz<?cl,  uu<ler  an  act  of  CongwBs  approved  July  1, 
1870^  for  the  purpose  of  examining  into  the  cases  of  such  oDicers  as  may  det^m  them* 
selves  unjuHtly  passed  over  by  ]>rouiotions  made  in  conformity  with  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  July  2t),  IBilC.  The  Board  will  meet  at  the  Navy  Department  on  the  1st 
proximo,  and  all  officers  concerneil  are  hereby  notified  to  present  tlieir  claims  tor  con- 
sideration by  the  Board,  either  in  person  or  in  writing  addref*sed  to  Vice-Admiral  S. 
C.  Rowan,  president  of  the  Board,  at  the  Navv  Department,  as  soon  as  practicable. 

GEO.  M.  ROBEJiON, 

^Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  receipt  of  the  circular  letter  was  acknowledged  by  Commander 
James  11.  Sands  February  23, 1871. 
This  Board  reported  as  follows,  viz : 

The  Boards  after  a  careful  examination  of  all  the  papers  submitted  by  Lieut.  Com- 
mander James  H.  Sands,  and  a  copy  of  his  record  taken  from  the  tiles  of  the  Navy 
Department,  all  of  which  are  hereunto  attached,  find  that  he  partjripate4  with  the 
storming  party  at  Fort  Fisher,  aud  rendered  en nal  service  with  the  tnree  officers  of 
his  date  who  were  promoted  over  him.  But,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  these  officers 
were  advanced  much  beyond  the  merits  of  the  service  rendered,  one  of  them  being 
advanced  twenty-two  numbers,  another  twenty-five,  and  the  other  thirty-eight  num- 
bers. The  Board  n^commend  that  Lieutenant-Commander  Sands  be  advanced  t<*n 
numbers  in  his  grade  for  gallant  service. 

This  Board  did  not  recommend  that  Lieutenant-Commander  Sands 
should  be  restored  to  his  '*  original  position,"  but  were  of  the  opinion 
that  he  had  renderecl  equal  service  w^ith  the  three  officers  who  had  been 
promoted  over  him,  although  these  latter  officers  had  been  advanced 
much  beyond  the  merits  of  the  services  rendered,  and  recommended  that 
he  should  be  advanced  ten  numbers. 

That  this  latter  recommendation  was  clearly  unlawful,  and  beyond 
the  province  of  the  Board,  is  clearly  set  forth  in  the  letter  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Kavy,  dated  March  1,  1878,  written  in  response  to  inquiries 
made  by  the  !Naval  Committee  of  the  Senate,  and  which  says : 

The  Rowan  Board  (1870)  was  apparently  to  hear  and  consider  the  complaint  of 
officers  who  felt  them»elves  ^*  unjustly  passed  over.'^  The  instructions  to  this  Board 
do  not  show  that  their  duties  comprehended  more  than  for  the  restoration  to  original 
position,  or  that  they  should  recommend  advancement  beyond  that  position. 
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Congress  refused  to  sanctiou  tbis  recomiuemlatiou.  It  seems,  how* 
ever,  that  demauds  of  this  nature  never  die.  Political  and  personal 
influence  are  drummed  up,  and  bill  after  bill,  and  resolution  after  reso- 
lution find  their  way  into  Congress,  presenting  the  same  supposed 
grievance  year  after  year. 

Congress,  acting  under  just  such  pressure,  passed  the  joint  resolution 
of  February  5, 1879,  authorizing  a  further  examination  into  the  cases  of 
such  officers  ''as  may  deem  themselves  unjustly  passed  over";  but  an 
eflbrt  was  studiously  maiie  in  the  joint  resolution  to  guard  against  the 
possibility  of  reopening  cases  of  officers  who  had  already  appeared  be- 
fore the  i)revious  Board.  The  resolution  of  1879  says,  in  plain  terms, 
that  the  Board  shall  examine  into  the  cases  of  such  officers  only — 

Ab  did  not  have  an  opportunity,  from  any  cause  whatever,  to  appear  before  the 
Board  created  by  virtue  of  the  joint  resohition  of  July  1,  1870. 

Congress  aimed  to  limit  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  1879,  so  asto 
exclude  not  only  all  officers  who  had  appeared  before  the  Board  of  1870, 
but  all  officers  who  had  had  an  "opportunity"  to  appear,  whether  they 
availed  themselves  of  it  or  not.  Nevertheless,  the  Board  of  1879,  with- 
out the  slightest  authority  in  law,  took  jurisdiction  of  this  case,  and 
recommended  that  Commander  J.  U.  Sands  be  restored  to  his  "original 
relative  position  on  the  Navy  list  next  below  Charles  McGregor." 

But  Commander  Sands's  relative  position  on  the  !N^avy  list  was  never 
next  below  Charles  McGregor.  Prior  to  the  advancement  made  in 
conformity  with  law,  Commander  Sands  occupied  (and  still  occupies)  a 
povsition  on  the  2^avy  list  next  below  Commander  A.  G.  Kellogg — seven 
officers  of  good  standing  intervening  between  him  and  Commander 
Mc(Tregor. 

While  the  officer  named  in  the  bill  complains  of  having  been  "unjustly 
passed  over,"  he  asks  that  he  too  may  be  passed  over  the  heads  of  seven 
of  his  brother  officers,  who,  it  is  tacitly  admitted,  did  equally  good  serv- 
ice, and  are  equally  meritorious,  in  order  that  he  may  hold  the  same 
relative  position  to  the  three  other  officers  who  were,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  board  of  admirals,  advanced  "much  beyond  the  merits  of  the  serv- 
ices rendered." 

He  asks  Congress  to  remedy  his  grievance  by  inflicting  greater  injus- 
tice on  other  officers. 

It  is  evident  to  the  minority  that  if  this  game  of  "leap-frog"  among 
the  officers  be  once  sanctioned  by  Congress  there  can  be  no  end  to  it, 
as  each  officer  in  turn  will  present  his  grievance,  and  that  grievance  be 
manifested  every  time  he  is  jumped  by  others. 

The  report  of* the  majority  is  based  upon  the  recommendations  and 
conclusions  of  the  boards  of  admirals  convened  under  the  acts  of  1870 
and  1879,  which  had  no  authority  for  advancing  Commander  Sands  over 
the  heads  of  his  brother  officers. 

The  persistence  with  which  this  bill  has  been  pressed  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  should  warn  us  against  the  evils  which  must 
necessarily  flow  from  the  adoption  of  the  policy  proposed  in  the  bill. 

We  now  have  pressed  upon  the  attention  of  Congress  the  illegal  and 
unauthorized  action  of  boards  of  officers,  in  order  to  influence  legisla- 
tion, and  should  the  bill  become  a  law  we  may  expect  that,  at  the  next 
session  of  the  present  Congress,  the  Naval  Committee  will  be  called 
upon  to  consider  numerous  bills  introduced  by  the  friends  of  the  seven 
commanders  over  whom  Commander  Sands  shall  have  been  unjustly 
advance<l. 

e 
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Mr.  Jones,  of  Florida,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  539.] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs j  to  whom  was  referred  thehill  (8.  539)  to 
carry  into  effect  the  recommendations  of  the  hoard  of  admirals,  convened 
pursuant  to  the  joint  resolution  of  February  5, 1879,  in  the  ca^se  of  Lieut. 
Commander  Charles  I).  Sigshee^  respectfully  submit  the  following  re- 
port : 

Your  committee  have  carefully  considered  the  merits  of  the  claim  upon 
which  this  bill  rests.  It  only  differs  from  the  case  of  Commander  Sands 
in  the  fact  that  but  one  officer.  Commander  George  D.  Coffin,  was  taken 
from  seven  numbers  below  Lieutenant-Commander  Sigsbee,  and,  under 
the  act  of  July  25,  1866,  promoted  thirtg-four  numbers  above  him. 

The  great  injustice  m  this  lies  in  the  fact  that  Commander  Sigsbee  had 
seen  far  greater  war  service  than  Commander  Coffin,  the  latter  having 
only  been  in  the  engagement  at  Fort  Fisher,  where  he  was  slightly 
wounded,  whereas  Mr.  Sigsbee  participated  in  the  battle  in  Mobile  Bay, 
under  Farragut,  and  also  in  the  assault  by  the  sailors  on  Fort  Fisher ; 
and  his  recoil  for  gallantry  in  both  actions  is  excellent. 

That  his  professional  qualifications  are  fully  up  to  the  standard  fixed 
by  the  act  of  July  25, 1866,  is  evident  from  the  fact  that  Commander 
Sigsbee's  name  is  known  to  the  scientific  world  in  connection  with  his 
deep-sea  soundings  and  surveys  as  that  of  an  officer  whose  ability  is  a 
great  credit  to  the  United  States  Navy.  He  and  Commander  Sands 
were  the  only  officers  of  their  class  whose  complaints  were  adjudged  to 
be  well  made  by  the  Rowan  board  in  1871. 

His  name  with  that  of  Mr.  Sands  was  omitted  from  Senate  bill  No. 
854,  when  it  passed  the  House  to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  that 
board.  This  omission,  as  this  committee  has  reported  in  the  case  of 
Commander  Sands,  was  the  result  of  an  error j  afterwards  made  manifest 
from  the  records,  out  which  deprived  them  of  the  relief  they  should 
then  have  received. 

The  House  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  suggested  that  he  also  should 
with  Mr.  Sands  go  before  the  board  of  admirals  provided  for  under  the 
joint  resolution  approved  February  5, 1879,  instead  of  asking  special 
legislation  to  correct  the  error  referred  to. 

Commander  Sigsbee  di(i  appear  before  that  board  and  asked  a  careful 
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scrutiny  of  his  record  and  of  his  complaint,  and  received  its  favorable 
recommendation  in  these  words,  to  wit: 

The  board f  after  mature  consideration  of  the  case  of  Lieut.  Commander  Charles  D. 
Sigsbee,  United  States  Navy,  and  examination  of  the  records  bearing  thereon,  find  that 
he  was  nnjnstly  passed  over  by  the  promotions  made  in  conformity  with  the  act  of 
Congress  approved  July  25|  ISoiB. 

The  board  recommend  the  restoration  of  Lientenant-Commander  Sigsbee  to  his 
original  relative  position  on  the  Navy  list  next  below  Robley  D.  Evans. 

WM.  E.  LeROY, 

Eear'Admiral  and  Prendent 
STEPHEN  D.  TRENCHARD, 

Rear-Admiral, 
GEO.  B.  BALCH, 

Sear-Admiral. 
James  C.  Dulin,  Eeoorder, 

This  being  forwarded  to  Congress,  Commander  Sigsbee  has  sought 
to  obtain  the  relief  recommend^  by  the  board,  but  has  been  delayed 
therein  by  the  same  obstructions  that  operated  in  the  case  of  his  brother 
officer.  Commander  Sands. 

The  committee,  seeing  that  the  object  of  the  board  was  to  place  Mr. 
Sigsbee  in  his  original  place  relative  to  Commander  Coffin,  who  was  un- 
justly  promoted  over  him,  recommending  that  he  be  restored  to  his  place 
above  that  officer,  who  now  stands  "  next  below  Eobley  D.  Evans,''  think 
this  proper. 

The  careful  examinations  of  and  scrutiny  into  the  record  of  Com- 
mander Sigsbee  by  the  two  boards  of  admirals  and  by  the  committees 
of  the  Senate,  when  considering  the  recommendations  of  the  boards,  all 
resulting  in  reports  favorable  to  his  claim  and  establishing  the  fact  that 
injustice  was  done  him  in  the  regard  complained  of  by  him,  convince 
this  committee  that  simple  justice  demands  the  granting  of  the  relief 
sought,  and  they  recommend  that  the  bill  be  passed. 
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Mr.  Rollins,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 

lowiDg 

VIEWS   OF    THE    MINO,RITY: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  539.] 

By  an  act  of  Congress  approved  July  25, 18C6,  Congress  authorized 
certain  promotions  to  be  made  of  ^'oflBcers  who  have  rendered  the  most 
efficient  and  faithful  service  during  the  recent  war,  and  who  possess  the 
highest  attainments  and  qualifications." 

The  law  imposed  upon  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Navy  the  delicate 
duty  of  making  these  promotions.  It  was  his  duty  to  select  the  officers 
who  in  his  judgment  "  had  rendered  the  most  efficient  and  faithful 
service,"  "and  who  possessed  the  highest  attainments  and  qualifica* 
tions,"  and  promote  them  as  directed  by  Congress.  In  making  his  se- 
lection he  advised  with  a  number  of  the  great  admirals  who  had  com- 
manded the  several  fleets  engaged  in  thie  war.  Congress  had,  the  year 
previous  (1865),  by  a  joint  resolution  ordered — 

That  any  officer  of  the  Navy,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  may 
be  advanced  not  exceeding  thirty  numbers  in  rank,  for  having  exhibited  eminent  and 
conspicuous  conduct  in  battle,  or  extraordinary  heroism  (13  Stat,  at  L.,  p.  424). 

Under  the  authority  of  this  joint  resolution  and  the  act  of  July  25^ 
1866,  the  Secretary  proceeded  to  select  and  nominate  to  the  Senate  the 
officers  who,  in  the  opinion  of  himself  and  his  advisory  board,  had  all 
the  qualifications  required  by  the  terms  of  the  law,  and  the  nominations 
were  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

Among  the  officers  so  selected  was  Lieut,  (now  Commander)  George* 
W.  Coffin,  and  he  was  promoted  above  Commander  (then  Lieutenant) 
Charles  D.  Sigsbee. 

It  might  be  mentioned  that  the  officers  thus  promoted  were  not  ap- 
plicants for  promotion.  They  were  ignorant  of  the  action  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  until  the  nominations  were  sent  to  the*Senate.  The 
Secretary,  with  the  whole  record  of  the  department  before  him,  was 
supposed  by  Congress  to  be  the  proper  judge  of  the  relative  qualifica- 
tions and  merits  of  the  officers,  and  to  him  was  intrusted  the  duty 
which  he  discharged. 

Now,  after  a  lapse  of  fifteen  years,  it  is  claimed  by  the  officer  named 
in  the  bill  that  he  was  **  unjustly  passed  over"  by  the  Secretary  in 
lOaking  his  selections  for  promotion  and  advancement  under  the  law, 
and  Congress  is  asked  to  determine  by  special  legislation  that  he  also 
should  have  been  advanced  by  the  Secretary  and  his  advisers  as  proj)- 
erly  among  the  officers  who  had  exhibited  ''eminent  and  conspicuous 
conduct  in  battle,  or  extraordinary  heroism,"  or  who  had  rendered  "the 
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most  eflScient  and  faithful  services  during  the  recent  Avar,  and  possessed 
the  highest  professional  attainments  and  qualifications.'' 

The  minority  might  well  be  content  to  submit  the  foregoing  state- 
ment of  the  case,  to  show  the  entire  absence  of  any  justice  or  equity  in 
the  bill  under  consideration.  No  better  evidence  is  needed  of  the  wis- 
dom of  the  Secretary  in  passing  over  this  officer  in  making  his  promo- 
tions under  the  law  than  is  furnished  by  himself  in  the  claim  now  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate.  True  worth  is  proverbially  modest,  and  officers 
possessing  the  highest  professional  attainments  and  qualifications  are 
not,  as  a  rule,  those  who  boast  of  their  own  merits. 

But  the  minority  desires  to  express  its  condemnation  of  the  policy 
proposed  in  the  bill.  The  present  relative  position  of  the  officer  hals 
existed  undisturbed  since  the  close  of  the  war,  and  it  is  a  well-recog- 
nized fact  that  security  of  tenure  of  rank  among  officers  of  a  military 
organization  is  essential  to  good  discipline  ami  efficiency,  and  that 
changes  such  as  the  bill  proposes  overturn  such  security. 

It  is  not  the  comi)laint  of  the  officer  named  in  the  bill  that  he  had 
lost  a  number  which  he  wished  to  regain,  but  that  he  was  not  advanced 
as  others  were  under  the  act  of  1866. 

In  conformity  with  the  resolution  app  roved  July  1,  1870,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  issued  the  following  circular  letter  to  the  officers  of 
the  Navy,  viz : 

Navy  Department, 
fViishi  ngton^  January  24,  1871. 

A  Board  of  officers  hats  been  urgauized  under  an  act  of  Congress  approved  July  1, 
1H70,  for  the  purpose  of  exaniioiug  into  the  cases  of  such  officers  as  may  deem  them- 
selves unjustly  passed  over  by  promotions,  made  in  conformity  with  the  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  July  25,  1866.  The  Board  wiU  meet  at  the  Navy  Department  on  the 
Ist  proximo,  and  all  officerri  coucerued  are  hereby  notified  to  present  their  claims  for 
c  msideration  by  the  Board,  either  io  person  or  in  writinj^,  addressed  to  Vice-Admiral 
S.  C.  H  ivvau,  president  of  the  B  )ard,  at  the  Navy  Department,  as  soon  as  practicable. 

GEO.  M.  ROBESON, 

Seeretarg  of  the  Kavy. 

The  receii)t  of  the  circular  letter  was  acknowledged  by  Commander 
C.  D.  Sigsbee,  April  1,  1871. 
This  Board  reported  as  follows: 

The  Board,  after  a  careful  examination  of  all  the  papers  submitted  by  Lieut.  Com- 
mander  C.  D.  Sigsbee,  and  a  copy  of  bis  record  taken  from  the  tiles  of  the  depai*tmeiit, 
all  of  which  are  hereunto  attaclied,  find  that  he  participated  with  the  storming  party 
at  Fort  Fisher,  and  rendered  equal  service  with  the  officer  who  was  promoted  over 
him  by  selection  under  the  act  approved  July  5J5,  1866.  But,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Board,  that  officer  was  advanced  much  beyond  the  merit  of  the  service  rendered. 

Tiie  Bonrd  recommend  that  Lieutenant-Commander  Sigsbee  be  advanced  t<en  ntiiu- 
bei-«  in  his  grade  for  gallant  service. 

Thi.s  Board  did  not  recommend  that  Lieutenant-Commauder  Sigsbee 
should  be  restored  to  his  "original  position,^  but  were  of  the  opinion 
that  he  had  rendered  equal  service  with  the  officer  who  hsid  been  pro- 
moted over  him,  although  this  latter  officer  had  been  advanced  much  be- 
yond the  merits  of  the  service  rendered ;  and  recommended  that  he 
should  be  advanced  ten  numbers. 

TliJit  tills  latter  recommendation  was  clearly  unlawful,  and  beyond 
the  ]jn)vince  of  the  Board,  is  clearly  set  forth  in  the  letter  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  jSTavy,  dated  March  1,  1878,  written  in  response  to  inquiries 
made  by  the  Naval  Committee  of  the  Senate,  and  which  says: 

The  Rowan  Board  (IH70)  Vk-sun  apparently  to  hear  and  consider  the  complaints  of  offi- 
cers who  felt  themselves  "  unjustly  pa^sscd  over."  The  instructions  to  this  Board  do 
not  show  that  their  duties  comprehended  more  than  for  the  restoration  to  original 
position,  or  that  they  should  rccoamiend  advancement  beyond  that  position. 
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Congress  refused  to  sanction  this  recommendation.  It  seems,  however, 
that  demands  of  this  nature  never  die.  Political  and  personal  influence 
are  drummed  up,  and  bill  after  bill,  and  resolution  after  resolution,  find 
their  way  into  Congress,  presenting  the  same  supposed  grievance  year 
after  year. 

Congress,  acting  under  just  such  pressure,  passed  the  joint  resolution 
of  February  5,  LSTl),  authorizing  a  ftirther  examination  into  the  cases  of 
such  officers  "as  may  deem  themselves  unjustly  passed  over";  but  an 
eflfbrt  was  studiously  made  in  the  joint  resoluti(m  to  guard  against  the 
possibility  of  reo[>ening  cases  of  officers  who  had  already  appeared  be- 
fore the  previous  Board.  The  resolution  of  1879  says,  in  ]>lain  terms, 
that  the  Board  shall  examine  into  the  cases  of  such  officers  only  "as 
did  not  have  an  opportunity',  fromanj'  cause  whatever,  to  ap])ear  before 
the  Board  created  by  virtue  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July  1,  ltS70." 
Congress  aimed  to  limit  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  1879,  so  as  to 
exclude  not  only  all  officers  who  had  appeared  before  the  Board  of  1S70, 
but  all  officers  who  had  had  an  "opportunity"  to  appear,  whether  they 
availed  themselves  of  it  or  not.  Nevertheless,  the  Board  of  1879,  with- 
out the  slightest  authority  in  law,  took  jurisdiction  of  this  case,  and 
recommended  that  Commander  Charles  I).  Sigsbee  be  restored  to  his 
"original  relative  i)Osition  on  the  Xavy  list,  next  below  Robley  D. 
Evans." 

But  Commander  Sigsbee's  relative  position  on  the  Navy  list  was  never 
next  below  Robley  D.  Evans.  Prior  to  the  advancements  made  in  con- 
formity with  law,  Commander  Sigsbee  occupied  (and  still  occupies)  a 
position  on  the  Navy  list  next  below  Commander  Francis  Morris;  twenty- 
three  officers  of  good  standing  intervening  between  him  and  Commander 
Evans. 

While  the  officer  named  in  the  bill  complains  of  having  been  "  un- 
justly passed  over,"  he  asks  that  he  too  may  be  passed  over  the  heads 
of  twenty-three  of  his  brother  officers,  who,  it  is  tacitly  admitted,  did 
equally  good  service  and  are  equally  meritorious,  in  order  that  he  may 
hold  the  same  relative  position  to  one  other  officer,  who  was,  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Board  of  admirals,  advanced  "much  beyond  the-merits  of  the 
services  rendered." 

He  asks  Congress  to  remedy  his  grievance  by  inflicting  greater  in- 
justice on  other  officers. 

It  is  evident  to  the  minority  that  if  this  game  of  "  leap-frog"  among 
the  officers  be  once  sanctioned  by  Congress,  there  can  be  no  end  to  it ; 
as  each  officer  in  turn  will  present  his  grievance,  and  that  grievance  be 
manifested  every  time  he  is  jumped  by  others. 

The  report  of  the  majority  is  based  upon  the  recommendations  and 
conclusions  of  the  boards  of  admirals  convened  under  the  acts  of  1870 
and  1879,  which  had  no  authority  for  recommending  the  advancement 
of  Commander  Sigsbee  over  the  heads  of  his  brother  officers. 

The  persistence  with  which  this  bill  has  been  pressed  u]>on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  should  warn  us  against  the  evils  which  must  neces- 
sarily flow  from  the  ado])tion  of  the  policy  proposed  in  the  bill. 

We  now  have  pressed  ui)on  the  attention  of  Congress  the  illegal  and 
unauthorized  action  of  boards  of  officers  in  order  to  Influence  legisla- 
tion ;  and  should  the  bill  become  a  law,  we  may  exi»ect  that  at  the  next 
se8>ion  of  the  present  Congress  the  Naval  Committee  will  be  called 
ui>ou  to  consider  numerous  bills  introduced  by  the  friends  of  the  twenty- 
thi*ee  commanders  over  whom  Commander  Sigsbee  shall  have  been  un- 
iustlv  advanced. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  31.  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Bayaed,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.1837.] 

The  Committee  on  Finance^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {8, 1837) /or  the 
relief  of  Clark  Hayner  and  his  sureties^  submit  the  following  report: 

Clark  Hayner,  having  a  distillery  at  Waco,  in  Texas,  was  duly  as- 
sessed for  taxes  on  the  deficiency  of  his  production,  estimated,  upon  the 
registered  capacity  of  his  distillery,  as  follows: 

For  December,  1877 $95  16 

For»February.  1878 189  49 

For  March,  1878 597  24 

For  November,  1880 191  80 

For  December,  1880 806  75 

The  letter  of  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Eevenue  of  May  23,  1882, 
printed  below,  shows  that  Mr.  Hayner  did  not  deny  the  formal  and 
legal  regularity  of  these  assessments,  but  alleged  their  hardship  on  two 
grounds:  First,  that  in  fact  he  had  paid  tax  on  all  the  distilled  spirits 
he  had  actually  produced;  second,  tliat  the  inferior  quality  of  the  grain 
and  water  used  accounted  for  his  diminished  production. 

The  letter  of  Mr.  Ludlow,  collector  of  internal  revenue  for  the  third 
district  of  Texas,  says  he  is  *' perfectly  convinced  that  the  government 
has  not  lost  a  dollar  of  tax  on  spirits  actually  produced"  by  Mr.  Hayner, 
and  your  committee  admit  the  apparent  hardship  of  collecting  taxes  on 
distilled  spirits  not  in  fact  produced;  but  it  is  obvious  that,  under  the 
system  of  taxation  now  in  force,  assessment  upon  the  registered  capacity 
of  a  still  is  essential  to  prevent  fraud.  As  this  was  and  is  a  feature 
in  the  general  law  applicable  to  all  distillers,  and  in  view  and  full 
knowledge  of  which  Mr.  Hayner  commenced  and  continued  the  business, 
your  committee  do  not  recommend  that  he  should  be  especially  exempted 
from  its  operations,  or  that  the  law  itself  should  be  amended  in  this 
particular. 

As  to  the  claim  that  inferior  grain  and  water  were  used,  if  this  were 
voluntary  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Hayner,  there  was  and  is  no  provision  of 
law  providing  for  discrimination  on  that  account.  If  the  use  of  such 
inferior  material  was  involuntary,  and  can  be  shown  to  be  in  the  cate- 
gory of  "unavoidable  accident,"  ample  power  already  is  vested  by  ex- 
isting law  in  the  Treasury  Department  to  grant  relief. 

Your  committee  therefore  report  the  bill  back  adversely,  and  recom- 
mend that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


2  CLARK   IIAYNER. 

Treasury  Department, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washingtorif  D.  C,  Mfay  25,  18^2. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  a  letter  from  the  Commissioner  of  Inter* 
nal  Revenne,  dated  the  23d  instant,  giving  the  information  called  for  in  yonr  lett-er  o^ 
the  16th  instant,  in  relation  to  Senate  bill  1637,  for  the  relief  of  Clark  Hayner  and  his 
sureties. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  assessments  made  against  Hayner  as  a  distiller  were  strictly 
in  accordance  with  law,  and  that  there  is  no  ground  for  relief  in  his  case  which  would 
not  be  eqnally  good  in  thousands  of  other  cases.    If  relief  is  to  be  given  in  one  ease, 
a  general  law  snonld  be  passed  covering  all  cases  of  the  same  kind. 
Very  respectfully, 

CHA8.  J.  FOLGER, 

Secretary, 
Hon.  Justin  8.  Morrill, 

Chairman  of  Committee  on  Ftnanoey  Vnit^  States  Senate. 


Treasury  Department, 
Office  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Waahington,  May  2:S,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  am  in  receipt  of  the  letter  of  Hon.  J.  S.  Morrill,  United  States  Senator,  dated 
the  16th  instant,  inclosing  a  copy  of  Senate  bill  No.  18^17,  for  the  relief  of  Clark 
Hayner,  which  letter  bears  the  indorsement  of  Hon.  H.  F.  French,  Assistant  Secretary, 
referring  the  papers  to  me  for  a  report  of  the  facts  in  the  case  and  my  views  of  the 
justice  of  the  claim. 

In  reply,  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  Clark  Hayner,  a  distiller  in  the  third  dis- 
trict of  Texas,  was  assessed  the  following  taxes  on  deficiencies  in  the  production  of 
distilled  spirits : 

For  December,  1877 |!»5  10 

For  February,  1878 1^9  49 

For  March,  1878 597  24 

For  November,  1880 191  80 

For  December,  1880 806  75 

Claims  for  the  abatement  of  the  taxes  assessed  for  December,  1877,  and  February 
and  March,  1878,  were  presented  to  this  office  in  July,  1879.  Mr.  Hayner  admitted  in 
the  claims  that  the  assessments  were  in  accordance  with  the  law,  but  claimed  relief 
on  the  ground  that  his  operations  were  in  the  nature  of  an  experiment,  and  having, 
as  he  said,  nsed  due  diligence  and  paid  the  tax  on  all  spirita  produced,  ne  urged  that 
he  should  not  be  requir^  to  pay  these  assessments.  Tne  claims  were  examined  and 
rejected  by  this  office,  no  error  appearing  in  the  assessments. 

The  claim  for  the  abatement  of  the  assessments  for  November  and  December,  1880, 
was  received  during  the  present  month,  and  is  not  in  condition  for  final  action.  Re- 
lief is  claimed  on  account  of  the  poor  quality  of  the  grain  and  water  used  in  the  pro- 
duction of  spirits,  and  on  account  of  unavoidable  accident-s. 

No  relief  can  be  afforded  by  this  office  on  the  ground  that  the  grain  and  water  were 
of  inferior  quality  unless  the  inferior  quality  was  the  result  of  an  unavoidable  acci- 
dent, which  appears  not  to  have  been  the  fact  in  this  case. 

In  a  former  report,  dated  January  18,  1881,  to  your  x>redece88or,  on  a  bill  to  relieve 
Hayner  from  the  payment  of  the  first  three  assessments  covered  by  the  inclosed  bill, 
I  said:  "  Claims  of  this  class  are  very  numerous,  and  have  been  arising  during  the  past 
twelve  years.  If  taxes  were  to  be  made  legally  abatable  on  such  erounds,  I  see  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  also  be  refundable.  A  general  act  of  relief  for  that  pur- 
pose woula,  in  my  opinion,  remove  the  bar  raised  by  the  statutes  of  limitation,  un- 
less so  framed  as  to  shut  out  claims  now  barred.  The  claims  for  refunding  which 
would  come  in  under  such  an  act  would  doubtless  number  hundreds,  if  not  thousandfl/' 

I  do  not  regard  these  claims  of  Hayner  as  just  claims  so  far  as  they  rest  upon  the 
inferiority  of  the  materials  or  the  water  used.  That  is  to  say,  other  distillers  have 
been  required  to  pay  deficiency  taxes  accruing  under  like  circumstances,  and  justice 
would  demand  that  the  requirements  of  the  statute  should  be  enforced  with  uniformity 
in  similar  cases. 

The  letter  of  Senator  Morrill,  with  the  inclosurei*,  is  returned  herewith. 
Very  respectfully, 

GREEN  B.  RAUM, 

Commiaaioner. 

Hon.  Chas.  J.  FOLGER, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

o 
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June  1,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  HoABy  from  the  Committee  on  Patents,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bin  8.  1947.] 

Tke  Committee  on  Patents,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Emily 
W,  Taylor  J  asking  for  an  extension  of  certain  Utters  patent  reissued 
April  18, 1876,  and  numbered  7061  and  7067,  have  considered  the  samCj 
and  respectfully  report: 

Isaac  Winslow,  of  whom  the  petitioner  is  the  daughter  and  sole  heir, 
received  in  1862  two  patents  for  packing  green  com,  one  for  the  process 
of  preparing  com  for  packing,  and  the  other  for  the  product. 

These  inventions  were  of  great  practical  value.  Owing  to  persistent 
infringements,  and  the  necessity  of  constant  and  expensive  litigation, 
neither  Winslow  nor  the  person  to  whom  he  assigned  his  right  ever  re- 
ceived any  compensation  whatever,  but  on  the  contrary  were  put  to 
large  expense  in  attempting  to  vindicate  their  rights. 

In  October,  1875,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  Sewell 
vs.  Jones  (1  Otto,  171),  against  the  very  earnest  dissent  of  Mr.  Justice 
Clifford,  who  heard  the  cause  in  the  circuit  court,  held  the  patents  were 
invalid  for  want  of  novelty.  This  decision  is  put  solely  on  the  ground 
that  the  patent  does  not  describe  and  claim  what  constitutes  the  real 
invention  of  the  patentee.  Thereupon,  in  1876,  the  original  patents  hav- 
ing but  three  years  to  run,  the  patentee  obtained  reissues,  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Patents,  on  full  hearing,  being  of  opinion  that  the  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court  went  to  the  extent  only  that  the  matter  introduced 
by  amendment  was  not  set  forth  in  the  patents. 

After  the  granting  of  the  reissues  a  new*  suit  was  instituted  against 
one  McMurray.  (See  Jones  vs.  McMurray,  13  Patent  Of.  Gaz.,  6.)  In 
this  suit  Judge  Bond  held  that  the  decision  in  1  Otto  went  to  the  ex- 
tent of  holding  that  petitioner's  invention  was  not  novel.  From  this  de- 
cision an  appeal  has  been  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  which  is  not  likely  to  be  determined  before  1883  or  1884.  If  the 
court  iiidW  hold  that  the  invention  lacks  novelty,  the  extension  will  be 
without  effect.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  shall  adopt  the  view  of  Judge 
Clifford  and  the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  then  it  seems  clear  that  the 
representative  of  the  inventor  ought  to  enjoy  the  benefit  of  his  inven- 
tion for  a  reasonable  time.  The  defect  in  the  original  letters  patent  can 
hardly  be  imputed  as  gross  laches  or  carelessness  to  an  inventor  who, 
of  course,  was  compelled  to  resort  to  the  aid  of  an  expert  in  making  his 
specifications,  and  who  did  all  that  so  distinguished  a  jurist  and  patent 
lawyer  as  Mr.  Justice  Clifford  deemed  to  be  necessary. 

We  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 
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Mr.  Maxey,  from  the  Committee  on  Post-Offices  and  Post-Roads,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1775.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Post- Offices  and  Post-Roads^  to  which  was  referred  the 
bill  (8. 1775)  for  the  relief  of  John  G,  AhercromMe^of  Benton  County^ 
Arkansas^  respeetfuUy  s^Jymit  the  following  report : 

Mr.  Abercrombie,  under  the  advertisement  of  November  1, 1878,  bid 
off  post  route  No.  28584,  from  Pineville,  Mo.,  to  Sulphur  Springs,  Ark., 
at  $51.75. 

He  was  required  to  file  bond  prior  to  June  1, 1879.  The  bond,  &c., 
did  not  reach  him  till  after  that  date.  The  bond  was  promptly,  upon 
receipt,  filled  and  returned. 

In  the  mean  time  he  had  been  declared  a  defaulting  contractor,  and 
he  was  required,  to  pay  tiie  damages  assessed  in  the  bond,  $110,  which 
he  did  pay  on  the  3l8t  March,  1880,  as  fully  appears  by  the  letter  of  the 
Sixth  Auditor,  dated  April  19, 1880. 

It  further  appears  by  the  letter  of  the  Sixth  Auditor  of  May  18, 1880, 
that  had  Mr.  Abercrombie's  affidavit  accounting  for  the  delay  in  receiving 
bond  been  received  before  the  draft  on  him  was  paid,  the  fine  would 
have  been  remitted. 

In  view  of  the  facts  the  committee  report  the  bill  back',  and  recom- 
mend that  it  do  pass,  amended  as  follows :  In  line  8  strike  out  ^^  one  ^ 
and  insert  ^^  eight,"  to  correspond  with  the  facts. 


4VTfl  GoNaBESS,  \  SENATE,  /•BEPOBf 

l8t  Session.       )  ( No.  676. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  I,  IHS-Z. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Fair,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,   submitted  the   following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1752.] 

The  Committee  on  Claim^y  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  1752)  for  the 
relief  of  John  Leathers^  having  considered  the  same  and  accompanying 
papers  furninhed  by  the  Treasury  Department  and  Department  ofJustice^ 
svhmit  the  following  report : 

The  record  shows  that  on  the  6th  day  of  Abruary,  A.  D.  1879,  John  • 
Leathers  was  duly  indicted  by  the  grand  jury  of  the  United  States  for  the 
district  of  Nevada,  under  sections  2133  and  2137  of  the  Eevised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States,  "  of  fishing  within  an  Indian  reservation,  to  wit, 
in  Pyramid  Lake,  in  the  State  of  Nevada";  that  on  the  1st  day  of  July, 
same  year,  he  was  regularly  convicted  by  a  trial  jury  in  the  district  . 
court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  aforesaid  of  said  offense,  and 
was  sentenced  to  pay  a  fine  and  costs  amounting  to  $744.90,  which 
amount  wa3  covered  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  by  mis- 
cellaneous warrant  No.  1397,  first  quarter  1881 ;  that  immediately  there- 
after the  pardon  of  said  John  Leathers  was  recommended  by  the  dis- 
trict attorney  and  the  judge  for  the  district  of  Nevada;  for  which 
transgression  the 'President  of  the  United  States  granted  to  him,  on  the 
28th  day  of  February,  1881,  a  full  and  unconditional  pardon. 

The  effect  of  a  pardon  upon  the  condition  and  rights  of  its  recipient 
is  established  by  the  following  decision,  from  which  extracts  are  given : 

Case  of  Osbom  v.  The  United  States.     United  States  Reports  Supremo  Court,  Otto, 

vol.  1,  pp.  474,  475,476,  477  and  478. 
•  •«««•« 

A  pardon  by  the  President  restores  t.o  its  recipient  all  rights  of  property  lost  by  the 
offense  pardoned.  •  •  •  The  pardon  of  that  offense  necessarily  carried  with  it 
the  release  of  the  penalty  attached  to  its  commission.  *  *  *  It  is  of  the  very  es- 
aenct^  of  a  pardon  that  it  releases  the  offender  from  the  couseqnences  of  his  offense. 

*  *  *  The  penalty  of  forfeiture  annexed  to  the  commission  of  the  offense  must  fall 
with  the  pardon  of  the  off'ense  itself,  provided  the  full  operation  of  the  pardon  be 
not  restrained  by  the  condition  ^ipon  which  it  isgranted.  *  *  The  pardon,  in 
releasing  the  offense,  obliterating  it  in  legal  contemplation  (Carlisle  v.  United  States, 
16  Wall.,   151),  remov«5S  the  ground  of  the  forfeiture  upon   which  the  decree  rests. 

*  *•  *  But,  were  this  otherwise,  the  constitutional  grant  to  the  President  of  t^ 
power  to  pardon  offenses  must  be  held  to  carry  with  it,  as  an  incident,  the  power  to 
release  penalties  and  forfeitures  which  accrue  from  the  offenses. 

Without  authorization  by  Congress  the  President  has  no  power  to 
render  to  the  claimant  the  moneys  derived  on  account  of  ''fine  and 
costs  in  case  of  United  States  v.  John  Leathers."  There  was  no  pen- 
alty attached  other  than  the  fine,  which  was  paid.    There  was  no  im- 


Z  JOHN   LEATHERS. 

priBonment  attached  and  no  penalty  not. executed,  therefore  the  pardon 
could  only  act  upon  the  original  conTiction,  vacating  it,  and  this  nee- 
CBsarily  carried  with  it  a  remission  of  the  penalty. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  owing  to  the  slightness  of  the  of- 
fense, and  ttfe  offender  being  released  by  a  full  and  unconditional  par- 
don, relief  should  be  granted  to  the  extent  of  remitting  the  fine  but  not 
the  costs,  and  your  committee  hereby  report  back  said  bill  with  the 
recommendation  that  it  do  pass  as  amended. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

Ut  Session,       )  \  No.  677. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  18H2. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  acoompany  bill  H.  R.  2104.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  B. 
2104)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Electa  L.  Baldwin,  have  had  the  same 
under  consideration,  and  report  the  same  back  to  the  Senate  with  a 
recommendation  that  it  be  passed.  The  facts  in  this  case  are  verj 
folly  and  accnrately  set  oat  in  the  report  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions,  and  is  adopted  by  your  committee  as  their  own, 
which  report  is  as  follows : 

From  the  papers  before  this  committee,  it  appears  that  Electa  L.  Baldwin  is  the 
lesal  widow  of  Charles  Baldwin,  who  was  a  private  in  Company  B,  Seventh  Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry.  Baldwin,  as  shown  b^  the  record  of  the  War  Department,  enlisted 
September  21, 1861,  performed  active  military  duty  until  July  13,  1862,  when  taken 
prisoner  in  action  at  Mnrfreesboro,  Tenn.  He  reported  at  Camp  Parole,  Maryland, 
m  September,  1862,  was  forwarded  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  on  the  21st  of  November, 
1862,  admitted  to  general  hospital  at  Covington,  Ky.,  with  distortion  of  spine,  from 
which  hospital  he  was  discharged  the  service  December  15,  1862,  on  surgeon's  certifi- 
cate of  disability,  setting  forth  as  disabling  cause  angular  curvaturo  of  the  dorsal 
spine,  which  disease,  in  the  opinion  of  the  surseon,  existed  before  enlistment  in  a 
latent  condition.  The  soldier  died  September  ^,  1865,  according  to  the  certificate 
of  the  attending  physician,  of  pelvic  abscess  "and  tumor  on  back. 

The  widow's  claim  for  pension  has  been  rejected  by  Ihe  Pension  Office  on  the 
Ground  that  the  soldier  died  of  disease  which  originated  prior  to  entering  the  service. 
This  action  seems  to  have  been  based  simply  upon  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  sur- 
geon in  the  certificate  of  disability,  to  the  eifect  that  the  curvature  of  the  spine 
existed  in  a  latent  condition  before  enlistment. 

Thero  is,  in  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  ample  proof  of  the  soldier's  soundness  at 
the  time  of  his  enlistment.  Neighbors  and  fellow-soldiers  testify  that  Baldwin  was  a 
verv  stout,  healthy  man  before  his  enlistment,  and  particularly  free  from  any  disease 
of  the  spine.  The  cause  of  the  disease  is  not  shown  as  clearly  as  it  probably  could  be 
shown  by  the  claimant,  had  the  Pension  Office  permitted  her  to  overoome  the  adverse 
record.  She  alleges  that  it  was  due  to  a  fall  nrom  his  horse,  and  a  sergeant  of  the 
company  testifies  that  the  soldier,  a  few  weeks  prior  to  his  discharge,  was  taken  with 
severo  pains  in  back,  which  resulted  in  the  disability  for  which  he  was  discharged,  and 
finaUy  caused  his  death.  It  also  appears  in  evidence  that  shortly  after  discharge  sol- 
dier's condition  became  worse.  A  tumor  weighing  nearly  a  pound  was  out  from  the 
spine  about  five  months  after  his  return  from  the  Army.  He  was  nnable  to  perform 
any  labor,  and  suffered  greatly  until  rolieved  by  death  on  September  24,  1865. 

It  is  evident  from  the  opinion  of  the  medical  roferee  of  the  Pension  Office,  on  file 
with  the  papers,  that  comd  it  be  clearly  shown  that  the  soldier  was  sound  at  enlist- 
ment, that  tlie  origin  of  the  fatal  disease  in  service  would  have  to  be  conceded. 

The  sworn  statements  of  persons  having  personal  knowledge  of  the  soldier's  condi- 
tion beforo  enlistment,  whose  credibility  is  properly  established,  are,  in  the  opinion  of 
this  committee,  entitled  to  more  consideration  than  the  statement  of  a  snrffeon  of  a 
general  hospital,  who  from  the  very  nature  of  the  circumstances  could  not  nave  had 
any  knowledge  of  the  soldier  prior  to  his  admission  to  the  hospital,  and  theroforo  is  in- 
clined to  give  the  claimant  the  benefits  of  doubt,  whicn  necessarily  must  surround  the 
origin  of  a  disease  of  an  obscnro  character,  by  reporting  favorably  on  the  biU  and  ask- 
ing that  it  do  pass. 

O 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Eepobt 

Ist  Sessian.       )  )  No.  678. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  18.':^*2.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr,  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  tbe  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bin  H.  R.  408^.] 

T?ie  Committee  on  PefisionSj  io  whom  teas  referred  the  hill  {H,  R.  4082) 
granting  a  pension  to  Ellen  Gillespie^  hnve  had  the  same  under  consider- 
ation^  and  report: 

That  this  case  was  examined  by  the  Committee  on  Pensions  of  the 
Senate  during  the  Forty- sixth  Congress,  and  an  adverse  report  made 
thereon.  The  application  of  Ellen  Gillespie,  widow  of  John  W.  Gil- 
lespie, was  rejected  by  the  Pension  Office  on  the  ground  that  "the 
canse  of  the  soldier's  death  was  not  due  to  his  military  service.''  The 
soldier  died  suddenly  in  the  presence  of  his  family  physician,  July  9. 
1878. 

B.  Devereaux,  his  attending  physiciail,  testifies  substantially  as  fol- 
lows: 

Soldier's  wound  was  ^nshot,  passine  tbrongh  'tbe  boniems  of  rigbt  arm,  then  en- 
tering tbe  thorax  passing  downwards  through  fower  lobe  of  right  lung,  through  the 
diAphragm,  then  through  or  in  contact  with  tbe  lohtu  major ,  emerging  close  to  or 
witnin  about  an  inch  ot  the  same  (a  little  above  the  right  kidney),  the  course  of  the 
ball  being  downward  from  point  of  entrance  to  the  place  of  t- xit.  External  parts  of 
wounds  quite  marked,  especially  at  point  of  exit ;  quite  an  indentation  at  place  of 
cicatrix.  For  several  years  his  symptoms  were  pain  under  the  ribs  of  the  right  side, 
deep  seated  as  under  or  on  the  liver,  described  as  severe  darting  or  shooting  pains; 
no  tenderness  upon  pressure,  not  fainting  as  in  abscesses.  The  pains  increased  in 
severity  each  year;  attacks  became  more  frequent,  pain  more  intolerable  about  a  year 
before  death.  Secretions,  digestion,  and  action  of  heart  continued  normal.  Dissolu- 
tion occurred  suddenlv  in  presence  of  afQant.  Appeared  as  usual,  suffering  much  pain 
in  region  described.  No  acceleration  of  pulse  or  respiration.  Upon  assuming  a  sitting 
posture  suddenly  expired.  Affiant  had  been  his  family  physician  for  eleven  years,  and 
believes  he  had  no  other  disease ;  that  the  wound,  or  miury  resulting  Iroin  the  wound, 
if  not  the  immediate,  the  remote  cause  of  his  death. 


June  10,  1870,  D.  W.  Evans,  examining  surgeon,  certifies  to  ball 
passing  through  biceps  and  rheumatic  condition  of  that  muscle. 

September  8, 1873,  same  surgeon  certifies  to  the  continued  rheumatic 
condition  of  soldier's  muscle  as  before. 

May  9, 1874,  same  surgeon  certifies  to  increased  disability  on  account 
of  rheumatic  condition  of  arm ;  also,  to  the  biceps  being  very  much 
weakened,,  and  muscles  of  the  arm  generally  fiabby  and  somewhat 
atrophied. 

June  10, 1878,  G.  W.  Smith,  examining  surgeon,  certifies  to  gunshot 
wound  by  oall  entering  at  inferior  angle  of  scapula  and  emerging  in  a  Hue 


ELLEN   GILLESPIE. 


to  right  side,  fonr  iDcbes  irom  i)oiiit  of  entratice;  did  not  penetrate 
chest;  no  apparent  stractural  change;  may  be  some  functional  disa 
bility. 

The  soldier  in  his  application  for  an  increase  of  pension,  filed  April 
18, 1878,  allegec 


Wound  in  rifffat  um  and  nd%  ball  passing  aroiimd  between  foorlh  and  fifth  ribs,  and 
emenring  witnln  an  inch  of  backbone.  Greatly  troubled  with  pain  in  breast,  side, 
and  m>m  shoulder  to  finger  tips. 

D.  W.  Evans,  examining  surgeon,  under  date  of  February  6, 1863, 
certifies: 

Ball  nassed  through  biceps  muscle  of  right  arm,  about  the  center,  on  account  of 
which  tne  biceps  has  been  considerably  weakened;  there  is  also  a  rheumatic  condition 
of  this  muscle,  which  is  more  especially  felt  at  its  origin  and  insertion,  which  I  have 
no  doubt  is  attributmble  to  the  wound. 

The  wound  itself  was  received  at  the  battle  of  Antietam,  September 
17, 1862,  of  which  there  is  ample  proof. 

xour  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  weight  of  evidence  largely 
preponderates  in  favor  of  the  view  tiiat  the  disease  of  which  Gillespie 
died  had  its  origin  in  the  wounds  received  on  the  battle-field  of  An- 
tietam. The  liienmatic  conditioii  made  its  appearanoe  within  a  very 
brief  period  after  the  wounding,  and  steadily  increased  year  after  year 
until  sudden  death  brought  relief  to  the  sufiferer.  Therefore  your  com- 
mittee recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47th  Conoeess,  )  SENATE.  (  Ebpoet 

l8t  Session.      ]  \  No.  679. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slateb,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  PeimonSj  to  who^n  teas  referred  the  petitixm  of  Salome  JET. 
SeguiHy  praying  to  he  placed  on  the  pension-rollSj  have  had  the  same  under 
considerationj  and  rqport: 

That  petitioner  is  the  widow  of  David  Segoin,  a  private  of  Company 
K,  Sixteenth  Iowa  Volunteers,  who  enlisted  September  10, 186tl,  and 
was  discharged  Jnne  19, 1865,  at  Pocotaglia,  S.  C.  Died  at  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  July  24, 1865,  of  typhomalarial  fever. 

At  the  time  of  the  soldier's  discharge  he  was  on  detached  duty  at 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  was  in  the  civil  service  of  the  United  States,  and  had 
been  in  such  service  for  six  months  next  preceding  the  same.  Dr.  H. 
H.  Hood,  late  a  surgeon  in  the  Army,  is  clear  as  to  his  disease,  which 
was,  he  says,  ^^  Typho-malarial  fever  of  a  malignant  tyi>e  accompanied 
with  jaundice.  The  immediate  cause  of  death  was  nervous  exhaustion 
brought  about  by  the  intensity  of  malarial  poisoning." 

Dr.  T.  B.  Hood,  to  whom  the  case  was  referred  in  the  Pension  Office, 
says  in  his  brief: 

Typho-malarial  fever  is  claiseed  among  the  ''  acute  infectioas  diseaaee,''  and  con- 
sequently U  specific  in  character.  Its  origin  in  any  case  must  be  referred  to  the  time 
of  attacK. 

This  seems  to  your  committee  to  be  conclusive  of  this  case  against 
any  reasonable  inference  that  the  disease  of  which  Seguin  died  had  its 
inception  in  the  service,  and  therefore  your  committee  recommend  that 
the  prayer  of  the  petition  be  not  granteid. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       f  \  No.  680. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  priuted. 


« 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensious,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2635.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (H.  B.  2635) 
granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Henry  Gunny  have  had  tlie  same  under 
consideration,  and  submit  t/ie following  report: 

Gunn  received  a  gfun-shot  wound  on  the  17th  of  September,  1872,  at 
Antietam,  Md.,  in  line  of  duty,  for  which  he  was  pensioned  at  $6  pet 
month.  He  filed  his  application  for  an  increase  of  pension  December  9, 
1879,  which  was  rejected  by  the  Pension  Office  upon  the  ground  thar 
the  pensioner  was  not  entitled  to  a  higher  rate  of  pension.  The  House 
bill  gives  him  an  increase  to  $10  per  month. 

Calvin  C.  Halsey,  examining  surgeon,  testifies  under  date  of  April  10, 
1872,  as  follows : 

Wounded  at  Antietam  September  17,  1872;  baH  entered  left  leg  in  front  at  middle 
of  femur,  injuring  that  bone,  several  pieces  of  which  have  been  discharged  and  made 
exit  on  inside  of  the  thigh.  Some  muscular  contraction  about  cicatrices.  Nerves  of 
leg  were  injured,  causing  numbness.  Applicant  constantly  lame  and  unable  to  be  on 
his  fe^  any  gr<Mit  length  of  time  for  manual  labor  or  walking.  Habit<8  good,  and 
the  case  appears  meritorious. 

Same  surgeon,  under  date  of  July  30,  1878,  certifies  as  follows;  after 
giving  character,  time,  and  place  of  wound,  he  says: 

Constant  lameness  and  inability  to  be  on  feet  any  length  of  time  for  manual  labor 
or  walking.  In  hot  weather  breaks  ont  in  sores  between  middle  of  femur  and  knee. 
Increase  is  based  on  the  ground  that  there  is  increased  pain  and  lameness  from  what 
there  was  when  examined  six  years  ago  last  April.  There  is  no  structural  change  to 
note,  except  leg  is  a  little  smaller  than  the  opposite.  There  is  muscular  contraction 
about  the  cicatrices,  and  tenderness.  Adhesion  interferes  with  motion.  He  recom- 
mended $8  per  month. 

Same  surgeon,  under  date  of  December  29,  1879,  after  giving  char- 
acter, time,  and  x>lace  of  wounding,  certiQes: 

Constant  lameness  and  inability  to  be  on  feet  any  length  of  time  for  manual  labor 
or  walking.  Increase  is  claimed  on  the  ground  that  there  is  an  increase  of  muscular 
atrophy  and  numbuess  along  the  lower  half  of  the  femur.  No  structural  change  since 
previous  examination,  except  atrophy.  Claimant  alleges  that  he  ba^  suffeiid  very 
much  more  pain  and  lameness  than  formerly.    Recommends  increase  to  |9. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  evidence  would  warrant  an 
increase  of  claimant's  pension  to  $8  per  month,  but  the  examination  of 
this  class  of  cases  is  so  peculiarly  within  the  province  of  the  Pension 
Office,  under  existing  laws,  that  your  committee  think  it  unwise  to  in- 
terfere by  special  act,  unless  special  circumstances  raise  equities  which 
the  technical  construction  of  the  statutes  would  not  permit  to  be  consid- 
ered^ and  there  are  no  such  special  circumstances  or  equities  in  this 
ca«e,  and  therefore  your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not 
pass. 

O 


47th  Gonqbess^  \  SENATE.  i  Eepori 

l8t  Session.      )  t  No.  eSJU 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slateb^  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  sabmitted  the  follox^ing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1822.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSy  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {S,  1822)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Oeorge  E.  Wilder  ^  have  considered  thesame^ 
and  report : 

That  Wilder  was  pensioned  on  accoant  of  wonnds  in  left  hand,  ren- 
dering it  nearly  useless  for  the  performance  of  manual  labor.  Wound 
reodved  at  Spottsylvania.  May  19, 1864.  Pensioned  June  7, 1865,  at  $3 
per  month  ;  increased  Feoruary  17, 1875,  to  $8  per  month ;  and  farther 
increased  to  $12  September  23, 1881. 

Certificate  of  surgeon  September  23, 1881,  says : 

Applicant  loet  his  right  hand  by  accident,  and  disability  of  left  band  becomes  more 
acute  by  reason  of  it.  Cannot  nse  left  hand  but  to  small  extent  compared  with  a 
sound  hand ;  disables  applicant  to  an  extent  almost  e^nal  to  loss  of  hand  at  wrist.  I 
find  his  disability  to  be  twelve-eighteenths  of  total  third  grade. 

He  was  accordingly  granted  an  increase  to  $12  per  month. 

The  right  hand  was  lost  in  firing  a  salute  on  July  4, 1874. 

QThe  bill  proposes  to  increase  his  pension  to  $20  per  month. 

Your  committee  find  nothing  in  the  case  to  warrant  such  an  increase. 
Misfortune  or  accident,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  should  never 
be  accepted  as  a  ground  for  granting  a  pension  or  for  an  increase  whem 
granted.  Therrfore  your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefi- 
nitely postponed.  ' 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rbpoet 

l8t  Session.       ]  \  No.  682. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  SLATEBy  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

Tke  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  John 
Spauldingy  praying  an  increase  of  pension,  have  had  the  same  under  con- 
siderationj  and  report : 

That  Spauldlng  was  captain  of  Company  G,  Fifteenth  Regiment 
Kentucky  Infantry  Volunteers;  that  during  his  service  he  contracted 
Taricose  viensand  an  ulcerous  condition  of  his  right  leg;  that  since  the 
dose  of  the  war  he  has  been  granted  a  pension,  certificate  139,270,  at 
$15  per  month;  that  in  1869,  while  serving  on  the  police  force  in  New  - 
Orleans,  La.,  he  received  a  gunshot  wound  in  the  right  leg,  and  there- 
after the  same  was  amputated.  It  appears  from  the  affidavit  of  the 
physician  who  attended  him  for  said  gun-shot  wound  that — 

The  ball  entered  the  opper  third  of  the  right  leg,  shattering  both  bones.  The  case 
being  a  very  serious  one  on  account  of  the  nature  of  wound  and  delicate  condition  of 
patient  he  called  in  consultation  Drs.  Freedian  and  Ferments,  who  continued  to  see 
olaimanl  daily,  with  affiant,  until  his  partial  recovery.  He  had  on  the  lower  portion 
of  same  leg  a  large  and  ugly  varicose  ulcer,  which  seemed  to  be  of  long  standing. 
After  a  period  of  about  15  days  from  date  of  it^ury  gangrene  set  in  and  they  were 
compelled  to  amputate  above  the  knee. 

This  physician  also  testifies  that  the  varicose  and  ulcerated  condition 
of  patient's  leg,  in  his  opinion,  contributed  a  great  deal  to  excite  subse- 
quent gangrene  and  amputation. 

Upon  these  facts  and  statements  petitioner  applied  for  an  increase 
of  pension,  which  was  decided  against  him.  He  thereupon  applied  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  sustained  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions.    He  now  presents  his  petition  to  Congress. 

Your  committee,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  all  the  facts,  see  no 
reason  for  disturbing  the  decision,  but  fully  concur  in  its  correctness, 
and  therefore  recommend  that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  be  not 
granted. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  Report 

l8t  Session.       ?  ( No.  683. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  IHE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  1882. — Onlered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Oonimittee  on  Pensions,  snbmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  1468.] 

The  Committee  on  Peiudons^  to  tthom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  R.  1468) 
granting  a  pension  to  William  R.  Perdue^  having  examined  the  samej 
make  the  following  report : 

.  That  said  Perdne  enlisted  August  21, 1862,  as  a  private  in  Company 
F,  One  Hundred  and  Fifteenth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers,  for  the  term 
of  three  years  or  during  the  civil  war.  He  was  discharged  June  22, 
1865,  when  his  company  was  mustered  out  of  service  at  Murfreesborough, 
Tenn.  On  the  20th  June,  1879,  he  filed  an  application  for  invalid  pen- 
sion, alleging,  a«  the  basis  of  his  claim,  that-- 

At  Minerva,  Ohio,  on  or  about  the  26th  September,  1863,  he  was  attacked  by  a  mob 
of  men  unfriendly  to  the  goYemment,  forced  to  the  ground,  ivas  kicked,  beat,  aad 
trampled  across  the  kidneys,  causing  permanent  weaKness  and  g^reat  distress;  wa» 
kicked  in  the  left  thigh,  causing  laceration  of  the  muscles  of  the  thigh,  causing  eon- 
striction,  impairing  circulation  of  blood,  injuring  sciatic  nerve,  causing  great  pmn  in 
entire  limb,  and  at  times  partial  paralysis  and  permanent  lameness. 

He  further  states  that  he  never  received  any  medical  treatment  at 
the  time  for  his  injuries.  He  was  ou  furlough  at  the  time  of  receiving 
the  injuries  complained  of,  and  at  the  expiration  of  said  furlough,  on  or 
about  the  20th  October,  1863,  he  rejoined  his  command  and  continued  m 
the  service  until  date  of  discharge,  and  during  said  period  it  does  not 
api)ear  that  he  was  at  any  time  on  the  sick  or  disabled  list  or  in  hospital. 

Alter  a  very  full  investigation  of  the  claim,  it  was  rejected  in  January, 
1881,  on  the  ground  that  the  alleged  injuries  were  not  received  in  the  line 
of  duty.  The  claimant  then  appealed  to  Congress  for  special  relief,  and 
on  the  31st  January,  1882,  the  House  Committee  on  Pensions  made  the 
following  adverse  report: 

This  claim  has  had  a  thorough  investigation  in  the  Pension  Office.  The  Commis- 
sioner says: 

**  The  claim  was  rejected  on  the  4th  of  January,  18!81,  on  the  ground  that  the  soldier 
was  not  in  the  line  of  duty  when  the  alleged  injuries  wei*e  received,  be  being  at  the 
time  on  furlough,  which  was  neither  a  sick  nor  a  veteran  furlough.  See  47U0  Revised 
Statutes  governing  this  office  in  such  cases  as  follows : 

*"  Officers  absent  on  sick  leave  and  enlisted  men  absent  on  sick  furlough  or  veteran 
furlough  with  the  organization  to  which  they  belong,  shall  be  rej;arded  in  the  admin- 
istration of  the  pension  law  in  the  same  manner  as  if  they  were  in  the  tield  or  hospital.''' 

From  voluminous  testimony  on  file  in  this  case  the  following  appears  as  proven  : 

That  claimant  received  a  furlough  on  the  23d  or  24th  September,  1863;  was  at  hie 
home  in  Minerva,  Ohio,  on  the  26th  of  September,  1863.  Francis  M.  Wareham,  first 
sergeant  of  Company  I,  First  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  on  duty  at  Minerva,  Ohio, 
on  that  day,  as  recniiting  officer,  and  during  the  progress  of  a  Valandighani  meeting 
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was  attacked  by  a  mob  of  roughs  or  Copperheads  unfriendly  to  the  government. 
Claimant,  dressed  in  soldier  clothes,  seeing  the  officer  in  danger,  went  to  the  rescue 
of  said  Wareham  at  his  instance  and  request,  whereupon  he,  the  clairannt,  William  K. 
Perdue,  was  also  attacked,  forced  to  the  ground,  kicked  and  tramped  up(m,  receiving 
injuries  from  which  he  has  since  continuously  suffered.  Medical  evidence  and  recent 
examinations  clearly  show  present  total  disability  of  soldier  from  said  injuries. 
In  this  case  the  committee  report  adversely. 

The  bill  was  afterwards  recommitted,  and  the  House  committee  sub- 
sequently (ill  April,  1»82)  made  a  second  rei)ort  thereon,  as  follows : 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  which  was  re-referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  146>f) 
granting  a  pension  to  William  K.  Perdue,  has  examined  and  considered  new  and  im- 
portant evidence  recently  presented,  from  which  it  is  evident  that  the  former  action 
of  this  committee  should  be  reversed,  and  therefore  reports  favorably  on  said  bill|  and 

asks  that  it  do  pass  as  amended. 

« 

The  only  new  or  additional  evidence  found  in  the  papers  is  a  third  afti" 
davit  made  by  Francis  M.  Wareham,  under  date  of  March  28,  1882' 
which  is  substantially  the  same  as  his  statement  previously  made  before 
the  Pension  Bureau.  In  this  affidavit,  which  the  last  House  re)>ort  con* 
siders  ''  new  and  important  evidence  recently  presented,"  said  Ware- 
ham states : 

I  have  made  two  attidavits  in  his  (Perdue^)  pension  case  before  this.  At  the  time 
of  the  attack  upon  me,  as  recited  in  former  a fli davits  bv  me  made,  I  was  on  the  side- 
walk of  one  of  the  streets  of  Minerva,  Stark  County,  Ohio,  on  the  2Hth  September, 
18B3,  on  duty  soliciting  recruits  for  the  Union  Army,  and-was  on  duty  as  a  recruiting 
officer.  The  attack  ujion  me  was  unprovoked  by  William  R.  Pertlue  or  myself,  or  by 
any  other  person  to  my  knowledge,  and  was  without  cause  other  than  that  I  was  a 
TJiiion  soldier,  recruiting  for  the  Union  Army  under  oitlers.  Neither  William  R.  Per- 
due nor  myself  had  been  engaged  in  any  quarrel  or  dispute  with  the  mob,  and  the 
attack  was  without  notice  or  cause. 

In  his  previous  affidavits,  made  in  1870  and  1880,  Wareham  had  given 
a  full  history  of  the  transaction,  and  had  stated  that  the  attack  was 
made  upon  him;  and  upon  claimant  attempting  to  rescue  him«  he 
was  attacked,  knocked  down,  beaten,  and  kicked,  and  was  consider- 
ably bruised,  but  to  what  extent  was  not  known  to  him.  Wareham  does 
not  state  in  either  affidavit  that  it  was  at  his  instance  and  request  the 
claimant  came  to  his  rescue.  Nor  is  it  shown  that  said  Wareham  re- 
ceived any  bodily  harm.  This  third  affidavit  of  Wareham,  even  if  it  dif- 
fered in  any  essential  particular  from  his  former  statements  belbre  the 
Pension  Bureau,  had  no  bearing  upon  the  ground  of  rejection.  It  cer- 
tainly did  not  affect  the  correctness  of  the  Commissioner's  ruling  on  the 
claim. 

But,  in  addition  to  the  ground  assigned  by  the  Commissioner,  the  pa- 
pers in  the  case  show  other  satisfactory  reasons  for  the  rejection  of  the 
claim.  The  evidence  falls  short  of  establishing  that  any  serious  disabil- 
ities resulted  from  the  injuries  received  at  the  hands  of  the  mob.  Two 
relatives  of  claimant  (a  sister  and  cousin)  state  that  he  has  suffered  from 
the  injuries  to  his  back  and  thigh  since  hisdiscliarge;  and  Dr.  Linville, 
who  treated  him  since  about  1877,  says  that  for  the  week  prior  to  Sep- 
tember 1,  1880,  he  daily  treated  claimant  for  nervous  prostration  ema- 
nating from  injuries  to  spine  and  acute  pain  in  region  of  the  kidneys,  &c. 
For  most  of  the  time  since  his  discharge  it  appears  that  the  claimanthas 
been  engaged  in  the  practice  of  his  profession  (the  law),  and  no  reason 
or  explanation  is  given  for  his  long  del^y  in  making  application  fori)en- 
sion  for  the  alleged  injuries.  But  the  most  satisfactory  statement  as  to 
claimant's  condition  is  found  in  the  report  of  the  examining  surgeon, 
made  August  2a,  1880.     He  certifies  that — 

There  are  n  >  indications  piesent  of  disease  of  kidneys.  The  applicant  complains  of 
soreucKs  on  ]  r  jssure  over  the  lower  Inmbar  and  upper  don^al  vertebrae,  indicating  spinal 
irritation.   I\  tis  I  think  likely,  this  proceeds  from  the  alleged  injury,  the  rating  ought  to 
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be  on e-balf  total  or  |4  per  mouth,  thoagh  there  are  some  indications  that  would  point 
toward  drinking  as  a  probable  cause ;  but  as  the  applicant  is  unknown  to  me,  on  this 
I  can  form  no  positive  opinion.  In  respect  to  the  injury  to  the  left  thigh,  on  exami- 
nation I  can  only  find  a  small  fatty  tumor,  or  what  I  believe  to  be  one,  on  the  inner 
aspect  of  thigh  in  the  fold  of  the  buttocks.  No  rating  for  this,  as  I  do  not  suppose  it 
was  caused  by  the  kick,  and  indeed  cannot  see  how  it  disables  in  any  way. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  the  claim  was  properly  rejected  by  the 
Commissioner,  on  the  ground  that  the  alleged  disabilities  did  not  origi- 
nate in  the  service  and  in  the  line  of  dnty;  and  the  case  on  its  merits 
presents  no  such  facts  as  would  otherwise  entitle  claimant  to  special  re- 
lief at  the  hands  of  Congress.  They  think  the  bill  should  not  be  passed, 
and  recommend  its  indetinite  postponement. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Keport 

Ut  Session.       f  \  No.  084. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  1882.— Ordered  to  he  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  frnm  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4268.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  ichom  teas  referred  the  bill  (JET.  JR.  4268) 
granting  a  pensian  to  Charles  F,  PariSy  having  examined  the  same^  make 
the  following  report : 

That  said  Paris  enlisted  November  21, 1863,  as  a  private  in  Company 
F,  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-third  Indiana  Volunteers,  and  was  hon- 
orably discharged  August  25, 1865,  when  his  company  was  mustered 
oat  of  service.  On  the  20th  January,  1876,  he  filed  his  application  for 
invalid  pension,  alleging  as  the  basis  of  his  claim  that — 

His  health  wae  impaired  and  broken  down  by  hardships  and  exposure  undergone 
while  in  the  service;  that  his  lungs  were  severely  affected  by  said  exposure,  and  dis- 
ease wasjfSrs(  manifested  shortly  after  his  discharge. 

In  a  subsequent  affidavit,  filed  on  the  18th  Febniary,  1882,  he  claims 
the  further  disability  of  "rheumatic  pains  of  body,'^  which,  together 
with  the  lung  trouble  mentioned  in  original  application,  he  alleges  has 
8o  impaired  his  health  as  to  incapacitate  him  for  manual  labor.  The 
('laimant  admits  that  he  was  never  sick  while  in  the  service,  and  at  the 
<late  of  discharge  supposed  that  he  was  a  sound  and  healthy  man. 
Several  parties  make  affidavit  that  at  the  time  of  his  discharge  he  was 
apparently  in  good  health.  It  appears  from  the  statements  of  other 
atliant^  that  claimant  has  been  troubled  with  asthma  to  some  extent 
since  1869.  He  states  that  this  asthma  (or  lung  trouble  a^  he  calls  it) 
tirst  made  its  appearance  in  the  fall  or  winter  of  186G  and  1867,  and 
that  the  rheumatic  pains  of  body  also  commenced  in  1866.  His  first 
medical  treatment,  after  discharge,  was  in  1871,  when  Dr.  Samuel  Fisher 
was  called  professionally  to  visit  him,  and — 

Found  him  suft'ering  with/t'(Tr  and  from  pain  of  a  rhoumtatic  character  of  left  side 
and  hip,  and  upon  examination  found  intiamm<ition  and  swelling  of  left  hip  and  thigh. 

Dr.  Fisher  further  states  that  after  five  days  he  oi)ened  the  swelling, 
which  discharged  a  large  (luantity  of  pus,  and  a  portion  of  bone  of 
femur  exfoliated,  and  was  thrown  oft*;  that  it  healed  slowly  in  about 
six  months. 

And  as  a  result  of  said  indammation,  and  of  constitutional  causes  producing  said  in- 
tlanimation,  applicant  has  been  much  weakened  and  physically  disabled  for  ordinary 
hard  manual  labor.  Applicant  also  suffered  from  an  asthmatic  condition  of  his  lungA^ 
dependent  upon  a  general  prostrated,  condition  of  the  nervous  system. 
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Tliis  affidavit  of  Dr.  Fisher  was  made  in  September,  1881.  In  March, 
1876,  the  claimant  seems  to  have  been  examined  by  the  same  Dr.  Fisher, 
as  the  examining  surgeon  of  the  Pension  Bureau,  who  then  certified  as 
follows : 

This  applicant  has  been  snftering  for  the  jyast  tijc  or  eight  years  from  general  debility, 
as  he  states,  the  result  of  fatigue  and  exposure  while  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States.  I  find,  upon  examination,  no  senous  lesion  of  his  lung,  as  alleged  in  appli- 
cation, bnt  from  his  present  appearance  am  fully  satisfied  that  there  is  a  break-down 
in  his  general  constitution  and  health,  doubtless  the  result  of  Army  service. 

In  another  report,  made  September  19, 1881,  Dr.  Fisher  states  that 
the  applicant  claimed  that  the  inflammation  and  swelling  of  hip  and 
thigh,  for  which  he  was  treated  in  1871,  was  the  result  of  a  difficulty 
originating  in  the  service. 

John  A.  Granley,  in  an  affidavit  filed  September  5,  1881,  states 
that  he  had  worked  and  been  with  claimant  a  good  deal  of  the  time 
since  the  war,  and — 

That  for  the  first  three  or  four  years  after  his  discharge  claimant  made  what  might 
be  called  a  full  hand  at  manual  labor,  bat  for  the  past  twelve  years  he  has  not  been 
able  to  make  more  than  half  a  hand. 

The  claimant's  application  for  pension  was  rejected  by  the  Commis- 
sioner April  11, 1882,  on  the  ground  that  the  evidence  failed  to  show- 
that  the  alleged  disabilities  originated  in  or  were  the  result  of  his  mili- 
tary service.  The  development  of  the  alleged  disabilities  being  subse- 
quent to  discharge,  it  was  incumbent  on  claimant  to  establish  this  fact 
by  satisfactory  evidence.  Upon  the  rejection  of  his  claim  the  appli- 
cant appealed  to  Congress  for  relief,  and  the  House,  on  the  8th  May, 
1882,  passed  the  bill  under  consideration,  directing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  place  claimant's  name  upon  the  pension-roll,  subject  to  the 
limitations  and  provisions  of  the  pension  laws.  The  case  comes  before 
Congress  just  as  it  was  acted  upon  by  the  Commissioner.  Xo  addi- 
tional evidence  has  been  produced. 

After  a  careful  examination  of  the  papers,  your  committee  see  no 
error  in  the  ruling  of  the  Commissioner,  and  no  special  reasons  are 
presented  for  overruling  or  reversing  the  action  of  the  Pension  Bureau. 
The  House  report  admits  there  is  no  affirmative  proof  showing  that 
claimant's  disabilities  had  their  origin  in  or  were  the  result  of  his  Army 
service.  Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  all  applicants  to  Con- 
gress for  special  acts  should  be  required  to  establish  their  claims  by 
affirmative  proof.  Your  committee  think  the  bill  should  not  be  passed, 
and  recommend  its  indefinite  postponement. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  /  Ebport 

Ut  Session.       f  \  No.  dSo. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  TJNITED  STATES. 


JuxE  5,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  3404.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSj  to  whom  teas  referred  ^^An  act  granting  a  pen-* 
sion  to  Minnie  Harmon,'^  having  examined  the  same^  make  the  following 
report : 

On  April  18, 1882,  the  committee  made  an  adverse  report  on  this  bill, 
which  was  as  follows : 

That  on  the  14th  August,  1877,  the  guardian  of  petitioner  made  application  for 

f  tension  on  her  behalf  as  the  minor  child  of  Michael  Harmon,  who,  it  is  alleged,  en- 
iated  on  or  about  the  19th  April,  1861,  as  a  private  in  Company  K,  Tenth  Regiment 
Ohio  Volunteers,  for  three  years,  and  was  killed  at  the  battle  of  Chickamauga  in  the 
line  of  duty  on  the  20th  of  September,  1863.  It  is  stated  in  the  application  that  this 
child,  for  whom  the  claim  for  pension  is  made,  **  was  bom  out  of  wedlock ;  that  said 
Harmon  died  leaving  no  widow,  child,  or  children  surviving  him  except  the  said 
Minnie,''  who  was  bom  on  the  2l8t  day  of  December,  1861,  ana  **  now  resides  at  Mil - 
ford,  Clermont  County,  Ohio,  with  her  mother.''  It  appears  that  the  name  of  Michael 
Harmon  is  not  borne  on  the  rolls  of  Company  K,  Tenth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers. 
A.  Schnmaker,  late  captain  of  Company  K,  Ninth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers,  states 
that  the  said  Harmon  was  a  member  of  Company  K,  of  that  regiment,  but  his 
name  does  not  appear  upon  the  rolls  of  said  company  and  regiment.  The  records 
show  that  Michael  Harmon,  a  private  in  Company  I,  Ninth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers, 
was  killed  in  the  battle  at  Chickamauga,  September  19,  1863.  It  may  be  that  he  is 
the  soldier  referred  to  in  the  application  as  Michal  Harmon,  of  Company  K,  Tenth 
Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers.  The  statement  of  Schnmaker  that  Michael  Harmon  was 
a  private  in  Comnany  K,  Ninth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers,  and  was  killed  at  Chicka- 
manga,  is  the  only  evidence  of  the  service  and  death  of  any  soldir  by  that  name. 
Said  Schnmaker  further  states  that  ^*  he  knew  of  the  child  Minnie,  who  was  bom  out 
of  wedlock,  and  said  Michael  Harmon  acknowledged  to  affiant  that  he  was  father  of 
said  child,  and  that  he  intended  to  marry  the  mother  of  said  child  as  soon  as  he  re- 
tamed  home."  The  claim  was  rejected  by  the  Commissioner,  for  the  reason  that 
there  was  no  provision  of  law  for  the  allowance  of  pension  in  such  a  case ;  that  the 
child  having  been  born  out  of  wedlock, and  the  parents  having  never  married,  so  as  to 
legitimatize  her.  she  ^vras  not  entitled  to  a  pension.  From  this  ruling  of  the  Commis- 
sioner an  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who,  on  the  13th  March, 
1878,  affirmed  the  decision. 

There  is  no  error  in  this  actior  of  the  department.  The  soldier's  simple  admission 
that  he  was  the  father  of  the  child,  and  that  he  intended  to  marry  the  mother  as  soon 
as  he  returned  home,  does  not  brins  the  case  within  either  the  letter  or  the  spirit  of 
section  4704  Revised  Statutes,  whlcn  provides  that  illegitimate  children,  "  if  acknowl- 
edged by  the  father  before  or  after  nuirrui^e,"  shall  be  deemed  legitimate  and  be  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  pension  laws.  Two  things  are  required  to  restore  legitimacy  in  such 
cases,  ' '  acknowledgment "  of  the  father,  and '^  the  marriage  "  of  the  parents.  No  special 
reason  is  shown  for  making  this  claim  an  exception  to  the  general  law,  which  has  been 
correctly  applied  to  the  facts  of  the  case.  But,  aside  from  this,  the  bill  proposes  to 
place  claimant's  name  upon  the  pension-roll,  and  to  give  to  her  the  same  riguts  as  if 
she  were  said  soldier's  legitimate  child,  '*  under  the  application  filed  in  her  behalf  in 
the  Pension  Office  and  numbered  232,751."  The  efiect  of  this  provision  is  that  this 
special  act  shall  have  a  retrospective  operation,  so  as  to  give  to  claimant  the  benefit 
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of  an  application  made  in  Angust,  1877,  and  properly  rejected  in  March,  1378.  It  is 
not  merely  an  allowance  of  arrears  of  pen£ion  by  ^special  legislation,  when  by  the 
general  law  no  snch  rieht  attached,  bnt  grants  this  relief  after  the  minor  has  passed 
the  age  of  16  years.  The  House  Committee  on  Pensions  made  a  favorable  report  npon 
this  bill,  which  passed  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  on  the  24th  March,  1882 ;  but 
after  a  careful  examination  of  the  case,  your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  Con- 
gress G^ould  not  grant  the  relief  songnt,  and  they  accordingly  recommend  that  the 
bill  be  not  passed,  and  that  the  same  be  indefinitely  postponed  by  the  Senate. 

Your  committee  can  see  no  reason  why  the  above  finding  in  this  case 
should  be  changed,  and  therefore  report  the  bill  back  adversely,  for  the 
reasons  assign^  in  their  former  report,  and  recommend  that  the  bill  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (Report 

l8t  Session.       i  (  No.  fiS6. 


IN  THR  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Junk  5,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  priated. 


Mr.  Lapham,  from  the  Ooinmittee  on  Woman  Suffrage,  submitted  the 

followiug 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  S.  Res.  60.] 

The  Select  Committee  om  Woman  Suffrage^  to  whom  was  re/erred  Senate 
resolution  JVo.  60,  proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  secure  the  right  of  suffrage  to  all  citizens  without  regard 
to  seXy  having  considered  the  samCj  respectfully  report : 

The  gravity  and  importance  of  the  proposed  amendment  must  be  ob- 
vioos  to  all  who  have  given  the  snbject  the  consideration  it  demands. 

A  very  brief  history  of  the  origin  of  this  movement  in  the  United 
States  and  of  the  progress  made  in  the  caose  of  female  suffrage  will 
not  be  out  of  place  at  this  time. 

A  World's  Anti-Slavery  Convention  was  held  in  London  on  the  12th 
of  June,  1840,  to  which  delegates  from  all  the  organized  societies  were 
invited.  Several  of  the  American  societies  sent  women  as  delegates. 
Their  credentials  were  presented,' and  an  able  and  exhaustive  discnssion 
was  had  by  many  of  the  leading  men  of  America  and  Oreat  Britain  upon 
the  question  of  their  being  admitted  to  seats  in  the  convention.  Tney 
were  allowed  no  part  in  the  discnssion.  They  were  denied  seats  as  del- 
egates; and,  by  reason  of  that  denial,  it  was  determined  to  hold  conven- 
tions after  their  return  to  the  Unitea  States,  for  the  purpose  of  assert- 
ing and  advocating  their  rights  as  citizens,  and  especially  the  right  of 
so^rage. 

Prior  to  this,  and  as  early  as  the  year  1836,  a  proposal  had  been  made 
in  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  New  York  to  confer  upon  married 
womon  their  separate  rights  of  property.  The  subject  was  under  consid- 
eration and  agitation  during  the  eventful  period  which  preceded  the  con- 
stitutional convention  of  New  York  in  the  year  1846,  and  the  radical 
changes  made  in  the  fundamental  law  in  that  year.  In  1848  the  first  act 
**  for  the  more  effectual  protection  of  the  property  of  married  women '^ 
was  passed  by  the  legislature  of  New  York  and  became  a  law.  It  passed 
by  a  vote  of  93  to  9  in  the  assembly  and  23  to  1  in  the  senate.  It  was 
subsequently  amended  so  as  to  authorize  women  to  engage  in  business 
on  their  own  account  and  to  receive  their  own  earnings. 

This  legislation  was  the  outgrowth  of  a  bill  prepared  several  years 
before  under  the  direcfion  of  tlie  Hon.  John  Savage,  chief  justice  of 
the  supreme  court,  and  of  the  Hon.  John  C.  Spencer,  one  of  the  ablest 
lawyers  in  the  State,  one  of  the  revisers  of  the  statutes  of  New  York, 
and  afterward  a  cabinet  officer. 
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Laws  granting  separate  rights  of  property,  and  the  right  to  traDsact 
business  similar  to  those  adopted  in  New  York,  Save  l^en  enacted  in 
many,  if  uot  in  most,  of  the  States,  and  may  now  be  regarded  as  the  set- 
tled policy  of  American  legislation  on  the  snbjeet. 

After  the  enactment  of  the  first  law  in  New  York,  as  before  stated,  and 
in  the  month  of  July,  1848,  the  first  convention  demanding  suffrage  for 
women  was  held  at  Seneca  Falls  in  said  State.  The  same  persons  who 
had  been  excluded  from  the  World's  Convention  in  London  were  prom- 
inent and  instrumental  in  calling  the  meeting  and  in  framing  the  declara- 
tion of  sentiments  adopted  by  it,  which,  after  reciting  the  unjust  limita- 
tions and  wrongs  to  which  women  are  subjected,  closed  in  these  words : 

Now.  in  view  of  this  entire  disfranchisemeiit  of  one-half  of  the  people  of  this  conn- 
try  and  their  social  and  religions  deffradatiou;  in  view  of  the  nnjnst  laws  above  men- 
tioned, and  because  women  do  feel  themselves  aji^grieved,  oppressed,  and  fraudulently 
deprived  of  their  most  sacred  rights,  we  insist  that  they  have  inmiediate  admission  to 
all  the  rights  and  privileges  which  belong  to  them  as  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

In  entering  upon  the  ^reat  work  before  us,  we  anticipate  no  smaU  amount  of  miscon- 
ception, misrepresentation^  and  ridicule ;  but  we  shall  use  every  instrumentality  within 
our  power  to  effect  our  object.  We  shall  employ  agent«,  circulate  tracts,  petition  the 
State  and  national  legislatures,  and  endeavor  to  enlist  the  pulpit  and  the  pen  in  our 
behalf.  We  hope  this  convention  wiU  bo  followed  by  a  senes  of  conventions  embrac- 
ing every  part  of  the  country. 

The  meeting  also  adopted  a  series  of  resolutions,  one  of  which  was  in 
the  following  words: 

BeMlvtd,  That  it  is  the  dut^  of  the  women  of  this  country  to  secure  to  themselves 
their  sacred  right  to  the  elective  frauchise. 

This  declaration  was  signed  by  seventy  of  the  women  of  Western  New 
York,  among  whom  was  one  or  more  of  those  who  addressed  your  com- 
mittee on  the  subject  of  the  pending  amendment,  andtibere  were  present 
participating  in  and  approving  of  the  movement  a  large  number  of  prom- 
inent men,  among  whom  were  Elisha  foot,  a  lawyer  of  distinction,  and 
since  that  time  Commissioner  of  Patents,  and  the  Hon.  Jacob  Chamber- 
lain, who  afterwards  represented  his  district  in  the  other  house. 

From  the  movement  thus  inaugurated  conventions  have  been  held 
from  that  time  to  the  present  in  the  principal  villages,  cities,  and  capi- 
tals of  the  various  States,  as  well  as  the  capital  of  the  nation. 

The  First  National  Convention  upon  the  subject  was  held  at  Wor- 
cester, Mass.,  in  October,  1850,  and  had  the  support  and  encouragement 
of  many  leading  men  of  the  republic,  among  whom  we  name  the  follow- 
ing :  Gerritt  Smith,  Joshua  K.  Gidaings,  EaJph  Waldo  Emerson,  John 
6.  Whittier,  A.  Bronson  Alcott,  Samuel  J.  May,  Theodore  Parker,  Will- 
iam Lloyd  Garrison,  Wendell  Phillips,  Eliznr  Wright,  William  J.  Elder, 
Stephen  S.  Foster,  Horace  Greeley,  Oliver  Johnson,  Henry  Ward  Beecher, 
Horace  Mann. 

The  Fourth  National  Convention  was  held  at  the  city  of  Cleveland^ 
in  Ohio,  in  October,  1853.  The  Kev.  Asa  Mahan,  president  of  Oberlin 
College,  and  Hon.  Joshua  B.  Giddings  were  there.  Horace  Greeley  and 
Villiam  Henry  Channing  addressed  letters  to  the  convention.  The  let- 
ter of  Mr.  Channing  stated  the  proposition  to  be  that  the-^ 

Right  of  suffrage  be  granted  to  the  peoploi  nuiversaUy,  "without  distinction  of  sex  ; 
ftBd  Uiat  the  age  for  attaining  legal  and  political  mi^rity  be  made  the  same  for 
women  as  for  men. 

In  1857,  Hon.  Salmon  P.  Chase,  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States,  then  governor  of  Ohio,  recommended  to  the  leg- 
islature a  constitutional  amendment  on  the  subject,  and  a  select  com- 
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mittec  of  the  senate  made  an  elaborate  report,  conoliiding  with  a  resola* 
lion  in  the  following  words : 

Beiolvedf  That  the  judiciary  committee  be  instructed  to  report  to  the  senate  a  bill 
to  submit  to  the  qnatified  electors,  at  the  next  general  election  for  senators  and  rep- 
resentatlTes,  an  amendment  to  the  constitution,  whereby  the  elective  franchise  shall 
be  extended  to  the  citizens  of  Ohio  fcithout  distinction  of  sex. 

During  the  same  year  a  similar  report  was  made  in  the  legislature  of 
Wisconsin.    From  the  report  on  that  subject  we  quote  the  following: 

We  believe  that  political  equality  will,  by  leading  the  thoughts  and  purposes  of  the 
sexes  to  a  just  degree  into  the  same  channel,  more  completely  carry  out  the  designs  of 
nature.  Woman  will  be  possessed  of  a  positive  power,  and  hoUow  compliments  will 
be  exchanged  for  weU-Krounded  respect,  when  we  see  ner  nobly  discharging  her  part 
in  the  great  intellectustl  and  moral  struggle  of  the  age  that  wait  their  solution  by  a 
direct  appeal  to  the  ballot-box.  Woman's  j^ower  is  at  present  poetical  and  unsub- 
stantial ;  let  it  be  practical  and  real.  There  is  no  reality  in  any  power  that  cannot  be 
coined  into  votes. 

The  effect  of  these  discussions  and  effoifs  has  been  the  gradual  ad- 
vancement of  public  sentiment  towards  conceding  the  right  of  suffrage 
without  distinction  of  sex.  In  the  Territories  of  Wyoming  and  Ut^, 
fall  suffrage  has  already  been  given.  In  regard  to  the  exercise  of  the 
right  in  the  Territory  of  Wyoming,  the  present  governor  of  that  Terri- 
tory- (Hon.  John  W.  Hoyt),  in  an  address  delivered  in  Philadelphia,  on 
the  3d  of  AprU,  of  the  present  year,  in  answer  to  a  question  as  to  the 
oi)eration  of  the  law,  said : 

First  of  all,  the  experience  of  Wyoming  has  shown  that  the  only  actual  trial  of 
woman  suffrage  hitherto  made — a  trial  made  in  a  new  country  where  the  conditions 
would  not  hapiien  to  have  been  exceptionable  favorable — has  produced  none  but  the 
most  desirable  results.  And  sorely  none  wiU  deny  that  in  such  a  matter  a  single 
ounce  of  exi>erience  is  worth  a  ton  of  ooi^eoture. 

But  since  it  may  be  claimed  that  the  sole  experiment  of  Wyoming  does  not  afford  a 
sufficient  gnaranty  of  general  expediency,  let  us  see  whether  reason  will  not  furnish 
a  like  answer.  The  great  majority  of  women  in  this  country  already  possess  sufficient 
intelligence  to  enable  them  to  vote  iudiciouslv  on  nearly  all  questions  of  aloeal 
nature.  I  think  this  will  be  conceded.  Secondly,  with  their  superior  quickness  of 
perception,  it  is  fair  to  assume  that  when  stimulated  by  a  demand  for  a  knowledge  of 
political  principles— such  a  demand  as  a  sense  of  the  responsibility  of  the  voter  would 
create — ^they  would  not  be  slow  in  rising  to  at  least  the  rather  low  level  at  present 
occupied  by  the  average  masculine  voter.  So  that,  viewing  the  subject  from  an 
intellectual  stand*point  merely,  such  fears  as  at  &r8t  spring  up  drop  away,  one  by  one, 
and  disappear. 

But  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  a  very  lari^o  proportion  of  questions  to  be  settled 
by  the  ballot,  both  those  of  principle  and  such  as  refer  to  candida^tes,  have  in  them  a 
moral  element  which  is  vital.  And  here  we  are  safer  with  the  bidlot  in  the  hands  of 
woman ;  for  her  keener  insight  and  truer  moral  sense  will  more  certainly  guide  her 
alight — and  not  her  alone,  but  also,  by  reflex  action,  all  whose  minds  are  oi>en  to  the 
innuence  of  her  example.  The  weight  of  this  answer  can  hardly  be  overestimated. 
In  my  judgment,  this  moral  consideration  far  more  thau  offsets  all  the  objections  that 
can  be  baMd  on  any  assumed  lack  of  an  intellectual  appreciation  of  the  row  questions 
almost  whoUy  commercial  and  economical. 

Last  of  all,  a  majority  of  questions  to  be  vote^l  on  touch  the  interests  of  woman  as 
they  do  those  of  man.  It  is  upon  her  finer  sensibilities,  her  purer  instincts,  and  her 
malenial  nature  that  the  results  of  immorality  and  vice  in  every  form  fall  with  more 
crushing  weight. 

A  criticism  has  been  made  upon  the  exercise  of  this  right  by  the 
women  of  Utah  that  the  plural  wives  in  that  Territory  are  under  the 
control  of  their  polygamous  husbands.  Be  that  as  it  may,  it  is  an  un- 
doubted fact  that  there  is  probably  no  city  of  equal  size  on  this  conti- 
nent where  there  is  less  disturbance  of  the  i)eace  or  where  the  citizen 
is  any  more  secure  in  his  person  or  property,  either  by  day  or  night, 
thau  in  the  city  of  Salt  LaKC.  A  qualified  right  of  suf&age  has  also 
been  given  to  women  in  Oregon,  Colorado,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  Kan- 
'sas,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Kentucky, 
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aud  Kew  York.  Of  the  operation  of  the  law  iu  the  last  named  State, 
the  governor  of  the  State,  in  a  message  to  the  legislature  on  the  12th 
May  last,  said: 

The  recent  law  making  women  eligible  as  school  trustees  has  produced  admirable 
results,  not  only  in  securing  the  election  of  many  of  them  as  trustees  of  schools,  but 
especially  in  elevating  the  qualifications  of  men  proposed  as  candidates  for  school 
boards,  and  also  in  stimulating  greater  Interest  in  tly)  management  of  schools  generally. 
The  effect  of  these  new  experiences  is  to  widen  the  influence  and  usefulness  of  women. 

So  well  satisfied  are  the  representatives  in  the  legislature  of  that  State 
with  these  results  that  the  assembly,  by  a  large  majority,  recently  passed 
to  a  third  reading  an  act  giving  the  fall  right  of  suffrage  to  women,  the 
passage  of  which  has  been  arrested  in  the  senate  by  an  opinion  of  the 
attorney-general  that  a  constitutional  amendment  is  necessaiy  to  ac- 
complish the  object. 

In  England  women  are  allowed  to  vote  at  all  municipal  elections  aud 
hold  the  office  of  guardian  oAthe  poor.  In  four  States,  Nebraska,  Indi- 
ana, Oregon,  and  Iowa,  propositions  have  passed  their  legislatures  aud 
are  now  [tending,  conferring  the  right  of  suffrage  upon  womeu. 

Notwithstanding  all  these  efforts,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  best  informed 
men  aud  women,  who  have  devoted  more  than  a  third  of  a  century  to 
the  consideration  and  discussion  of  the  subject,  that  an  amendment  to 
the  Federal  Constitution,  in  analogy  to  the  fifteenth  amendment  of  that 
instrument,  is  the  most  safe,  direct,  and  expeditious  mode  of  settling  the 
question.  It  is  the  question  of  the  enfranchisement  of  half  a  race  now 
denied  the  right,  and  that,  too,  the  most  favored  race  in  the  estimation  of 
those  who  deny  the  right.  Petitions,  from  time  to  time,  signed  by  many 
thousand  petitioners,  have  been  presented  to  Congress,  and  there  are 
now  upon  our  files  seventy-five  petitions  representing  eighteen  different 
States.  Two  years  ago  treble  the  number  of  petitions,  representing 
over  twenty-five  different  States,  were  presented. 

If  Congress  should  adopt  the  pending  resolution,  the  question  would 
go  before  the  intelligent  bodies  who  are  chosen  to  represent  the  people 
in  the  legislatures  of  the  various  States,  and  would  receive  a  more  en- 
lightened and  careful  consideration  than  if  submitted  to  the  masses  of 
the  male  population,  with  all  their  prejudices,  in  the  form  of  an  amend- 
ment to  the  constitution  of  the  several  States.  Besides,  such  an  amend- 
ment, if  adopted,  would  secure  that  uniformity  in  the  exetcise  of  the 
right  which  could  not  be  expected  by  action  from  the  several  States. 

We  think  the  time  has  arrived  for  the  submission  of  such  an  amend- 
ment to  the  legislatures  of  the  States.  We  know  the  ])rejudices  which 
the  movement  for  suffrage  to  all,  without  regard  to  sex,  had  to  encoun- 
ter from  the  very  outset,  prejudices  which  still  exist  in  the  minds  of 
many.  The  period  for  employing  the  weapons  of  ridicule  and  enmity 
has  not  yet  passed.  Now,  as  in  the  begining,  we  hear  appeals  to  preju- 
dice and  the  baser  passions  of  men.  The  anathema  ^*  woe  betide  the 
hand  which  plucks  the  wizard  beard  of  hoary  error"  is  yet  employeil 
to  deter  men  from  acting  upon  their  convictions  as  to  wliat  ought  to  be 
done  with  reference  to  this  great  question.  To  those  who  are  inclined 
to  cast  ridicule  ui)on  the  movement,  we  quote  the  answer  made  while 
one  of  the  early  conventions  was  iu  session  in  the  State  of  New  York : 

A  collection  of  women  arguing  for  political  rights  and  for  the  ]»rivilegos  usually  con- 
ceded only  to  the  other  sex  is  one  of  the  easiest  things  in  (he  world  to  make  fun  of. 
There  is  no  end  to  the  smart  speeches  aud  the  witty  remarks  that  may  be  made  on  the 
subject.  But  when  we  seriously  attempt  to  show  that  a  woman  who  pays  taxes  ought 
not  to  have  a  voice  in  the  manner  in  which  the  taxes  are  expended,  that  a  wquian 
whose  property  aud  liberty  and  person  are  controlled  by  the  laws,  should  have  no  ^ 
voice  in  framing  those  laws,  it  is  not  so  easy.     If  women  are  fit  to  rule  iu  the  mon- 
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archies,  it  is  difficult  to  say  why  they  are  not  qualified  to  vote  in  a  republic ;  nor  cfln 
there  be  greater  indelicacy  in  a  woman  going  up  to  the  ballot-box  than  there  is  in  a 
woman  opening  a  legislature  or  issuing  orders  to  an  army. 

To  all  who  are  more  serious  in  their  opposition  to  the  moTement,  we 
remind  them  of  the  worcln  of  Abraham  Lincoln : 

I  go  for  all  sharing  the  privileges  of  the  government  who  assist  in  bearing  its  bi  r- 
dens,  by  no  means  excluding  women. 

Of  Bishop  Simpson : 

I  believe  that  the  vices  in  our  large  cities  will  never  be  conquered  until  the  ballot 
is  put  into  the  hands  of  women. 

Of  the  Rev.  James  Freeman  Olark : 

I  do  not  think  our  politics  will  be  what  they  ought  to  be  till  women  art  legislators 
and  voters. 

Of  George  William  Curtis: 

Women  have  quite  as  much  interest  in  good  government  as  meui  and  I  have  never 
heard  or  read  of  any  satisfactory  reason  for  excluding  them  from  the  ballot-box ;  I 
have  no  more  doubt  of  their  ameliorating  influence  upon  politics  than  I  have  of  the 
influence  they  exert  every  whose  else. 

Of  Bishop  Gilbert  Haven : 

In  view  of  the  terrible  corruption  of  our  politics,  people  ask,  can  we  maintain  uni- 
versal suffrage  f  I  say  no,  not  without  women.  The  only  bcAr  garden  in  our  com* 
munity  is  the  town  meeting  and  the  caucus.  Why  is  tbist  Because  these  are  the 
only  places  at  which  women  are  not  present. 

Of  Governor  Long,  of  Massachusetts: 

I  repeat  my  conviction  of  the  right  of  woman  suffrage.  Itocause  suffrage  is  a  right 
and  not  a  grace  it  should  be  extended  to  women  who  bear  their  shar^  of  the  public 
cost,  and  who  have  the  same  interest  that  I  have  in  the  selection  of  its  officials,  and 
the  making  of  its  laws  which  affect  their  lives,  their  property,  and  their  happiness. 

Of  Herbert  Spencer : 

• 

However  much  the  giving  of  political  power  to  women  may  disagree  with  our 
notions  of  propriety,  we  conclude  that,  being  required  by  that  first  prerequisite  to 
greater  happiness,  the  law  of  equal  freedom,  such  a  concession  is  unquestionably 
right  and  gooil. 

And  of  Plato: 

In  the  administration  of  a  state,  neither  a  woman  as  a  woman,  nor  a  man  as  a  man 
has  any  special  functions,  but  the  gifts  are  equally  diffused  in  both  sexes.  Tlie  same 
opportunity  for  self-development  wnich  makes  man  a  good  guardian  will  make  woman 
a  good  guardian,  for  their  original  nature  is  the  same. 

It  has  become  a  custom,  almost  universal,  to  invite  and  to  welcome 
the  presence  of  women  at  political  assemblages,  to  listen  to  discussions 
upon  the  topics  involved  in  the  canvass.  Their  presence  has  done  much 
toward  the  elevation,  refinement,  and  freedom  from  insincerity  and 
hypocrisy  in  such  discussions.  Why  would  not  the  same  results  be 
wrought  out  by  their  presence  at  the  ballot-box  f  Wherever  the  right 
haa  been  exercised  by  law,  both  in  England  and  in  this  country,  such 
has  been  its  effect  in  the  conduct  of  elections. 

The  framers  of  our  system  of  government  embodied  in  the  Declaration 
of  Independence  the  statement  that  to  secure  the  rights  which  are 
therein  declared  to  be  inalienable  and  in  respect  to  which  all  men  are 
created  equal,  ^^governments  are  instituted  among  tnen  deriving  their  just 
powers  from  the  consent  of  the  governed.^  The  system  of  repreaentative 
government  they  inaugurated  can  only  be  maintained  and  perpetuated 
by  allowing  all  citizens  to  give  that  consent  through  the  medium  of  the 
ballot-box;  the  only  mode  in  whicli  the  "  consent  of  the  governed ''  can 
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be  obtaiued.  To  deny  to  one^half  of  the  citizens  of  the  republic  all 
participation  in  framing  the  laws  by  which  they  are  to  be  governed, 
simply  on  account  of  their  sex,  is  political  despotism  to  those  who  are 
excluded,  and  ^<  taxation  without  representation"  to  such  of  them  as 
have  property  liable  to  taxation.  Their  investiture  with  separate 
estates  leads,  logically  and  necessarily,  to  their  right  to  the  ballot  as 
the  only  means  afforded  them  for  the  protection  of  their  property,  as  it 
is  the  only  means  of  their  full  protection  in  the  enjoyment  of  the  im- 
measurably greater  right  to  life  and  liberty.  To  be  governed  without 
such  consent  is  a  clear  denial  of  a  right  declared  to  be  inalienable. 

It  is  said  that  the  majority  of  women  do  not  desire  and  would  not 
exercise  the  right,  if  acknowledged*  The  assertion  rests  in  ooi\jecture. 
In  ordinary  elections  multitudes  of  men  do  not  exercise  the  right.  It  is 
only  in  extraordinary  cases,  and  when  their  interests  and  patriotism  are 
appealed  to,  that  male  voters  are  with  unanimity  found  at  the  polls. 
It  would  doubtless  be  the  same  with  women.  In  the  exceptional  in- 
stances in  which  the  exercise  of  the  right  has  been  permitted  they  have 
engaged  with  zeal  in  every  important  canvass.  Even  if  the  statement 
were  founded  in  fact,  it  furnishes  no  argument  in  favor  of  excluding 
women  from  the  exercise  of  the  franchise.  It  is  the  denial  of  the  right  ^ 
whieh  they  complain.  There  are  multitudes  of  men  whose  vote  can  tie 
purchased  at  an  election  for  the  smallest  and  most  trifling  consideration. 
Yet  all  such  would  spurn  with  scorn  and  unutterable  contempt,  a  propo- 
sition to  purchase  their  right  to  vote^  and  no  consideration  would  be 
deemed  an  equivalent  for  such  a  surrender.  Women  are  more  sensitive 
upon  this  question  than  men.  and  so  long  as  this  right,  deemed  by  them 
to  be  sacred,  is  denied,  so  long  the  agitation  which  has  marked  the 
progress  of  this  contest  thus  far  will  be  continued. 

Entertaining  these  views,  your  committee  rei>ort  back  the  proi)osed 
resolution  without  amendment  for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate,  and 
recommend  its  passage. 

E.  G.  LAPHAM. 

T.  M.  PEEEY. 

H.  W.  BLAIE. 

The  Constitution  is  wisely  conservative  in  the  provision  for  it«  own 
amendment.  It  is  eminently  proper  that  whenever  a  large  number  of 
the  people  have  indicated  a  desire  for  an  amendment,  the  judgment 
of  the  amending  power  should  be  consulted.  In  view  of  the  extensive 
agitation  of  the  question  of  woman  suffrage,  and  the  numerous  and  re- 
spectable petitions  that  have  been  presented  to  Congress  in  it«  support, 
I  unite  with  the  committee  in  recommending  that  the  proposed  amend- 
ment be  submitted  to  the  States. 

H.  B.  ANTHONY. 
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Mr.  G-EORaE,  from  the  Go^ninittee  on  Woman  Suifrage,  submitted  the 

following 

VIEWS    OF   THE    MINORITY. 

[Tu  accompany  joint  resolution  S.  R.  60.] 

The  undersigned  are  unable  to  concur  in  the  report  of  the  majority 
recommending  the  adoption  of  the  joint  resolution  proposing  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  for  reasons  which  they 
will  now  proceed  to  stat«. 

j||We  do  not  base  our  dissent  upon  any  ground  having  relation  to  the 
expediency  or  inexpediency  of  vesting  in  women  the  right  to  vote. 
Hence  we  shall  not  discuss  the  very  grave  and  important  social  and 
political  questions  which  have  arisen  from  the  agitation  to  admit  to 
equal  political  rights  the  women  of  our  country,  and  to  impose'  on  them 
the  burden  of  discharging,  equally'  with  men,  political  and  public  duties. 

Whether  so  radical  a  change  in  our  political  and  social  system  would 
advance  the  happiness  and  welfare  of  the  American  people,  considered 
as  a  whole,  without  distinction  of  sex,  is  a  question  on  which  there  is  a 
marked  disagreement  among  the  most  enlightened  and  thoughtful  of 
both  sexes.  Its  solution  involves  considerations  so  intimately  pert.ain- 
ing  to  all  the  relations  of  social  and  private  life — the  family  circle— the 
status  of  women  as  wives,  mothers,  daughters,  and  companions  to  the 
functions  in  private  and  public  life  which  they  ought  to  perform,  and 
their  ability  and  willingness  to  perform  them — the  harmony  and  stability 
of  marriage,  and  the  division  of  the  labors  and  cares  of  that  union — 
that  we  are  convinced  that  the  proper  and  safe  discussion  and  weighing 
of  them  would  be  best  secured  by  deliberations  in  the  separate  commu- 
nities which  have  so  deep  an  interest  in  the  rightful  solution  of  this 
grave  question. 

Great  organic  changes  in  government,  especially  when  they  involve, 
as  this  proposed  change  does,  a  revolution  in  the  modes  of  life,  long- 
standing habits,  and  the  most  sacred  domestic  relations  of  the  people, 
should  result  only  upon  the  demand  of  the  people,  who  are  to  be  afiected 
by  them.  Such  changes  should  originate  with,  and  be  molded  and  guided 
in  their  operation  and  extenj  by,  the  people  themselves.  They  should 
neither  precede  their  demand  for  them,  nor  be  delayed  in  opposition  to 
their  clearly  expressed  wishes.  Their  happiness,  their  welfare,  their  ad- 
vancement, are  the  sole  objects  of  the  institution  of  government;  of  these 
they  are  not  only  the  best  but  they  are  the  exclusive  judges.  They  have 
commissioned  us  to  exercise  for  their  good  the  great  powers  which  they 
have  intrusted  to  us  by  their  letter  of  attorney,  the  Constitution ;  not  to 
assume  to  ourselves  a  superior  wisdom,  or  usurp  a  guardianship  over 
them,  dictating  reforms  not  demanded  by  them,  and  attempting  to  grasp 
power  not  granted. 
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The  organization  of  our  political  institations  is  such  that  the  great  mass 
of  the  powers  of  government,  the  proj^er  exercise  of  which  so  deeply  con- 
cerns the  welfare  of  the  people,  is  left  to  the  States  respectively,  or  to  the 
X>e6ple.  In  that  depository,  the  will  of  the  people  is  most  easily  and 
certainly  ascertained,  and  the  exercise  of  power  more  directly  under  their 
control  and  guidance.  Our  free  iustitutious  have  had  their  great  devel- 
opment and  excellence,  and  owe  their  stability  and  beneficent  opera- 
tion, more  to  causes  growing  out  ot,  and  connected  with,  the  direct  exer- 
cise of  the  power  of  the  people  in  local  self-government  than  to  all  other 
causes  combined.  Recent  events,  though  tending  strongly  to  centrali- 
zation, have  not  destroyed  nor  impaired  in  the  public  mind  the  ines- 
timable value  of  local  self-government.  Among  the  powers  which  have 
hitherto  been  esteemed  as  most  essential  to  the  public  welfare,  is  the 
power  of  the  States  to  regulate,  each  for  itself,  their  domestic  institu- 
tions in  their  own  way;  and  among  those  institutions  none  have  been 
preserved  by  the  States  with  greater  jealousy  than  their  absolute  con- 
trol over  marriage  and  the  relation  between  the  sexes. 

Another  power  of  the  States,  deemed  by  the  people  when  they  assented 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  most  essential  to  its  perpetuation 
and  the  public  welfare,  was  tlie  right  of  each  State  for  itself  to  determine 
the  qualifications  of  electors.  Whereverthe  Federal  Constitution  speaks 
of  elections  for  a  Federal  ot!k*<e,  it  adopts  the  qualifications  for  electors 
prescribed  by  the  State  in  which  the  election  is  to  be  held. 

Nor  has  this  fundamental  rule  been  dei)arted  from  in  the  Fifteenth 
Amendment.  That  impairs  it  only  to  the  extent  that  race,  color,  or  pre- 
vious condition  of  servitude  shall  not  be  made  a  ground  of  exclusion  from 
the  right, of  suffrage.  In  all  else  that  pertains  to  the  qualifications  of 
electors  the  absolute  will  of  the  State  prevails.  This  amendment  was 
inserted  from  considerations  which  pertain  to  no  other  part  of  the  ques- 
tion of  sultrage.  The  negro  race  had  been  recently  emancipated  ;  it  was 
supposed  that  the  aiitagom'sm  between  then)  and  their  old  masters  and 
the  prejudice  of  race  would  be  such  as  to  obstruct  the  equal  enjoyment 
of  the  rights  of  freedom  conferred  by  the  national  forces,  and  would  pre- 
vent the  white  race  of  the  South  from  admitting  the  netrrorace,  however 
deserving  it  might  be,  to  equal  political  piivileges.  And,  moreover,  it 
was  deemed  by  the  North  a  point  of  honor  that,  having  conferred  free- 
dom on  the  negro,  he  should  be  provided  with  the  right  of  suffrage. 

None  of  these  considerations  a])ply  in  the  i)reseMt  case.  It  is  not 
pretended  that  any  such  antagonism  ( r  prejudice  exists  between  the 
sexes.  It  is  not  pretended  that  women  liave  been  redeemed  from  an 
intolerable  slavery  by  the  power «  f  the  government.  It  is  not  pretended 
that  the  sex  in  whose  hands  is  the  political  power  of  the  States  are  un- 
willing, from  any  cause,  to  do  full  justice  to  the  other ;  for  it  is  conceded 
that  if  the  proposed  amendment  should  be  adopted,  its  incorporation 
into  the  Constitution  must  resnlt  from  the  voluntary  action  of  that  sex 
in  whom  is  vested  this  political  power.  No  good  reason  has  been  given 
why  the  Congi^ess  of  the  United  States  should  force  or  even  hasten  the 
States  into  such  action,  and  no  such  reason  can  be  given  without  a  re- 
versal of  the  theories  on  which  our  free  institutions  are  based. 

The  history  given  by  the  majority,  of  the  legislation  of  the  several 
States  in  relation  to  the  rights  of  persons  and  property  of  married 
women  showing  as  it  does  a  steady  advance  in  the  abolition  of  their  com- 
mon-law disabilities,  conclusivel^Mlemoustrates  that  this  question  maybe 
safely  left  for  solution  where  it  now  is  and  has  always  hitherto  belonged. 
The  public  mind  is  now  being  agitated  in  many  of  the  States  as  to  the 
rights  of  women,  not  only  as  to  suffrage,  but  as  to  their  engaging  in 
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varions  employments  from  which  they  have  hitherto  been  excluded. 
This  exclasion  from  certain  employments  has  not  been  the  result  of 
municipal  but  of  social  laws — the  strongest  of  all  human  regulations. 
As  these  social  laws  have  been  modified,  so  the  sphere  of  woman's  activi- 
ties and  usefulness  has  been  enlarged.  These  social  laws  are  in  the 
main  the  groundwork  of  the  exclusion  of  women  from  the  right  of 
sufl^age.  In  the  establishment  of  these  laws,  as  in  their  modification, 
women  themselves  have  even  a  greater  influence  than  men.  Their  dis- 
ability to  vote  is,  therefore,  self-imposed ;  when  they  shall  will  other- 
wise, it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  the  disability  will  no  longer  exist. 
If  in  the  future  it  shall  be  found  that  these  laws  deny  a  right  to  women 
the  enjoyment  of  which  they  desire,  and  for  the  exercise  of  which  they 
are  qualified,  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  they  will  give  way.  If,  on  the 
contrary,  neither  of  these  shall  be  discovered,  it  will  happen  that  the 
exclusion  of  suf&age  will  not  be  considered  as  a  denial  of  a  right,  but 
as  an  exemption  granted  to  women  from  cares  and  burdens  which  a 
tender  and  affectionate  regard  for  womanhood  refuses  to  cast  on  them. 
We  are  convinced,  therefore,  that  the  best  mode  of  disi)Osing  of  the 
question  is  to  leave  its  solution  to  that  power  most  amenable  to  the  in- 
fluences and  usages  of  society  in  which  women  have  so  large  and  so 
potential  a  share,  confident  that  at  no  distant  day  a  right  result  will  be 
reached  in  each  State  which  will  be  satisfactory  to  both  sexes  and  per- 
fectly consistent  with  the  welfare  and  happiness  of  the  people.  Cer- 
tainly this  must  be  so  if  the  people  themselves,  the  source  and  founda- 
tion of  all  political  power,  are  capable  of  self-government. 

At  two  of  its  meetings  the  committee  listened  with  great  pleasure  to 
several  eminent  ladies  who  appeared  before  it  as  advocates  of  the  pro- 
posed amendment.  At  none  of  the  meetings  of  the  committee,  includ- 
ing that  at  which  the  members  voted  on  the  pro])osed  amendment,  was 
there  any  discussion  of  this  important  subject;  none  was  asked  for  or 
desired  by  any  member  of  the  committee,  and  the  vote  was  taken. 

The  reports  of  the  majority  and  of  the  minority  of  the  committee  are 
therefore  to  be  construed  only  as  the  individual  opinions  of  the  members 
who  respectively  concur  in  them.  Thej^  are  in  no  sense  to  be  treated  as 
the  judgment  of  a  deliberative  body  charged  with  the  examination  of 
this  important  subject. 

The  foregoing  leads  us  to  but  one  recommendation:  that  the  commit- 
tee should  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject, 
that  the  resolution  raising  it  be  rescinded,  and  that  the  proposed  amend- 
ment be  rejected. 

J.  Z.  GEOEGB. 

HOWELL  E.  JACKSON. 

JAMES  G.  FAIR. 
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Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  23:35.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSj  to  whom  uf^ds  referred  the  bill  (JET.  B.  2335) 
granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Nicholas  W.  Barnett,  having  consid- 
ered the  same^  respectfully  report: 

The  claimant  (sergeant  Company  I,  Twenty-fifth  Indiana  Volunteers)  is 
pensioned  at  the  rate  of  $18  per  month  for  loss  of  left  arm.  His  pension 
was  granted  July  27,  1865.  He  applied  for  increase  June  16,  1880, 
alleging  catarrh  of  the  nose  and  ear,  which  he  says  has  resulted  in  the 
loss  of  the  sense  of  smell  and  impairment  of  his  sense  of  hearing.  His 
application  was  rejected,  December  1, 1880,  upon  the  ground  that  the 
catarrh,  even  if  ratable  (not  being  so  in  the  opinion  of  the  medical 
reviewer),  was  not  shown  by  medical  or  record  evidence  to  have  existed 
in  service  or  at  discharge. 

Certificate  of  examining  surgeon,  filed  July  10, 1880,  says,  "there  is 
slight  nasal  catarrh,"  which  disability  he  rates  at  $2  per  month.  The 
affidavit  of  his  family  physician  treats  it  as  more  serious,  and  certifies 
that  the  hearing  of  one  ear  is  almost  destroyed  by  his  catarrh.  There 
is  no  record  evidence  of  his  treatment  for  catarrh  while  in  service.  He 
alleges  that  it  commenced  in  1861,  but,  if  so,  it  was  not  of  sufficient 
consequence  to  impair  his  service  or  to  prevent  his  re-enlistment  in  1864. 
The  committee  have  had  no  additional  evidence  produced,  and  the  case 
appears  to  have  been  fully  and  carefully  considered  in  the  Pension  Office, 
and  no  reason  exists  for  overruling  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner. 

The  committee  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

1st  SeHsion.       )  (  No.  688. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June,  5,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1142.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8. 1142)  granU 
ing  a  pension  to  Mary  F.  WiU^  having  had  the  same  under  oonsiderationy 
respectfully  report : 

Samnel  Wilt  was  a  second  lieutenant  in  Company  A,  First  Maryland 
Volunteers,  in  the  Mexican  war,  where  he  contracted  disease  for  which 
he  was  pensioned.  At  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion  he  was  made 
captain  of  Company  D,  Twelfth  Pennsylvania  Beserves^  August  10, 
1861,  and  was  mustered  out  of  service  December  5, 1861,  ror  disability, 
under  section  10  of  the  act  of  July  22, 1861,  upon  the  adverse  report  of 
an  examining  board.  He  died  of  consumption  May  3, 1863.  The  peti- 
tioner now  enjoys  a  pension  as  the  widow  of  a  second  lieutenant,  and 
asks  that  it  may  be  increased  to  tlie  pension  of  a  captain's  widow,  alleg- 
ing that  his  service  as  captain  in  the  late  war  caused  the  consumption 
of  which  he  died.  She  has  made  no  application  to  the  Pension  Office, 
and  fiimishes  no  medical  evidence  that  his  death  was  traceable  to  his 
service  while  captain  as  aforesaid. 

The  committee  recommend  the  indefinite  posti)onement  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Repobt 

1st  Session.       J  \  No.  689. 


JN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  billH.  R.  1543.] 

The  Committee  an  Pensions j  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (JJ.  12. 1543) 
granting  a  pension  to  Albert  0.  Millerj  have  had  the  same  under  consid- 
eration, and  respectfully  report: 

Albert  O.  Miller  was  a  seaman  in  the  United  States  Navy:  enlisted 
September  3, 1864,  and  was  discharged  September  4, 1865.  He  partici- 
pated in  the  capture  of  Fort  Fisher  January  15, 1864.  He  filed  an  ap- 
plication for  a  pension  February  9, 1874,  alleging  that  in  consequence 
of  having  been  drenched  with  the  surf  and  obliged  to  remain  on  the 
beach  all  night  at  the  time  of  the  capture  of  Fort  Fisher,  he  suffered  a 
severe  attack  of  neuralgia  and  rheumatism,  and  that  he  has  never  re- 
covered from  the  same;  and  that  paralysis,  blindness,  and  total  help- 
lessness have  resulted  therefrom. 

His  application  was  rejected  for  the  reason  that  he  was  unable  to 
prove  that  his  disability  was  due  to  his  service  in  the  Navy.  No  record 
of  disability  is  to  be  found,  and  the  claimant  has  been  unable  to  find 
his  commanding  officers  or  comrades,  their  residences  being  unknown. 
His  soundness  at  the  time  of  his  enlistment  is  well  established ;  and 
medical  treatment  for  the  disability  alleged  is  shown  to  have  been  con- 
tinuous from  the  time  of  his  discharge  till  now.  A  special  agent  de- 
tailed to  cross-examine  the  claimant  reports  that  he  is  satisfied  of  his 
honesty  and  integrity.  His  truthfulness,  good  character,  and  relia;bility 
are  certified  to  by  Judge  Mercer,  of  the  supreme  court  of  Pennsylvania^ 
who  recommends  him  as  worthy  of  government  aid. 

Upon  an  examination  of  the  case  the  committee  are  satisfied  that  the 
disability  of  the  claimant  originated,  as  claimed  by  him,  in  the  service 
and  in  the  line  of  duty,  and  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill.. 


47th  Congeess,  >  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

1st  Seision.       ]  \  No.  690. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1796.] 

The  Committee  on  PensianSy  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  {8. 1796) /or  the 
relief  of  Elizabeth  E.  SpottSj  having  considered  the  same,  make  the  fol- 
lowing report: 

Bear- Admiral  James  H.  Spotts  died  in  service  March  9, 1882|  from 
disease  traceable  to  his  service,  after  forty-five  years'  active  and  faith- 
ful service.  The  claimant  is  his  widow,  and  is  left  without  adequate 
means  of  support  for  herself  and  son. 

Congress  has  by  special  act  granted  pensions  at  the  rate  of  $50  per 
month  to  widows  of  naval  officers  of  lugh  rank,  where  the  services  of 
the  deceased  had  been  long  and  faithful,  and  where  the  widow's  cir- 
cumstances were  necessitous.  This  case  being  similar  to  those  in 
which  such  pensions  have  been  granted,  the  passage  of  the  bill  is 
recommended,  with  an  amendment,  striking  out  all  after  the  word  <<  the  " 
in  line  7  and  inserting  the  words  ^^ passage  of  this  act." 


»       47th  Congbess,  )  SENATE.  /  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.      )  \  No.  691. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JUNB  5, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1437.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSy  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8, 1437)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Amos  Chapman^  having  nod  the  same  under  consider  a- 
tion^  respectfully  report: 

That  Amos  Chapman  was  employed  as  scont  and  guide  for  the  ^^  In- 
dian Territory  Expedition,"  commanded  by  Colonel  and  Brevet  Major- 
Qenend  N.  A.  Miles,  U.  S.  A. 

pn  the  12th  of  September,  1874,  while  he  and  five  others  were  con- 
veying ofBicial  dispatches  fft)m  a  camp  of  the  expedition  on  McCIellan 
Creek,  Texas,  to  Camp  Supply,  Indian  Territory,  they  were  met,  attacke<l, 
and  surrounded  near  the  Washita  Biver,  Texas,  by  a  force  of  125  hostile 
Kiowas  and  Comanches,  whom  they  fought  so  stubbornly  as  to  compel 
them  to  abandon  the  attack. 

During  this  fight  Amos  Chapman  received  a  wound  that  rendered  the 
amputation  of  his  leg  uecessary^. 

The  above  statement  is  certified  to  by  the  ofiicers  of  the  command  in 
which  he  served,  to  wit: 

Nelson  A.  Miles,  colonel  Fifth  Infantry,  commanding  Indian  Territory 
expedition ; 

C.  C.  Comptou,  major  Sixth  Cavalry,  commanding  battalion^ 

G.  W.  Baird,  first  lieutenant  and  adjutant.  Fifth  Infantry; 

Frank  D.  Baldwin,  first  lieutenant.  Fifth  Infantry,  and  chief  of  scouts; 

Dr.  Cieary,  post  surgeon,  IT.  S.  A.,  Camp  Supply; 
who  also  recommend  that  a  pension  be  granted  him  in  recognition  of 
his  heroic  services  and  valuable  assistance  to  the  Army. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  Congress  has  heretofore  in  several  instances 
parsed  special  acts  granting  pensions  to  scouts  suffering  disability  from 
wounds  received  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty  and  under  onlers  of 
Army  ofiicers,  the  committee  recommend  tlie  passage  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congbess,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepoet 

1st  Session.       J  )  No.  692. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  od  Pensious,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1336.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  (JJ.  JS.  1336) 
granting  a  pension  to  Elisa  A.  Murray,  dependent  mother  of  Dtoight  U. 
Murray,  having  carefully  considered  the  saine,  make  the  following  report: 

That  the  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  have  embraced  the 
facts  in  their  report  made  the  present  session,  which  are  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Peusione,  to  whom  toae  referred  tha  bill  -(  ff,  R.  1336)  granting  a 
pension  to  Elisa  A,  Murray ,  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  beg  leave  to  sub- 
mil  the  following  report: 

The  committee  tind,  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  on  file  in  the  original  pen- 
sion claim  at  the  Pension  Office,  that  the  petitioner  is  the  mother  of  D wight  E.  Mur- 
ray, who  was  a  private  in  the  Ninth  Ohio  Battery,  and  who  was  killed  while  in  the 
service ;  that  he  enlisted  October  11, 18H1,  and  died  September  17, 1863.  The  mother's 
application  was  filed  November  10,  1878,  and  was  rejected  by  the  Pension  Office 
August  6, 1879,  on  the  ground  that  the  soldier  at  the  time  he  was  killed  was  not  in  the 
line  of  duty. 

The  evidence  in  the  case  shows  the  dependence  of  the  mother  upon  the  soldier  and 
his  contribntions  to  her  support.  The  Adjutant-GeneraUs  report  in  the  case  reports 
htm  absent  without  leave  since  September  17, 1883,  supposed  to  have  been  captured 
by  guerrillas.  He  was  afterwards  marked  as  a  deserter  on  subsequent  rolls.  The  evi- 
dence of  officers  and  comrades  on  file  in  the  case  shows  that  the  soldier  with  one  or 
two  comrades  started  out  with  the  implied  permission  of  their  officers  upon  a  foraging 
expedition  while  the  company  was  encamped  hear  TuUahoma,  Tenn. ;  that  while  out 
upon  such  an  expedition  they  were  killed  by  bushwhackers,  their  bodies  found,  but 
no  record  made  of  their  death  on  the  company  rolls.  Lieutenant  Cowles,  of  the  com- 
pany, states  that  the  soldier  came  to  his  tent  with  one  John  Wilson,  a  comrade,  and 
said  they  were  going  foraging  in  the  country.  The  officer  further  states  that  he 
loaned  to  the  deceased  soldier  nis  revolver  and  that  they  took  with  them  two  good 
horses.  Comrades  of  the  deceased  soldier  state  that  they  had  personal  knowledge  of 
the  deceased  and  his  comrade  Wilson  starting  out  on  the  foraging  hunt,  and  that  it 
was  with  the  implied  permission  of  their  officers;  that  such  permission  had  been 
aUowed  to  the  men  of  the  command  very  frequently,  and  that  they  did  not  deem  it 
any  transgression  of  orders,  inasmuch  as  their  absence  was  with  the  full  knowledge  of 
the  officers  of  the  company.  They  further  show  that  the  soldier  was  killed  while  on 
this  expedition,  having  been  shot  by  bushwhackers  or  guerrillas  with  whom  the  im- 
mediate country  was  infested. 

Your  committee  are  not  satisfied  from  the  evidence  as  to  how  the 
soldier  met  his  death,  but  the  evidence  on  file  is  conclusive  that  he  did 
not  meet  his  death  in  line  of  duty,  as  the  affiants  in  the  case  confess 
that  death  resulted  from  a  foraging  expedition.  Your  committee  are  of 
the  opinion  that  it  would  be  exceedingly  injudicious  to  go  outside  of  the 
general  rule  in  these  cases,  and  therefore  report  the  bill  (H.  R.  1336) 
back  with  the  recommendation  that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

O 


47th  Congress,  j  SENATE.  i  Report 

l8t  Session.      f  \  No.  693. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ghilgott,  from  the  Gommittee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8. 1264.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 1264)  to- in- 
crease ihe pension  of  Joseph  y.  Abbey,  having  carefully  examined  the  samcj 
make  thefollotcing  report: 

That  Joseph  N.  Abbey  was  mastered  into  service  as  a  second  lieu- 
tenant in  Company  G,  One  hundred  and  twelfth  Pennsylvania  Volun- 
teers, January  8, 1862,  and  was  promoted  to  the  rank  of  Captain  Novem- 
ber 25,  1862.  The  Adjutant-General's  OfiBice  files  in  evidence  a  sur- 
geon's certificate,  dated  ^^  Chax>el  Springs  Hospital,  Fort  Saratoga,  D. 
C.,  March  1, 1864,"  recommending  said  Abbey  for  a  leave  of  absence,  in 
which  the  surgeon  says : 

He  has  carefully  and  repeatedly  examined  this  officer  during  the  last  year,  and 
finds  that  he  has  liad  frequent  attacks  of  malarial  fever,  complicated  with  pleuritic 
and  neuralgic  pain.  He  is  seldom  free  from  pain  from  the  latter  complaints,  and, 
owing  to  freauent  attacks  of  the  former,  their  combined  influence  has  unfitted  him 
for  duty  mucn  of  the  time.  The  post  at  which  his  battery  is  serving  is  especially 
tainted  with  malaria,  and,  in  my  opinion,  unless  he  is  permanently  removed  from  it, 
be  will  never  recover. 

On  this  certificate  said  Abbey  was  allowed  a  sick  leave.  The  return 
for  May,  1864,  reports  him  "absent,  sick  at  Washington,  D.  C,  since 
May  27, 1864."  On  November  2, 1864,  he  was  honorably  discharged  on 
account  of  physical  disability.  A  transcript  from  the  records  of  the 
Surgeon-General's  Office  reports : 

Captain  Abbey,  Company  K,  One  hundred  and  twelfth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers, 
was  treated  at  P.  H.,  Fort  Saratoga,  D.  C,  as  follows:  February  23,  1833,  for  furun- 
cuius:  March  25  to  30,  1863,  for  diarrhcsa;  June  17, 1863,  for  dysentery  and  di^irrhcea; 
July  I  to  7,  1863,  for  dysentery;  September  23,  1863,  for  intermittent  fever;  October 
1  to  9, 186!^,  for  typho-malarial  fever;  November  6  to  21,  1863  (when  furloughed  for 
thirty  days),  for  quartan  int.  fever  and  plenrodymia;  and  January  25,  1884,  for  rheu- 
loatinm.  He  was  admitted  to  treatment  by  the  attendant  surgeou  of  volunteer  officers 
at  Washington,  D.  C,  May  23,  1864,  for  acute  dysentery,  and  detailed  on  C.  M.  June  10. 

John  G.  Moore,  in  an  affidavit  filed  December  30, 1879,  states  that  he 
has  kuown  claimant  since  1859,  and  knows  that  at  the  time  of  enlistment 
he  was  a  sound  man;  that  he  visited  said  Abbey  when  he  was  sick  at 
(Jamp  Lincoln,  Virginia,  and  that  during  the  entire  period  intervening 
from  date  of  discharge  to  the  present  time  he  has  been  suffering  with 
disease  of  the  liver  and  spleen,  and  has  not  been  able  to  perform  manual 
labor. 

Capt.  11.  M.  Gomedie,  in  an  affidavit,  swears  that  claimant  was 
sound  at  time  of  enlistment,  and  contracted  intermittent  fever  at  Fort 
Lincoln,  Virginia,  April  1, 1863;  that  during  every  fall  and  spring  while 


2  JOSEPH    N.    ABBEY. 

he  remained  in  the  service  he  suffered  from  like  attacks  of  said  fever, 
and  was  subsequently  discharged  on  account  of  same. 

jMrs.  Hannah  Turner  and  Henry  C.  Ford  make  affidavit  that  at  diflFer- 
ent  intervals  during  the  whole  period  intervening  between  the  spring  of 
1865  and  fall  of  1876,  the  said  Abbey  received  more  or  less  treatment 
(medical)  from  Dr.  Wm.  M.  Tanner — now  deceased — ^for  enlarged  liver 
and  spleen,  as  a  result  of  malarial  fever  contracted  in  the  Army. 

Dr.  Townsend,  who  took  medical  charge  of  claimant  in  January,  1877, 
makes  an  affidavit  that  he  treated  claimant  for  enlarged  liver  and  spleen 
until  October  15, 1877,  and  that  said  Abbey  was  not  able  to  perform 
labor  during  that  time. 

Dr.  Wm.  A.  Hammond,  in  a  statement  dated  November  25, 1879,  says 
claimant  has  been  under  his  charge  for  the  past  six  months  for  locomotor 
ataxia,  &c.  Upon  this  and  other  medical  testimony  the  said  Abbey  was 
pensioned  January  23, 1880,  at  the  rate  of  $15  per  month,  to  date  from 
November  3,  1864,  for  effects  of  malarial  poisoning.  This  pension  was 
aftei-wards  increased  to  $24  per  month,  to  date  from  November  26, 1879, 
which  pension  the  said  Abbey  now  receives.  There  is  in  evidence  an 
affidavit  made  by  said  J.  N.  Abbey  the  26th  of  November,  1881,  in  which 
he  says  that — 

He  has  for  the  past  six  and  oue-half  years  been  so  totally  disabled  that  he  was  on- 
able  to  perform  any  manual  labor ;  and,  moreoTer,  his  physical  condition  has,  during 
that  tinie,  been  such  that  he  was,  and  is,  compelled  to  Keep  a  body-servant  to  render 
him  personal  aid  and  attendance. 

An  affidavit  in  evidence,  made  by  Dr.  Hamilton,  of  Philadelphia,  Penn- 
sylvania, March  7, 1882,  states: 

I  have  known  Capt.  Joseph  N.  Abbey  for  the  past  three  years,  during  M'hich  tim 
he  has  required  my  constant  attention  as  medical  adviser,  with  the  exoeption  of  » 
period  of  three  months,  which  was  spent  under  the  care  of  another  practitioner.  Upon 
taking  charge  of  the  case  I  made  a  thorough  examination,  with  the  following  result: 
skin,  pulse,  and  temperature,  normal;  viOiCnt  and  stupefying  pains  in  the  occiput, 
accompanied  with  severe  attacks  of  vertigo,  faintsess,  and  extreme  prostration ;  almost 
daily  there  occurred  violent  spasmodic  action  of  the  muscles  of  the  throat  and  neck, 
with  a  sense  of  impending  suffocation ;  sound  of  heart,  normal,  but  the  organ  very 
irritable ;  severe  attacks  of  neuralgia  of  the  chest  and  of  the  stomach.  There  was  con- 
siderable enlargement  of  the  spleen,  with  constant  Pftin ;  also  enlargement  of  the 
liver,  with  prostration  of  its  function:  constipation  and  great  weakoese,  and 
numoness  in  the  lower  extremities.  Tne  svmptoms  above  enumerated  at  times 
became  aggravated  to  such  a  degree  that  for  two  or  three  consecutive  days  at 
a  time  he  was  confined  to  his  bed,  but  owing  to  the  force  of  his  indomitable  win 
almost  every  day  he  has  been  conveyed  to  his  office,  iirequently  in  a  condition  of  the 
most  intense  agony.  During  the  time  in  which  he  has  been  undef  my  care  I  have 
been  able  to  relieve  the  attacks  at  intervals,  but  the  general  condition  of  prostration 
and  suffering  still  continues.  The  patient  at  ^^resent  requires  the  care  and  watobf^il- 
fulness  of  a  competent  nurse.  Knowing  that  his  means  were  limited,  I  have  not  here- 
tofore insisted  upon  the  procuring  of  such  a  person,  but  now  deem  it  of  the  most  par- 
amount importance.  The  case  of  Captain  Abbey  is  one  that  commends  itself  to  the 
favorable  consideration  of  those  whose  duty  it  is  to  provide  for  the  soldiers  who  have 
lost  their  health  in  battling  for  the  welfare  of  their  country.  The  cause  of  the  pres- 
ent fearful  suffering  of  Captain  Abbey  is  exposure  to  malarial  influences  while  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States. 

Dr.  Samael  Cleveland  makes  affidavit  that  he  has  treated  Joseph  N. 
Abbey,  and — 

Found  eiilargement  of  liver  and  spleen,  which  we  are  accustomed  to  recognize  as 
malarial ;  profound  disturbances  of  nervous  centers ;  cerebral — involving  pains  of  al- 
most every  kind  and  paretic  conditions,  transitory,  but  foUowin^f;  in  rapid  succession  ; 
cardiac— involving  true  angina  aud  solar,  creating  gastric  inability. 

Dr.  Cleveland  further  says: 

That  the  condition  of  Joseph  N.  Abbey,  while  under  his  treatment,  rendered  him 
wholly  unfit  for  any  labor  from  a  physical  standpoint,  though  his  will  has  c&rried 
hiui  by  intervals  through  necessary  work,  greatly  to  his  physical  detriment. 
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AVilliam  C.  Ewing  makes  an  affidavit  to  Abbey's  condition,  and  says: 

Ever  since  I  became  familiar  with  hisevery-day  life  I  declare  that  I  have  not  known 
him  to  enjov  an  hour's  release  from  pain  or  disability  during  that  period.  I  also  de- 
clare that  since  my  personal  acquaintance  with  him  he  has  not  been  in  a  condition  to 
perform  any  manual  labor,  but  he  has  had  to  depend  entirely  for  what  he  could  earn 
upon  brain  work. 

There  are  on  file  numerous  other  important  affidavits  to  the  effect 
that  he  was  sound,  physically,  at  the  time  of  his  enlistment,  that  he  is 
now  unable  to  perform  physical  labor,  and  has  in  constant  attendance 
upon  him  a  nurse,  and  in  addition  to  this  has  the  extraordinary  expense 
of  being  conveyed  to  and  from  the  house  in  a  carriage,  &c. 

The  ground  of  rejection  at  the  Pension  Office  was  the  doctor's  inabil- 
ity to  determine  whether  the  disability  would  be  permanent,  or  was  of 
such  a  character  as  to  bfing  him  under  the  general  law.  The  medical 
record  covers  a  period  of  twenty  years,  and  shows  conclusively  that  the 
disability  is  a  continuous  one,  and  the  medical  affidavits  filed  since  th& 
rejection  at  the  Pension  Office  show  that  his  infirmities  are  increasing, 
and  undoubtedly  will  soon  place  him  in  a  condition  of  the  most  com- 
plete helplessness.  Jlfl^ow,  judging  from  the  long  medical  record,  the 
Buffering  of  the  claimant,  and  the  fact  that  he  is  so  much  worse  to-day 
than  he  was  twenty  years  ago,  and  now  has  to  employ  the  services  of  a 
constant  attendant,  are  pretty  conclusive  proofs  as  to  the  permanency 
of  his  disease. 

Tour  committee  regard  this  case  as  one  of  extreme  disability  and  suf- 
fering, and  therefore  recommend  the  pa49sage  of  Senate  bill  1264,  with 
the  following  amendment :  In  line  seven,  immediately  preceding  the 
word  "  dollars,"  strike  out  the  words  "  seventy -two,''  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  word  **  fifty." 


47th  Gon6B£SS,  )  SENATE.  /  BSPOBT 

l8t  Session.       f        .  \  No.  694. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Bohert 
L.  Willeyj  praying  for  a  pension^  have  carefully  considered  the  same^  and 
report  as  follows: 

That  Eobert  L.  Willey  was  a  corporal  of  Company  H,  First  Regi-, 
ment  Heavy  Artillery,  Maine  Volunteers ;  that  he  enlisted  in  August, 
1862,  and  served  until  the  month  of  April,  1865,  when  he  received  a 
furlough  to  make  a  visit  home.  The  claimant  says  in  his  petition 
that  he- 
Was  in  Cheiryfield  when  the  news  was  received  of  the  surrender  of  Lee  at  Appo- 
mattox, and  said  Willey  and  a  comrade  of  the  same  regiment  (also  at  home  on  fur- 
lough), were  requested  by  the  principal  citizens  to  t>ake  charfre  of  a  small  gun  and 
fire  a  salute.  He  did  so,  and,  the  gun  being  old  and  rusty,  as  ne  was  loading  for  the 
second  or  third  time  the  charge  took  fire  prematurely,  and  his  risht  arm  was  so  shat- 
tered that  the  surgeon  found  it  necessary  to  amputate  it  at  the  shoulder  Joint. 

The  case  was  rejected  at  the  Pension  Office  on  the  ground — 

That  the  claimant  was  on  furlough — not  a  veteran  or  sick  furlough — at  the  time  he 
incurred  the  disability  on  account  of  which  he  claims  pension. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  cause  of  r^ection  should 
be  sustained,  inasmuch  as  the  soldier  received  his  wound  while  on  a 
furlough  and  not  in  line  of  duty.  Your  committee  therefore  recom- 
mend that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  be  not  granted. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

Ut  Ses^n.       f  \  No.  695. 


IN  THE^SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  5,  1882.— Ordered  to  b©  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  on  PenBions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1997.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  Mil  (H.  R,  1997) 
granting  a  pension  to  JoelR.  Carter^  having  carefully  examined  thesame^ 
make  the  following  report : 

That  the  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionB,  House  of  Bepresentatives, 
have  at  the  present  session  made  a  favorable  report  in  this  case  cover- 
ing the  points  in  evidence,  which  your  committee  adopt,  as  follows: 

The  Committee  an  Invalid  PeneionSf  to  whom  was  referred  the  Ml  (H,  B,  1997)  granting  a 
penmon  to  Joel  B,  Carter^  having  had  the  aame  under  considerationf  would  reepectfuUy 
report : 

The  adjntant-general  of  Indiana  certifies  that  this  man's  name  is  not  fonnd  npon 
the  reconU  of  Company  D,  Eighty-second  Reji^imenty  Indiana  Volanteers,  either  aa  a 
member  at  original  organization  or  as  a  recruit  for  said  company. 

The  assistant  adjutant-general  of  the  United  States  certifies  that  the  name  of  Joel 
R.  Carter  does  not  appear  on  the  rolls  of  Capt.  Wm.  W.  Browning's  Company  D,  or 
on  recmit-rolls  of  Eienty-second  Indiana  Volunteers  on  file  in  his  office,  and  that  no 
enlistment  paper  of  him  is  on  file. 

But,  notwithstanding  this  defect  in  the  records,  the  evidence  shows  conclusively 
that  this  man  was  enlisted  in  said  company  about  the  2l8t  of  August,  1862,  and  went 
with  said  company  to  Madison,  where  there  was  a  camp,  and  where  the  Eighty-second 
Regiment  took  the  place  of  another  regiment  (which  had  been  ordered  to  the  front), 
and  were  on  dnty  as  guards  about  two  weeks  before  they  were  examined ;  and  while 
on  such  duty,  expos^  to  wet  weather  day  and  night,  and  not  having  drawn  any 
blankets  or  tents,  this  man  contracted  a  severe  cold,  producing  rheumatism,  by  rea- 
Hon  whereof  the  mustering  officer  refused  to  muster  him  in ;  and  he  has  not  been  able 
since  to  walk  without  crntehes,  although  up  to  the  time  of  his  enlistment  ho  hml  bet^n 
a  stout  and  hearty  man,  free  from  disease.    These  facts  are  shown — 

1st.  By  the  affidavit  of  the  claimant. 

2A,  By  the  affidavit  of  his  captain,  who  swears  to  the  enlistment  and  to  the  service 
in  camp  at  Ma<li8on,  and  that  the  disability  is  total,  and  was  caused  by  exposure  in 
the  camp. 

3d.  By  the  affidavit  of  his  family  physician,  who  swears  that  before  enlistment  the 
man  was  of  sound  health  in  all  respects,  but  came  home  with  acute  rheumatism, 
which  resisted  treatment  and  became  chronic,  and  has  totally  disabled  him. 

4th.  By  the  affidavits  of  William  Bmmmel,  Thompson  Magnire,  George  \V.  Marshall, 
and  James  Hampton,  members  of  the  same  regiment,  who  swear  that  they  were  with 
this  man  in  Camp  Emerson,  at  Madison,  and  that  while  he  was  there  on  iluty  he  was 
attacked  with  rheumatism,  so  that  he  could  not  be  mustered. 

5th.  By  the  certificate  of  the  examining  surgeon  of  the  Pension  Office,  who  st^tos 
that  the  disability  is  total  and  probably  permanent. 

It  may  be  observed  that  the  evidence  stated  above  in  No.  4  was  not  considered  in 
the  brief  of  the  Pension  Office  on  which  the  claim  was  rejected. 

The  only  question  is  whether  all  this  accumulated  evidence  is  sufficient  to  overcome 
the  presnmption  arising  from  the  defective  records,  and  to  show  that  in  fact  Joel  K. 
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Carter  was  an  enliated  man  in  Company  D,  of  the  Eiffbty-aecond  Indiana  Regiment, 
in  service  as  such  at  Madison,  and  tnere  in  the  line  of  his  duty  incurred  the  disability 
for  which  he  seeks  a  pension. 

The  committee,  in  view  of  these  facts,  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  bill  should  pass 
with  the  following  amendment :  Strike  out  all  after  the  word  'Volunteers  "  in  line  7 
af  said  bill. 

Tlie  GommLisioner  of  Pensions,  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  committee, 
states:  ^^The  claim  was  rejected  npon  the  ground  that  the  claimant  was 
Bot  an  enlisted  man."  Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  evidence 
on  this  point  is  well  directed  to  establish  the  fact  that  he  was  enlisted, 
his  captain  making  a  positive  affidavit  to  that  effect,  substantiated  by 
other  affidavits  of  comrades.  It  is  not  within  the  province  of  the  Pen- 
BioD  Office  to  relieve  against  a  defect  of  record  matter,  but  your  commit- 
tee are  of  the  opinion  that  equity  demands  that  the  claimant  should  not 
softer  on  account  of  such  defective  record,  and  therefore  report  the  bill 
(H.  B.  1997)  back  with  a  recommendation  that  it  pass. 


47th  Gongbbss,  )  SENATE.  |  Bepobt 

1st  SesHan.      f  \  No.  696. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNTTED  STATES. 


June  5, 1882.-TOrdered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ohiloott,  firom   the   Committee   on   Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

rXo  aooompany  bill  S.  1239.] 

The  OammiUee  on  Penrions.  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8. 1239)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Joseph  N.  Abbey y  havir^g  oartfully  considered  the  samey 
make  thefoUomng  report : 

That  Senate  bill  1264,  first  session  of  the  Forty^seventh  Congress, 
was  reported  fiftvorably  at  this  session  by  the  Committee  on  Pensions, 
granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  the  said  Joseph  N.  Abbey.  Your 
committee,  therefore,  in  consideration  of  these  facts,  recommend  that  the 
biU  (S.  1239)  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  ColfGRESS,  1  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

l^t  Session.      i  (No.  697. 


IS  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  6,  1882. — Ordered  te  be  printed. 


Mr.  Vance,  from  the  Committee  ou  Naval  AflFairs,  submitted  the  fol- 

lowiDg 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1735.] 

The  Committee  on  Nnral  Affairs^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {8.  1735) 
granting  the  right  of  way  to  the  Annapolis  afid  Baltimore  Short-Line 
Bailfoad  Company  through  the  government  farm^  and  to  sell  said  rail- 
road company  apart  of  said  government  farm^  connected  with  the  Naval 
Academy  at  Annapolis^  Md.^  having  had  tlie  same  under  consideration^ 
beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report: 

The  passage  of  this  bill,  with  certain  specifieil  amendments,  is  rec- 
ommended by  the  former  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  3Ir.  Hunt,  in  a  letter 
to  the  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  but  no 
reasons  are  set  forth  as  to  the  special  necessity  for  the  proposed  rail- 
road within  the  limits  of  the  Academy  grounds,  or  the  supposed  benefit 
that  that  institution  would  derive  from  its  presence.  Very  strong  and 
cogent  reasons^  however,  are  given  in  the  following  letter  from  Admiral 
Porter  why  this  road  should  not  run  as  designed  by  the  bill  ]  in  which 
views  your  committee  unanimously  concur: 

Officr  of  the  Admiral, 
WoBhingion^  D,  C.^  March  22,  1882, 

My  Dear  Sir:  I  received  your  letter  with  iuclosed  bill,  and  beg  leave  to  answer  it.^ 
I  have  been  several  times  approached  on  this  subject  by  interested  persons,  asking  me 
to  recommend  to  the  department  to  grant  a  right  of  way  through  the  public  grounds 
at  Annapolis,  Md.,  which  I  have  invariably  refused  to  do,  first,  because  I  had  no 
confidence  in  some  of  the  persons  interested  in  the  scheme;  second,  because  I  never 
believed  it  was  the  intention  of  these  persons  to  build  a  road,  as  they  pretend  is  their 
object. 

That  piece  of  property  next  to  Saint  John's  College  and  north  of  the  Academy  wa» 
purchased  by  the  United  States  Government  with  the  intention  of  getting  possession 
of  all  the  property  back  of  the  creek  and  down  to  the  river,  so  that  the  Naval  Academy 
could  have  a  good-sized  drill-ground,  which  at  present  it  has  not. 

As  this  piece  of  eronnd  would  become  the  terminus  of  the  road,  if  built,  it  would 
interfere  very  much  with  the  quietude  so  necessary  to  students.  The  constant  run- 
ning of  locomotives  night  and  day  under  the  windows  of  the  main  building  at  the 
Academy  would  be  almost  fatal  to  the  institution.  The  very  object  of  purchasing  the 
ground  was  that  no  structure  should  be  erected  that  would  in  the  least  interfere  with 
the  Naval  Academy. 

As  to  the  right  of  way  thron^^h  the  government  grounds,  it  is  not  necessary  to  enable 
thoiie  people  to  build  a  road  if  they  really  intend  to  do  so.  They  could  pass  to  the 
west  of  the  hospital,  which  would  enable  the  road  to  debouch  at  a  point  in  the  town 
where  traffic  could  be  more  easilv  managed. 

The  projectors  of  this  railroad  have  put  forth  the  idea  that  it  is  to  be  a  great  avenue 
of  tramc  with  Baltimore  in  winter,  when  Baltimore  harbor  is  frozen  over.  In  case  that 
Annapolis  bhould  become  a  place  of  foreign  traffic,  ships  would  have  to  come  up  to  the 
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lower  end  of  the  Academy,  where  the  ferry-boat  now  runs,  right  under  the  windows 
of  the  main  bnilding,  and  you  can  imagine  the  pandemonium  that  would  be  established 
at  a  point  where  the  most  perfect  quiet  should  prevail.  I  think  the  first  consideration 
should  be  the  Naval  Academv  and  its  necessities. 

I  have  reason  to  suppose  that  the  persons  engineering  this  scheme  have  no  capital 
with  which  to  build  such  a  road  as  they  propose,  and  their  object  is  to  eet  hold  of  the 
land  near  the  Naval  Academy  for  other  purposes.  The  reason  whv  these  people  do 
not  want  to  pass  west  of  the  hospital,  which  is  the  proper  route,  is  because  they  will 
have  to  pay  higher  for  the  land,  and  they  expect  to  get  the  government  land  for  little 
or  nothing. 

In  my  opinion  the  scheme,  if  carried  out,  will  be  a  great  detriment  to  the  Naval 
Academy,  which  should  be  kept  isolated  as  much  as  possible. 

I  have  given  yon  my  candid  opinion  in  this  matter,  and  am  satisfied  that  every 
superintendent  of  the  Naval  Academy  who  studies  its  interests  will  agree  with  me. 
I  have  the  honor  to  remain,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

DAVID  D.  PORTER, 

Admiral, 

Hon.  B.  W.  Harris,  M.  C, 

Chairman  Naval  Committee,  House  of  R^reseniatires, 

The  committee  therefore  report  the  bill  back,  and  recommend  its 
passage  with  an  amendment  providing  for  the  location  of  said  line  only 
across  the  northwest  comer  of  the  government  form,  and  entering  the 
city  at  a  point  more  distant  from  the  Academy  buildings,  and  other 
amendments. 


47th  Conoress,  )  SElfATE.  (  Ebpoet 

l$t  Sestion.      ]  \  No.  698. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  6, 1882. — Ordered  to  b«  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  aocompany  bill  8. 1807.  ] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8. 1807)  grant- 
ing  an  increase  ofpemion  to  Joel  C,  Lathropj  have  had  the  same  under 
consideration^  and  report  as  follows  : 

Joel  0.  Lathrop  enlisted  in  the  service  December  12, 1861,  as  a  pri- 
vate in  Company  H,  Fourteenth  Eegiment,  New  York  Volunteers ;  was 
discharged  the  service  December  24, 1862 ;  disability,  injury  to  left 
ankle.  Pension  granted  January  16, 1881,  to  begin  December  25, 1862, 
at  $4  per  month,  to  J  anuary  1, 1875.  Filed  his  application  for  reinstate- 
ment and  increase  of  pension  August  24, 1881,  which  was  rejected  Oc- 
tober 25, 1881.  In  his  application  for  reinstatement  upon  the  pension 
rolls  and  for  an  increase  of  pension,  he  says: 

That  since  January  1,  1875,  he  has  not  drawn  pension  ;  that  his  disability,  injury  of 
left  leg,  has  continued  and  still  disables  him  from  the  performance  of  manual  labor. 

•  ••••«* 

That  the  disability  for  which  he  was  pensioned  still  continues  in  a 
pensionable  degree  and  is  worse  than  before,  and  he  claims  increase 
therefor.  He  mids  it  difficult  to  walk  over  uneven  surfaces ;  his  ankle 
is  weak,  and  at  times  painful,  especially  in  damp  weather. 

He  was  examined  by  a  board  of  surgeons  of  Washington,  D.  C,  July 
14, 1879;  again  by  the  same  board  June  30, 1880;  and  again  by  same 
board  October  12, 1881 ;  and  said  board  at  each  examination  certifies  it 
as  their  opinion  that — 

Lathrop  is  not  incapacitated  for  obtaining  his  subaistenoe  by  manual  labor  by  the 
cause  stated. 

This,  in  the  mind  of  your  committee,  is  conclusive  against  this  claim, 
and  therefore  they  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  pass. 


47th  Congress,  >  SEls  ATE,  (  Bepobt 

1st  Session.      ]  \  Ko.  699. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  6,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompauy  bill  S.  791.  ] 

The  Commute  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8.  791)  for  the 
relief  of  Owen  M.  Long^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  beg 
leave  to  report  as  follows: 

Claimant  enlisted  in  the  Eleventh  Illinois  Volunteers  September  25  r 
1861,  and  held  the  rank  of  surgeon;  was  discharged  April  1, 1864,  on 
account  of  having  contracted  chronic  diarrhoea.  He  filed  an  application 
for  pension  April  26,1880;  was  placed  on  the  pension  rolls  July  11, 
1881,  with  pension  rated  at  $12.60  from  April  2. 1864,  to  July  8, 1881, 
and  thereafter  to  draw  pension  at  the  rate  of  $18.75  per  month. 

The  bill  provides  for  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $25  per  month  from  Sep- 
tember 24, 1864.  deducting  amount  received  by  him  for  pension  during 
that  period,  ana  in  future  to  have  $25  per  month  pension. 

The  evidence  is  voluminous,  from  which  it  appears  that  claimant  has 
suffered  continuously  with  chronic  diarrhoea  since  the  battle  of  Fort 
Donelson.  The  proof  is  full  and  satisfactory  as  to  soundness  at  date 
of  entering  service.  The  proof  shows  that  claimant  has  suffered  more 
or  less  from  chronic  diarrhoea  since  his  discharge,  although  a  number  of 
the  witnesses  testify  only  to  the  declarations  of  the  claimant,  made  at 
various  times  and  dates'  since  his  discharge,  to  the  effect  that  he  was 
suffering  from  his  old  complaint.  Your  committ/ee  have  no  doubt  that 
claimant  contracted  the  disease  complained  of  in  the  service,  and  that 
he  still  suffers  from  its  effects,  but  your  committee  has  steadily  refused 
to  recommend  the  payment  of  arrearages.  The  only  other  question  in 
this  case  is  as  to  whether  he  should  have  an  increase  from  $18.75  per 
month  to  $25  per  month. 

The  department  seems  to  have  been  more  than  usually  careful  in 
endeavoring  to  reach  a  just  conclusion  in  this  case.  Claimant  was  ex- 
amined by  a  board  of  surgeons  of  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C,  De- 
cember 1,  1880;  June  27, 1881 ;  July  8, 1881;  and  again  December  8, 
1881. 

The  certificate  of  the  examination  July  8,  1881,  in  part  is  as  follows : 

Age,  seventy-two ;  pulse,  96 ;  respiration,  20.  This  man  is  a  large,  well-preserved 
man  of  his  age ;  claims  diarrhcea  and  nothing  else ;  says  that  he  has  a  number  of  pas- 
sages daily,  and  that  they  are  but  moderately  controlled  by  medicine.  We  find  the 
toneue  much  coated,  some  tympanitis.  He  may  suffer  from  diarrhoea  as  alleged,  and 
if  the  evidence  shows  as  bad  a  condition  as  he  claims,  he  is  entitled  to  three-iourths. 


2  OWKN   M.    LONG. 

« 

In  the  last  examination  the  certificate  has  the  following : 

His  tongne  is  somewhat  furred,  abdomdn  slightly  swollen,  with  some  tenderness  on 
pressure  over  transverse  colon.  No  tympanitis ;  is  well  nonrished,  and  in  onr  opinion 
is  now  receiving  a  very  liberal  rate  of  pension. 

The  testimony  tends  very  strongly  to  the  establishment  of  the  fact 
that  the  claimant's  present  condition  is  thatof  total  inability  to  perform 
most  kinds  of  manual  labor,  but  yoar  committee  cannot  conclude  that 
the  decision  of  the  Pension  Office  is  wrong,  or  that  it  ought  to  be  re- 
vised. And  therefore  your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not 
pass. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  if  Bepobt 

1st  Session.       f  |  No.  700. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Junk  6,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

EEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1581.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  wham  was  referred  the  bill  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Anna  B,  VoorhieSy  having  examined  the  same^  make  the  following 
report: 

That  Capt.  Philip  F.  Voorhies,  the  husband  of  Mrs.  Anna  R.  Voor- 
hies,  was  appointed  midshipman  in  the  United  States  Navy  November 
15, 1809,  was  ordered  to  the  frigate  United  States  February  7,  1810, 
and  was  attached  to  that  vessel  under  Commodore  Decatur  when  she 
engaged  and  captured  the  British  frigate  Macedonian,  October  25, 1812. 
He  was  in  other  engagements  with  British  ships  during  the  war  of  1812. 
While  aeting  as  midshipman,  a  service  which  extended  from  1809  till 
1814,  it  appears,  from  the  naval  records,  that  he  ruptured  a  blood-vessel, 
but  the  extent  of  the  injury  thereby  resulting  is  not  shown.  On  the  9th 
December,  1814,  he  was  promoted  to  a  lieutenant,  served  on  various 
vessels  of  war,  and  received  special  mention  and  commendation  at  the 
hands  of  his  superior  officer^  Commodore  Warrington.  He  was  promoted 
to  the  grade  of  master-commandant  on  the  24th  April,  1828,  and  to  the 
rank  of  captain  on  the  28th  February,  1838.  The  records  show  that  on 
29th  September,  1845,  he  was  reprimanded  and  suspended  from  com- 
mand for  five  years  for  (alleged)  ^^  illegal  punishments  and  disobedience 
of  orders."  This  reprimand  and  suspension  appears  to  have  been  unjust, 
and  in  January,  1847,  was  removed,  and  Captain  Voorhies  honorably 
returned  to  the  service.  In  1849  he  was  ordered  to  the  command  of  the 
Savannah,  and  on  arrival  in  China  was  directed  to  assume  command  of 
the  East  India  squadron.  While  in  command  of  this  East  India  squad- 
ron the  fleet-surgeon.  Dr.  Barry,  recommended  the  return  home  of  Cap- 
tain Voorhies  on  account  of  '^  an  aggravated  attack  of  prolapsus  aui."  In 
February,  1851,  he  returned  from  command,  and  was  not  after  that  date 
at  sea.  In  September,  1855,  he  was  placed  on  the  retired  list  on  furlough 
pay.  In  December,  1858,  he  was  transferred  from  furlough  to  leave 
pay.  Captain  Voorhies  died  at  Annapolis,  Md.,  on  the  26th  February, 
1862,  of  congestion  of  the  lungs,  in  the  seventy -third  year  of  his  age. 
His  total  term  ot  service  covered  a  period  of  fifty-two  years  and  four 
months,  divided  as  follows :  Total  sea  service,  twenty-one  years  and  five 
months ;  total  shore  duty,  three  years  and  six  months ;  unemployed, 
twenty-seven  years  and  five  months. 

On  the  28th  November,  1862,  Mrs.  Anna  R.  Voorhies,  the  widow  of 
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Captain  Voorhies,  file<l  her  application  for  pension,  alleging,  as  the 
l>a6is  of  her  claim,  "that  her  husband's  death  occurred  by  reason  of 
disease  and  infirm  health  contracted  in  the  line  of  his  duty  before  and 
in  the  year  1850,  while  commanding  the  United  States  squadron  on  the 
East  India  station."  The  Surgeon-General  of  the  Navy,  in  reply  to  a 
request  from  the  Pension  Bureau  for  his  official  opinion  as  to  the  origin 
of  the  disease  of  which  Captain  Voorhies  died,  after  referring  to  the 
facts  disclosed  by  the  records,  states,  under  date  of  January  13, 1863, 
that  he  could  not,  "upon  this  exhibit  of  facts,  say  that  the  disease  of 
nhich  Commodore  Voorhies  died  originated  in  the  line  of  duty."  From 
the  date  of  his  retirement  from  active  service  till  his  death  the  condition 
of  Captain  Voorhies'  health  is  not  shown.  Three  physicians  (one  of 
them  the  family  physician),  who  attended  him  in  his  last  sickness,  make 
the  following  certificate : 

Annapolis,  March  23,  1870. 

The  nndersigned  hereby  certify  that  Captaia  Voorhies,  late  of  the  United  States 
Navy,  died  of  coDgestion  of  the  lungs  with  hemorrhage ;  that  he  had  had  several  simi- 
Itir  previons  attacks,  and  that,  in  our  opinion,  his  state  of  health,  of  which  these  were 
a  consequence,  has  relation,  in  all  probability,  to  his  duties  as  an  officer  of  the  Navy. 

This  is  the  nearest  approach  to  anything  like  expert  or  other  testi- 
mony tending  to  connect  Captain  Voorhies'  fiatal  sickness  with  his  serv- 
ice in  the  Navy.  It  is,  however,  too  vague  and  indefinite  to  be  entitled 
to  much  weight  in  establishing  that  fact.  In  the  opinion  of  these  physi- 
cians the  state  of  his  health,  of  which  his  fatal  attack  was  a  consequence, 
had,  in  all  probability,  some  relation  to  his  duties  as  a  naval  officer,  but 
what  his  state  of  health  was  and  what  relation  it  had  to  his  previous 
service  in  the  Navy  is  not  given.  The  evidence  fiiQing  to  show  that 
Captain  Voorhies'  fatal  disease  was  contracted  in  the  service  or  in  line 
•f  duty,  the  widow's  application  for  pension  was  finally  rejected  Decem- 
I>er  15, 1880.  Relief  is  now  sought  from  Congress,  and  the  present  bill 
proposes  to  place  the  widow  on  the  pension-roll  and  pay  her  a  pension 
ef  $50  per  month  from  and  after  the  passage  of  the  act.  There  is  noth- 
iTig  in  the  testimony  on  file  to  connect,  in  any  satisfactory  way,  the  dis- 
ease of  which  Captain  Voorhies  died  with  his  service  in  the  Navy,  nor 
is  there,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  any  error  in  the  ruling  of  the 
Commissioner  on  the  claim.  The  special  circumstances  in  the  case  are 
^e|Mirfia2  dependence  of  the  claimant  on  others  for  support,  and  the 
Ibng  and  honorable  connection  of  her  husband  with  the  naval  service  of 
the  country.  But  when  it  is  considered  that  for  more  than  half  of  this 
period  he  was  unemployed,  and  for  all  or  the  greater  portion  of  that 
time  was  receiving  furlough  or  retired  pay,  and  that  he  died  at  an  ad- 
vanced age,  nearly  twelve  years  after  retiroment  from  active  service, ' 
your  committee  do  not  think  that  the  case  is  so  exceptional  in  its  cir- 
cumstances as  to  justify  special  relief,  which  would  establish  a  precedent 
for  granting  pensions  in  many  cases  of  long  and  meritorious  service. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  be  not  passed,  but 
that  the  same  be  indefinitely  postponed  by  the  Senate. 


47th  CoNaBESS, )  SBl^ATE,  (  Eepost 

Ist  Session.       *  \  No.  701. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JxjNE  6,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Hampton,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

foUowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1403.1 

The  C&mmittee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {S.  1403) 
for  the  relkf  of  George  W.  Oraffam^  beg  to  report : 

That  they  referred  this  case  to  the  Adjutant-Oeneral,  and  they  trans- 
mit his  answer  herewith.  In  accordance  with  the  views  he  expressed 
the  committee  report  the  bill  back  adversely,  and  recommend  its  indefi- 
nite postponement. 


Adjutant-General's  Office,  May  1, 1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  tbe  honor  to  return  herewith  Senate  bill  1403  ''for  the  relief  of  Georse 
W.  Graffam/'  which  was  referred  to  the  department  by  Hon.  Wade  Hampton,  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  for  information  m  the  case,  &c. 

The  bill  authorizes  the  President  to  ''reinstate  George  W.  Graffam,  late  a  first 
nontenant  in  the  United  States  Army,"  &c.,  and  provides  for  his  assignment  to  the 
iirst  vacancy  of  his  grade  occurring  in  the  infantry  arm. 

A  statement  of  the  military  service  of  Lieutenant  Graffam  is  inclosed,  from  which 
it  will  be  seen  that  he  formerly  held  the  rank  of  first  lieutenant,  dating  from  Novem- 
ber 24,  1865.  The  language  of  the  bill  would  seem  to  contemplate  his  reinstatement 
as  first  lieutenant  with  that  date  of  rank.  If  he  should  be  so  reinstated  he  would 
stand  No.  5  for  lineal  rank  in  the  list  of  first  lieutenants  of  infantry,  and  would  be  the 
senior  first  lieutenant  in  any  one  of  the  infantry  regiments  except  the  Third. 

The  act  of  March  3,  1869,  directed  the  Secretary  of  War  to  consolidate  the  45 
regiments  of  infantry  to  form  25.  The  consolidation  was  effected  under  General  Or- 
ders Nos.  16  and  17,  dated  March  1 1  and  15,  1869,  respectively,  from  headquarters  of 
the  Army,  copies  herewith.  Under  these  orders  the  "  senior  company  officers  present 
and  fit  for  duty,"  became  the  company  officers  of  the  new  regiments  formed  by  the 
consolidation,  and  the  officers  who  were  absent  from  their  regiments  (on  detached 
service,  leave  of  absence,  &c.)  more  than  thirty  days  were  not  to  be  assigned,  but  were  to 
be  placed  ou  the  list  of  supernumeraries  awaiting  orders.  It  appears  that  Lieutenant 
Graffam  left  his  regiment  ou  twenty  days  leave  March  25,  1869,  which  leave  was 
subsequently  extended  thirty  days.  A  copy  of  his  letter  requesting  the  extension  and 
giving  the  reason  therefor,  and  copy  of  a  letter  from  this  office  of  April  16,  1869,  au- 
thorizing him  to  await  orders,  after  the  expiration  of  his  leave,  are  herewith.  He 
was,  however,  on  tbe  expiration  of  his  leave  assigned  to  duty  as  Indian  agent.  Being 
thus  absent  when  the  regiment  to  which  he  belonged  was  consolidated  with  another. 
Lieutenant  Graffam  was  left  out  in  the  assignment  of  officers  to  the  new  regiment. 
He  is  reported  on  the  regimental  returns  as  "unassigned  at  his  own  request,"  and 
was  accordingly  so  noted  on  the  records  of  this  office.  Whether  he  reciuested  in 
specific  terms  to  be  left  out  in  the  assignment,  or  whether  he  was  regarded  by  the 
regimental  commander  as  desiring  to  remain  unassigned  because  he  did  not  return 
within  thirty  days  and  ask  at  the  time  to  be  assigned,  does  not  appear  of  record  in 
this  office.  On  the  10th  of  May  the  following  year,  however,  he  did  express  his  de- 
sire for  an  assignment  €o  some  regiment.  A  copy  of  his  letter  making  this  request  is 
herewith.  He  was  never  assigned  to  a  vacancy,  and,  remaining  a  supernumerary 
officer,  he  was  honorably  mustered  out  January  1,  1871,  with  a  year's  pay,  under  sec- 
tion 12,  act  of  July  15,  1870.  He  has  been  out  of  service  over  twelve  years,  and  i  t 
would  seem  unjust  to  put  him  back  in  the  Army  with  his  former  rank  and  date  of 
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commission  over  the  heads  of  officers  who  have  rendered  continuous  service  during  all 
this  period. 

A  lar^ice  number  of  officers  were  necessarily  discharged  under  the  oj)eration  of  the 
laws  of  1869  and  1^70^  reducing  the  Army,  and  many  of  them  were  deprived  of  their 
commissions  under  circumstances  of  extreme  hardship.  The  circumstances  under 
which  Lieutenant  Graffam  was  placed  on  the  saperDumerary  list  and  finally  mus- 
tered out  hardly  seem  to  be  of  such  an  exceptional  character  as  to  give  him  claima 
for  reinstatement  which  could  not  with  the  same  justice  be  urged  by  other  equally 
meritorious  officers  yv^ho  were  compelled  against  their  wishes  to  leave  the  Army. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  C.  DRUM, 

AdjulanU  General. 
The  honorable  Secretary  of  War. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  Bepost 

l8t  Session.       (  {  No.  702. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Juke  6,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Chilcott,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1913.] 

Tlie  Cdmmittee  on  PensionSj  to  tchotn  icas  referred  the  bill  {S.  1912)  grant- 
ing  a  pension  to  Amos  0.  Weeden^  have  carefully  examined  the  same  and 
report : 

That  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  in  a  communication  bearing  date 
May  26, 1882,  states  that  the  claim  of  Amos  C.  Weeden  is  stiU  pending 
in  the  Pension  Office,  and  awaits  the  receipt  of  testimony  called  for  on 
the  24th  of  April,  1882. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  (S.  1912)  be  in- 
definitely postponed. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  Report 

1st  Session.       J  )  No.  703, 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  6,  1832. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Van  Wtck,  from  the  GomiDittee  on  Pensions,  sabmitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  5684.] 

The  Committee  an  PensionSy  to  whom  was  refen'ed  the  bill  {H»  R.  5684) 
granting  a  pension  to  Newton  Boutwell^  smmit  the  following  report : 

That  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  House  report,  whicli  is  hereto 
annexed. 


[Honae  Report  No.  948,  47th  Congrest,  Ut  aessioD.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pennons,  to  whom  woe  referred  the  bill  {H,  B,  3127)  granting  a 

pension  to  Newton  Boutwell,  submit  the  following  report :  ' 

This  committee  have  considered  House  bill  No.  3127  and  find  the  following  facts : 

That  the  claimant,  Newton  Bontwell,  who  resides  in  Morrisyille,  in  the  State  of 
Vermont,  now  seventy-four  years  of  age,  contributed  to  the  Union  forces  in  the  late 
civil  war  four  sons,  viz,  Thomas  N.  Bontwell  and  Robert  T.  Boutwell,  both  of  Com- 
pany D,  Fourth  Regiment  of  Vermont  Volunteers:  Rodney  M.  Boutwell,  of  Company 
F,  Eleventh  Regiment  Vermont  Volunteers ;  and  William  C.  Boutwell,  of  the  Six- 
teenth New  Hampshire  Regiment. 

That  the  son,  Thomas  N.  Boutwell^  died  of  disease  contracted  in  the  service  soon 
after  the  close  of  the  war,  and  after  his  return  from  the  Army  to  Vermont. 

That  Robert  T.  was  wounded  in  the  battle  of  the  Wilderness,  and  died  while  a  limb 
was  being  amputated. 

That  Rodney  M.  was  also  wounded  in  the  battle  of  the  Wilderness,  and  died  soon 
aft<er  from  eftects  of  wound. 

That  WMIliam  C.  died  in  hospital  near  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  of  disease  contracted  in 
the  service. 

That  at  the  time  of  the  enlistment  of  these  boys  the  said  Newton  Boutwell  was  the 
possessor  of  considerable  property,  but  wasiuvolved  pecuniarily  and  did  not  call  him- 
self worth  more  than  about  |1,()00,  which,  on  account  of  failing  health  and  adverse 
circumstances,  he  has  since  wholly  lost  and  is  now  absolutely  destitute,  his  property 
having  been  swept  away  by  a  mortgage  upon  it  at  the  time  of  the  enlistment  of  his 
said  sons.  That  the  mother  of  these  boys  died  when  the  youngest,  Rodney  M.,  was 
about  ten  years  old.  That  while  in  the  service  the  said  Rodney  M.  sent  his  lather, 
the  said  Newton  Bontwell,  a  portion  of  his  pay,  he  at  that  time  being  under  twenty- 
one  years  of  age ;  a^^^l  tbat  the  father,  in  his  mind,  had  selected  this  as  the  son  who 
shonld  remain  at  home  with  him  and  take  care  of  him  in  his  old  age. 

The  fact  that  at  the  time  of  the  enlistment  and  service  of  these  boys  the  said  Kew- 
tou  Boutwell  was  in  comfortable  health  and  could  earn  a  livelihood,  coupled  with  the 
fact  that  at  that  time  he  had  some  property,  prevents  him  from  obtaining  a  pension 
under  existing  laws.  But  your  committ'ee,  in  view  of  the  fact  of  the  loss  in  the  serv- 
ice of  his  four  only  sons,  and  of  his  present  complete  destitution,  and  the  fact  that  the 
said  Roduey  M.  did  contribute  to  tne  support  of  his  father 'while  in  the  service,  are 
compelled  to  look  upon  this  as  a  case  in  which  Congress  may  well  exercise  the  power 
which  it  possesses  and  grant  a  pension  to  this  applicant. 

The  committee  recommend  thj  xiassage  of  the  accompanying  substitute  bill. 


47th  CONGBESSy  )  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.      I  1  No.  704. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JUNB  6,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  MiCHELL,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions^^sabmitted  the  fol- 
lowing 


REPOET: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1273.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  {8. 1273)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Emma  0.  Zeigler^  having  considered  the  same^  report  as 
foUoics : 

That  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  informs  your  committee  that  the 
case  remains  in  his  office  nnadjadged^  and  that  it  is  in  the  hands  of  a 
special  examining  division  for  investigation  to  determine  its  merits. 

Your  committee,  in  view  of  these  facts,  recommend  that  the  bill  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 


% 


47th  Congress,  »  SENATE.  i  Report 

Iftt  Sesfiion,       )  (  No.  705. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  fi,  18^2.—Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  ou  Pensions,  submitted  the  follow- 
ing 

REPORT: 

rXo  accompany  Lill^O.')?. ] 

The  Committee 0)1  PensionSy  to  whom  teas  referred  thebill  (Sdol)  granting 
a  pension  to  George  W.  Teter^  late  a  private  in  Company  D,  Tenth  Reg- 
imentj  West  Virginia  Volunteers,  having  carefully  examined  the  same, 
male  the  following  report : 

That  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  informs  yonr  committee  that  the 
case  of  the  said  George  W.  Teter  is  still  pending  in  his  office,  waiting 
further  evidence,  which  has  been  called  for. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  that  Senate  bill  057  be  indefi- 
nitely postponed. 


47rH  Congress,  )  SENATE,  (  Eeport 

l8t  Session.       i  \  No.  700. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Jl'nk  (j,  16S2, — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Groome,  from  the  Committee  ou  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  287:^.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSy  to  whom  teas  referred  the  hill  (U.  R.  2872)  to 
increase  the  pension  of  James  Maivthorne,  have  considered  the  same^  and 
.    report : 

That  James  Hawthorne,  late  a  private  iu  Company  U,  of  the  Twen- 
tieth Kegiment  of  Indiana  Volunteers,  was  wounded  in  one  of  his  thighs, 
and  on  account  thereof  is  pensioned  at  the  rate  of  $8  per  month.  He 
has  twice  applied  to  the  Pension  Office  for  an  increase,  and  each  time 
his  application  was  rejected.  The  condition  of  the  pensioner  is  conclu- 
sively established  by  all  the  evidence  to  be  one  of  total  helplessness, 
arising  from  complete  paralysis  of  the  lower  limbs.  The  claims  for  an 
increase  have  been  rejected  upon  the  ground  that  the  paralysis  is  not 
the  result  of  the  wound,  but  instead  the  result  of  lead  poison,  the  pen- 
sioner having  been  a  painter  by  trade. 

Mr.  Hawthorne  was,  when  enlisted,  a  farmer,  but  had  been  a  painter 
by  trade.  He  was  discharged  on  November  4, 1862,  upon  a  surgeon's 
certificate,  for  disability,  caused  by  a  gunshot  wound  of  the  right  thigh, 
impairing  the  use  of  the  limb,  and  then  estimated  at  one-half.  He  has 
since  been  nine  times  examined  by  boards  of  examining  surgeons  or  by 
single  surgeons.  Two  of  the  nine  examinations  were  made  on  May  10, 
1869,  and  August  26,  1869,  respectively.  The  first  of  these  is  not 
signed,  but  the  handwriting  shows  that  they  were  both  made  by  the 
same  examining  surgeod.  In  the  certificate  of  his  first  examination  the 
surgeon  says: 

James  Hawchome  is  a  painter  by  occupation.    *     »    •    He  has  had  lead  colic. 

In  that  of  his  second  he  says — 

Boin^  a  painter  by  trale,  the  greater  part  of  the  disability  may  be  attribated  to 
lead  poisoning. 

In  no  one  of  the  seven  other  certificates  of  examination  is  there  any 
statement  that  there  is  anything  to  indicate  lead  poisoning;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  several  of  those  last  had,  expressly  state  that  his  disability  origi- 
nates entirely  from  the  injury  for  which  he  was  originally  pensioned. 
One  of  these  certificates  says  he  should  have  a  larger  pension;  another 
recommends  that  he  receive  total  third  grade,  or  $24  a  month;  another^ 
$24  a  month,  and  another,  $8  a  month  for  the  wound  and  $40  a  month 
for  the  paralysis. 

The  proof  is  that  the  x)aralysis  is  confined  entirely  to  the  lower  limbs, 
the  arms  not  being  at  all  affected.    His  family  physician  has  filed  witli 
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yoar  committee  an  affidavit  stating  that  he  has  been  such  for  fifteen 
years,  and  has  a  perfect  knowledge  of  his  case  from  personal  examina- 
tion. He  states  that  l)efore  the  wonnd  there  was  no  paralysis  nor  indi- 
cation of  it,  but  1±Lat  after  the  wonnd  paralysis  commenced  in  the 
wounded  leg  and  gradually  extended  to  the  other.  He  further  states 
that  in  lead  poisoning  the  usual  symptoms  are  lead  or  painter's  colic, 
paralysis  of  the  forearm,  called  ^^  drop  wrist,"  a  blue  line  on  the  gums 
near  the  teeth,  a  dirty  incrustation  of  the  teeth  and  a  tendency  in  them 
to  decay,  obstinate  constipation  of  the  bowels,  a  sweet  or  metallic  taste 
in  the  mouth,  and  a  pale,  sallow,  or  yellow  tint  of  countenance,  accom- 
panied by  emaciation:  and  that  repeated  examinations,  using  all  the 
means  known  to  medical  science  for  the  detection  of  lead  poisoning, 
have  fiftiled  to  reveal  any  of  these  symptoms  or  a  trace  of  its  presence 
in  James  Hawthorne,  and  that  everything,  aside  from  the  paralysis  in 
question,  indicates  a  healthy  condition  of  his  system.  He  fbrther  states 
that  quite  a  number  of  physicians,  who  are  eminent  in  their  profession, 
have  examined  Mr.  Hawthorne,  and  all  concur  in  the  opinion  he  states. 

Dr.  B.  N.  Todd,  of  Indianapolis,  also  testifies  that  he.  has  examined 
Mr.  Hawthorne,  and  that  he  is  softering  from  paralysis  of  the  lower  ex- 
tremities, for  which  he  (the  doctor)  can  find  no  other  cause  than  the  gun- 
shot wound  received  in  the  service. 

The  examining  surgeon  on  the  part  of  the  State  of  Indiana,  where  Mr. 
Hawthorne  resides,  has  filed  an  affidavit  with  your  committee,  in  which 
he  says  that  after  a  thorough  examination  of  Mr.  Hawthorne  he  found 
he  had  paralysis  of  the  lower  extremities,  resulting  from  a  gunshot 
wound  of  the  right  thigh,  and  that  he  was  and  is  absolutely  unable  to 
dress  and  undress  himself,  and  requires  the  attention  of  another  person ; 
and  that  he  has  suggested  that  a  pension  of  $50  a  month  be  allowed  him ; 
and  that  he  frankly  says  that  great  iiyustice  has  been  done  Mr  Haw- 
thorne in  not  increasing  his  pension  to  that  amount. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  where  the  propriety  of  grant- 
ing or  increasing  a  pension  depends  upon  a  question  of  medical  science, 
they  ought  not  to  disregard  the  decision  of  the  medical  referee  of 
the'Pension  Bureau  thereupon,  unless  the  preponderance  of  evidence 
that  he  has  committe<l  an  error  of  judgment  is  in  their  opinion  very 
conclusive.  But  in  this  case  they  are  of  opinion  that  the  evidence  pro- 
duced on  behalf  of  Mr.  Hawthorne  is  sufficient  to  establish  the  fact  that 
he  is  entitled  to  have  his  pension  increased  to  $50  a  month  fh>m  and 
after  the  passage  of  the  act  for  his  relief. 

The  form  of  the  bill  referred  to  your  committee  is  unusual,  and 
whether  so  understood  or  not  by  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  when  it 
I)assed  that  body,  might,  if  it  became  a  law,  be  construed  as  entitling  Mr. 
Hawthorne  to  arrears  of  the  monthly  rate  fixed  by  the  bill. 

You  committee  therefore  recommend  that  it  be  amended  by  striking 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ^<  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed 
to  place  on  the  pension  roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of 
the  pension  laws,  the  name  of  James  Hawthorne,  late  a  private  in  Com- 
pany H,  Twentieth  Begiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  pay  him 
a  pension  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this  act,  at  the  rate  of  fifty  dol- 
lars a  month,  in  lieu  of  his  present  pension,'' and,  as  so  amended,' they 
recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 
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Mr.  Oboome,  from  the  Goniinittee  on  Pensioiis,  sabmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  1451.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  B. 
1451)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  W.  Eothrock,  have  carefnlly  consid- 
ered tiie  same,  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

The  facts  are  as  stated  in  a  report  of  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions to  the  Hoose  of  Bepresentatives,  Forty-sixth  Congress,  and  again 
made  by  the  same  committee  in  the  present  Congress.  That  report  is 
as  follows : 

We  find  from  an  examination  of  the  x>etition  and  of  papers  on  file  in  the  original 
claim  at  the  Pension  Office  tbat  the  petitioner  was  a  bugler  of  Company  G,  Eiehth 
Pennsylvania  Cavalry;  that  he  enlisted  Septembers,  1861,  and  was  discharged  Jan- 
nary  27, 1863 ;  that  he  filed  his  application  for  pension  May  7,  1870,  and  that  the  case 
was  finally  rejected  by  the  Pensibn  Office  December  27,  1879. 

Ihe  petitioner,  in  his  declaration  of  pension,  alleges  a  rupture  on  the  riffht  side,  re- 
ceived the  latter  part  of  September,  1862,  by  being  thrown  on  the  pommel  of  his  sad- 
dle on  the  march  to  Snickerls  Gap,  Va. 

The  testimony  presented  in  the  case  shows,  by  his  familyphysician,  that  the  peti- 
tioner was  free  from  hernia  at  the  time  of  his  enlistment.  Tne  evidence  of  two  com- 
rades is,  that  while  in  the  line  of  duty  and  on  the  march  aforesaid,  the  petitioner  was 
ruptured  ;  that  they^  had  personal  kuowledse  of  the  injury  ;  saw  it  occur  while  the 
petitioner  was  Jumping  his  horse  over  a  ditcn ;  that  they  helped  him  off  his  horse  and 
found  the  disability.  Another  comrade  testifies  to  the  same  facts,  and  further  that  he 
took  charge  of  the  petitioner's  horse  and  led  him  to  the  captain's  quarters.  The  cap- 
tain of  the  company  testifies  that  about  the  time  the  petitioner  aUeges  he  received  the 
injury  he  was  reported  to  him  as  having  been  injured,  and  that  he  was  unable  to  ride 
his  horse ;  that  he  ordered  him  sent  to  hospital ;  that  at  the  time  the  petitioner  entered 
the  service  and  up  to  the  time  he  was  disabled  he  was  apparently  sound  and  certainly 
free  from  hernia.  The  captain  further  states  that  he  firmly  believes  the  disability  was 
contracted  in  the  service. 

The  petitioner  also  swears  that  he  received  no  treatment  while  in  the  Army,  nor  did 
any  surgeon  examine  his  rupture. 

His  family  physician  states  that  upon  his  return  home  he  found  him  laboring  with 
an  irreducible  hernia.  Two  neighbors  and  associates  state  that  they  knew  the  peti- 
tioner from  his  boyhood  up ;  that  they  were  members  of  a  brass  band  with  him ; 
bathed  with  him,  dlressing  and  undressing  in  each  other's  presence ;  that  they  know 
positively  that  up  to  the  time  he  enlisted  the  petitioner  was  free  from  hernia  or  any 
other  disability. 

The  records  of  the  Adjutant-General's  Office  show  by  the  rolls  for  September  and 
October,  1862,  tbat  the  petitioner  was  on  duty  service  at  camp  near  Knoxville,  Md. ; 
November  and  December,  1862,  and  January  and  February,  1863,  he  was  sick  in  hos- 
pital at  Washington.  He  was  discharged  for  disability  January  27,  1863.  It  further 
states,  *'  Upon  re-examination  this  man  is  reported  on  the  monthly  roU  of  Company  G 
as  at  sent  in  hospital ;  place  and  date  cannot  be  determined.  Companv  return  for  Au- 
ffuat,  1862,  does  not  show  him  absent.  Company  morning  reports  from  August  to 
December,  1862,  furnish  no  information." 

The  certificate  of  disability  gives  as  the  ground  of  his  discharge,  "  total  loss  of  teeth, 
preventing  him  from  blowing  his  bugle." 
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Two  boards  of  examining  surgeons  of  the  Pension  Office,  one  at  Philadelphia  and 
one  at  this  city,  find  the  petitioner  raptured  with  hernia,  the  last-named  board  rating 
him  at  |8  per  month.  Tne  ^pronnd  of  rejection  by  the  Pension  Office  is  that  the  records 
do  not  show  him  present  with  his  company  at  the  time  he  alleffes  he  was  disabled. 
The  records  do  show  him  on  detached  duty  at  camp  within  SS  or  30  miles  of  the 
place  where  he  alleg^es  he  received  the  injury.  As  the  company  rolls  cover  a  period  of 
two  months  at  the  time,  and  as  the  petitioner's  company  was  ordered  out  on  a  quick 
march,  it  is  fair  to  presume  that  his  services  as  bugler  being  needed,  he  joined  his 
company  and  was  present,  as  he  alleges,  at  Snickersville,  Ya.,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  record  does  not  show  it. 

Your  committee  is  impressed  with  this  idea,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  three  comrades, 
whose  veracity  is  unquestioned  and  whose  presence  is  verified,  swear  positively  that 
he  was  present  as  alleged  and  that  he  was  ii\Jured  as  alleged.  We  are  of  the  belief 
that  the  discrepancy  existing  between  the  records  and  the  sworn  testimony  of  three 
comrades  and  a  commission^  officer  should  not  militate  against  the  petitioner's  right 
to  a  pension.  From  the  evidence  before  us  we  are  satisfied  that  he  is  a  Tv^orthy  sub- 
ject and  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  provisions  of  the  pensipn  laws,  notwithstand- 
ing the  technical  objection  of  the  Pension  Office. 
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Mr.  Gamsbon,  of  WisconsiD,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  327.1 

The  Cofumittee  on  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (H.  R.  327)  for  the^ 
relief  of  John  W.  Humphrey  ^  have  examined  the  same^  and  report  thereon 
asfoliotcs : 

This  bill  passed  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  on  the  20th  day  of 
March,  1882.  It  was  reported  favorably  from  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  by  Mr.  Updegraff,  of  Iowa.  The  following  is  a  copy  of  said  re- 
port, viz : 

The  Committee  on  War  Claims,  to  whom  was  rtferred  the  bill  ( H»  R,  327)  for  the  relief  of 

John  W.  Humphrey  J  report  ae  follows : 

This  claim  is  for — 

Use  of  teams  from  October  1,  1861,  to  January  2, 1862 $149  00 

Board  of  42  recmits  to  January  2,  18G2,  in  Fillmore  County,  Minnesota, 

Howard  and  Winneshiek  Counties,  Iowa,  and  on  the  way  to  the  city  of  , 

Dubuque 715  00 

Six  teams  transporting  said  recruits  from  New  Oregon  (New  Cresco),  Cal- 

mar,and  Monoma  to  Dubuque — 162  miles 396  00 

1.260  00 

Which  amount  the  claimant  avers  he  paid  in  cash  as  above  fix>m  his  private  purse. 
By  the  affidavit  of  claimant  and  of  two  other  witnesses  it  appears  that  the  services 
were  rendered,  and  41  recruits  turned  over  to  Captain  Washington,  recruiting  officer 
of  the  regular  Army  at  Dubuque ;  that  bills  were  presented  to  Captain  Washington, 
and  that  ne  declared  himself  at  that  time  short  of  lunds,  agreed  that  the  account  was 
correct,  that  $1,260  wss  due,  and  that  be  would  pay  the  amount  as  soon  as  be  could 
draw  funds  fit>m  the  War  Department. 

These  statements  are  more  or  less  strongly  corroborated  by  Hon.  Aaron  KimbaU, 
State  senator,  now  residing  at  Cresco;  Capt.  J.  Simpson,  now  internal  revenue  col- 
lector at  Dabuque ;  Hon.  J.  H.  Brown,  late  representative  from  Harvard  County  in 
general  assembly,  Iowa,  and  by  other  prominent  men  in  the  portion  of  Iowa  wherein 
tie  services  were  rendered. 

The  claim  was  examined  and  believed  to  be  conect  by  Hon.  T.  W.  Bnrdick.  late 
Bepresentative  in  Congress  from  third  Iowa  district,  and  who  resides  near  and  has 
bown  claimant  well  for  a  great  number  of  years. 

On  application  for  information  to  Hon.  William  B.  Allison,  United  States  Senator, 
he  states,  under  date  of  February  21,  1SS2,  that  about  the  time  of  the  rendition  of 
the  service  he  was  aid  on  the  staff  of  Governor  Kirkwood,  attending  to  the  collection 
of  recruits  for  the  volunteer  forces  at  Dubuque.  That  the  claimant  had  from  time  to 
time  brought  him  man^recmi  to  and  thus  became  acquainted  with  Captain  Washington, 
who  also  employed  claimant  in  the  same  capacitv  for  the  regular  Army.  That  at  the 
time  the  41  recruits  mentioned  in  the  bill  were  brought  to  Dubuque,  Captain  Wash- 
ington was  short  of  money  and  that  the  claimant  consulted  him  (Colonel  Allison),  and 
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that  he  advised  claimant  to  receipt  the  biHs,  leave  them  with  the  captain,  and  await 
the  arrival  of  funds;  that  claimant  did  so.  That  Captain  Wa^hingt-on  was  snddeoly 
ordered  to  the  front,  and  in  a  few  weeks  after  was  killed  in  battle;  that  his  papers^ 
including  these  receipted  bills,  have  never  been  found.  Colonel  Allison  became  » 
member  of  Congress  in  1862  or  1863,  and  since  that  time  has  been  almost  continually 
a  member  of  one  House  or  the  other.  He  states  that  dnrinff  this  period  the  claimant 
has  from  time  to  time  repeatedly  applied  to  him  to  aid  in  collecting  this  claim.  That 
he  has  repeatedly^  endeavored  to  secure  its  payment,  through  the  departments,  but 
without  success. 

Senator  Allison  has  believed,  and,  it  seems,  correctly,  that  the  Court  of  Claims  never 
had  power  to  adjudicate  it ;  audit  seems  no  other  tribnual  had.  In  the  alisence  of 
returns  fh>m  Captain  Wasbinffton  it  was  thought  impossible  for  any  accounting  or 
auditing  officer  to  adjust  ana  settle  the  claim.  The  claimant  says  that  for  many 
years  he  had  a  hope  that  in  some  way  Captain  Washington's  papers  and  accounts 
would  turn  up,  but  they  have  not. 

Your  committee  believe  the  claim  sufficiently  sustained,  and  report  the  bill  back  to 
the  Honse  with  the  recommendation  that  it  pass. 

Your  committee  adopt  said  report,  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do 
pass. 
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Hr.  Fair,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

RErORT: 

[To  accompany  bin  S.  1280.] 

I'he  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {S,  1280) /or  the 
relief  of  Oapt  Nicolas  J.  Bigley,  has  had  the  same  tinder  consideration^ 
and  submit  the  following  report : 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  in  this  case  that,  in  the  winter  of  1862 
and  1863,  about  45,000  troops  were  stationed  at  Memphis,  Tenn.,  under 
the  command  of  General  Hurlburt,  and  that  there  was  a  great  scarcity 
of  and  demand  for  coal,  with  which  to  move  the  immense  quantities  of 
supply  stores  that  were  required  to  supply  the  Army  of  the  Tennessee, 
and  in  order  to  supply  this  demand  Capt.  A.  E.  Eddy,  post-quartermas- 
ter at  Memphis,  sent  the  following  telegram  to  one  E.  S.  Blasdel : 

Depot  Quartekma8Tek's  Office, 

Memphiiff  January  24,  1863. 

£.  S.  Blasdel,  Esq.: 

Furui8h  to  this  depot  from  (7.'>,000)  seventy-five  thousand  to  one  hundred  thousand 
(100,000)  bushels  of  Youghio»;heny  coal,  also  (2,000)  two  thousand  tons  of  hay,  for 
which  a  good  market  price  will  be  paid. 
Coal  ar  30  cents  per  bushol. 
Hav  at  27|  dollars  per  ton. 

A.  R.  EDDY, 
Per  Dan.  \V.  Sknber, 

Chiff  Clerk. 

Upon  the  receipt  of  this  telegram  Mr.  Blasdel  immediately  transferred 
the  order  to  the  claimant,  N.  J.  Bigk\v,  who  was  then  furnishing  large 
quantities  of  Youghiogheny  coal  to  the  government  at  other  jmints,  who 
accepted  the  order  and  at  once  undertook  to  fiill  it.  He  had  seven 
barges  gauged  by  the  proper  officers,  and  forwarded  his  certificates  to 
the  i)08t  quartermaster  at  Memphis  and  notitied  him  that  he  was  en 
route  with  the  coal,  the  seven  barges  being  towed  by  the  tow-boat  Her- 
cules to  Memphis,  reaching  that  point  on  the  morning  of  February  17, 
18(;3. 

On  reaching  Memphis,  claimant  notitied  (rcneral  McPlierson,  then  in 
command,  that  he  had  delivered  the  coal  as  i)er  contract,  but  owing  to 
the  crowded  condition  of  the  wharfs  he  was  directed  to  land  his  tow- 
boat  and  barges  on  the  opi)osite  (Arkansas)  shore,  \vhi<*li  order  he  obeyed. 
Claimant  states  that  he  was  advised  that  a  guard  was  detailed  to  pro- 
tect the  boat  and  coal,  but  they  never  reported  for  duty.  8oon  after 
the  boat  landed  it  was  attacked  by  the  querrillas  and  burned,  and  four 
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of  the  barges  and  their  contents  were  sunk.  The  other  three  were  paid 
for  by  the  ilei)ot  quartermaster  at  the  coutra^it  price  an<l  according  to 
the  certificates  of  the  gau.irer,  which  had  been  previously  forwarded 
to  him.  Chiimant  i)resented  his  bill  to  the  depot  quartermaster  for  the 
other  four  barges  and  contents  and  i'ov  the  value  of  his  towboat,  which 
had  been  destroyed  by  the  neglect  of  the  agents  of  the  government,  but 
payment  was.  refused  becanse  of  a  want  of  jurisdiction  of  the  depot 
quartermaster  over  such  claims.  The  claim  was  afterwards  presented 
to  the  Quartermaster-General  of  the  United  States  Army  for  allowance 
and  payment,  and  was  by  him  rejected  lor  the  same  reason,  but  was  by 
him  recommended  to  the  favorable  consideration  and  action  of  Congress. 
Claimant  now  comes  to  Congress  and  asks  compensation  for  the  coal 
contained  iu  the  four  barges  that  were  sunk,  at  the  contract  price,  and 
for  the  amounts  as  shown  by  the  ganger's  certificates,  and  for  the  loss  of 
the  tow  boat  Hercules,  at  a  ])rice  fully  shown  by  the  testimony  to  have 
been  a  fair  and  reasonable  valuation.  The  items  may  be  more  definitely 
expressed  as  JoUows : 

70,(j:i!j  bushels  of  coal,  at  :!0  cents ^1,211  40 

To  the  value  of  towboat  HereuN's 25,000  00 


46,-411  40 


The  evidence  shows  conclusively  that  the  claimant  was  acting  under 
the  direct  and  positive  orders  of  the  agent  of  the  government,  and  that 
the  loss  of  the  property  above  mentioned  was  in  no  way  chargeable  to 
his  neglect  or  carelessness;  that  the  claimant  had  always  been  loyal  to 
the  government,  and  had  given  liberally  of  his  own  jirivate  means  to 
aid  the  government  in  its  days  of  sore  trial  and  dire  necessity.  This 
(ilaitn  has  been  considered  by  the  Quartermaster-Crcneral,  the  Judge- 
Ad  vocate-licneral,  the  Third  Auditor,  and  the  Second  Comptroller,  re- 
spectively, and  by  them  rejected  for  the  reason  that  the  property  "  was 
destroyed  while  it  was  in  the  possession  of  the  claimant."  Yourcommittee 
(!annot  see  that  this  should  be  a  bar  to  the  claimant's  right  to  recovery, 
as  he  was  acting  under  the  special  and  positive  orders  of  the  government 
tlirnigh  its  recognized  agentis.  This  opinion  seems  to  have  been  shown 
by  (Quartermaster  General  Meigs,  who,  in  the  conclusion  of  his  decision 
rejecting  the  claim,  under  date  of  May  11,  1809,  uses  these  words: 

Con  i^ress  alone,  it  seems  to  me,  can  give  relief.  The  loss  was  a  heavy  one,  and  the  cir- 
oiiin:4tauee.s  are  such  as,  I  think,  should  commend  the  case  to  the  favorable  considera- 
tion of  Con«;iess. 

In  reviewing  the  report  of  the  Quartermaster-General  on  this  case,  the 
Inspector-General,  Hardie,  uses  these  words  : 

The  views  of  the  Qinirtermaster-General  are  concurred  in  by  the  undersigned.  The 
loss  was  heavy,  and  the  circumstan<;es  such  as  entitle  the  claiuiant  to  such  favorable 
consideration  as  can  legaUy  be  grauted. 

Judge-Advocate-General  \V.  M.  Dunn  concludes  his  final  review  of 
the  entire  case,  under  date  November  22,  1870,  with  these  words  : 

I  concur  in  the  conclusions  of  tlie  reports  rejtuiting  this  claim,  and  also  in  the  fore- 
going reconunendations  thereof  to  the  favorable  consideration  of  Congress. 

There  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  while  these  departmental  officials 
coiild  not  legally  allow  the  said  claim,  yet  they  fully  recognized  and 
caiidi(ll\  acknowledged  its  justice. 

Your  connnittee  are  of  opinion  that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  the 
relief  lie  seeks  to  the  extent  of  the  value  of  the  co;d. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  claiuuint  shouhl  not  receive  pay- 
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ment  from  the  government  for  the  towboat  Hercules,  by  which  said 
coal  was  transported,  for  the  reason  that  it  was  a  lossincident  to  nat- 
ural risks  which  he  assumed  in  delivering  the  coal,  and  for  the  farther 
reason  that  the  boat  formed  no  part  of  the  goods  contracted  for  by  the 
government  to  be  delivered ;  but  your  committee  qre  clearly  of  opinion 
that  claimant  is  entitled  to  recover  the  value  of  the  coal  destroyed,  at 
the  contract  price  of  30  cents  per  bushel,  amounting  to  $21,211.40,  and 
accordingly  report  back  said  bill  with  this  amendment,  and  recommend 
its  passage. 


47th  GoNewBSS, )  SENATE.  |  Bbpobt 
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Mr,  Cameron^  of  Wisconsin,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

FTo  accompany  bill  S.  267.] 

The  Committee  on  Clmms^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {S.  267)  for  the 
relief  of  those  suffering  from  the  destruction  of  the  saltworks  near  Man- 
chester,  Ky,^  pursuant  to  the  orders  of  Major- General  Carlos  Buell,  having 
had  the  same  under  consideration,  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  re* 
port : 

• 

The  damage  and  injury  to  the  property  of  the  claimants  for  which 
they  pray  compensation  was  not  done  wantonly  or  accidentally,  but  de- 
signedly and  pursuant  to  the  order  of  General  Buell,  who  was  the  mili- 
tary commander  of  the  territory  in  which  the  property  destroyed  was 
situate. 

The  question  to  be  considered  is,  "  whether  the  government  is  liable 
to  make  compensation  for  the  property  of  a  citizen  in  an  adhering  State 
seized  and  destroyed  or  damaged  by  competent  military  authority,  fla- 
grante helloy  to  prevent  it  from  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  as 
an  element  of  strength  where  warlike  operations  are  in  progress,  or 
where  the  approach  of  the  enemy  is  prospectively  imminent." 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  same  law  prevails  when  our  territory 
is  invaded  by  a  foreign  enemy  or  a  loyal  State  by  a  rebel  invading 
force. 

We  submit  that  the  government  has  a  clear  right  to  take  or  use  pri- 
vate  proverty  under  its  war  power  on  the  theater  of  military  operations, 
flagrante  hello,  for  military  purposes. 

It  has  never  been  claimed  that  the  government  is  bound  to  pay  for 
property  taken  or  destroyed  by  the  enemy  in  time  of  war,  nor  by  its  own 
military  forces  in  actual  battle. 

The  property  for  which  these  claimants  ask  compensation  was  de- 
stroyed to  prevent  it  from  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy ;  it  was 
situate  in  a  territory  where  oo^ual  war  prevailed;  it  was  the  owners'  mis- 
fortune and  not  the  fault  of  the  government  that  it  was  so  situate.  The 
government  ought  not  to  be  held  liable  to  make  compensation  except  where 
it  is  in  the  wrong. 

Everybody  agrees  that  the  government  is  not  liable  for  property  de- 
stroyed in  battle,  or  in  an  attempt  to  recapture  it  from  the  enemy. 

It  can  make  no  difference  to  the  owner  whether  his  property  is  de- 
stroyed immediately  before  a  battle  or  during  the  actual  conflict. 
f  The  government  ought  not  to  be  held  liable  to  make  compensation 
for  property  destroyed  by  it  to  keep  it  from  fledling  into  the  hands  of  an 
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enemy,  because  it  is  not  possible  to  say  what  is  the  measure  of  damages. 
Can  any  person  tell  what  property  is  worth  which  is  liable  the  next  day 
or  the  next  hour  to  be  taken  or  destroyed  by  the  enemy  f 

It  has  been  said  that  compensation  ought  to  be  made  because  the 
property  was  '^  taken  for  the  public  use."  The  property  was  not  taken 
at  all ;  it  was  destroyed,  and  it  was  taken  under  those  powers  which 
every  nation  possesses,  whether  it  has  a  written  constitution  or  not — its 
tear  powers. 

The  practice  and  usage  of  government  during  and  since  the  late  civil 
war  is  a  denial  of  liability  for  this  class  of  claims. 

Congress  has,  by  general  law,  provided  for  the  payment  of  quarter- 
BiastePs  and  commissary  supplies,  but  has  prohibited  the  Court  of 
Claims  from  taking  jurisdiction  of  any  case  against  the  government 
growing  out  of  the  destruction  of  or  damage  to  pro|»erty  by  the  Army 
or  Navy  engaged  in  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion. 

This  rule  of  law  was  recognized  by  the  President  in  this  very  case. 
In  his  message  vetoing  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  these  claimants  he  uses 
the  following  language,  to  wit: 

All  the  objections  made  by  me  to  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  Milton  Best,  and  also  of 
the  East  Tennessee  UniveFsity,  apply  with  equal  force  to  this  bill. 

Aooordtng  to  the  official  report  of  Brigadier-Qeneral  Craft,  bv  whose  immediate  oom- 
piand  the  property  in  question  was  destroyed,  there  was  a  large  rebel  force  in  the 
neighborhood  who  were  using  the  salt-works,  and  had  carried  away  a  considerable 
quantity  of  salt,  and  were  preparing  to  take  more  as  soon  as  the  necessary  transporta- 
tion coiild  be  procured ;  and  he  further  states  '*  that  the  leaders  of  the  rebellion  calca- 
lated  upon  their  supply  of  salt  to  come  from  these  works,"  and  that,  in  his  opinion, 
their  destruction  was  a  military  necessity.  I  understand  him  to  say,  in  effect,  that  the 
salt-works  were  captured  from  the  rebels,  that  it  was  impracticable  to  hold  them,  and 
that  they  were  demolished  so  as  to  be  of  no  further  use  to  the  enemy. 

I  cannot  agree  that  the  owners  of  property  destroyed  under  snch  circumstances  are 
entitled  to  compensation  therefor  from  the  United  State's.  Whatever  other  view  may 
be  taken  of  the  subject,  it  is  incontrovertible  thai  these  salt-works  were  destroyed  by 
the  Union  Army  while  engaged  in  regular  military  operations,  and  that  the  sole  object 
of  their  destruction  was  to  weaken,  cripple,  or  defeat  the  armies  of  the  so-called  South- 
ern Confederacy. 

I  am  greatly  apprehensive  that  the  allowance  of  this  claim  could  and  would  be  con- 
strued into  the  recognition  of  a.  principle  binding  the  United  States  to  pay  for  all 
property  which  their  military  forces  destroyed  in  the  late  war  for  the  Union.  No  lia- 
oility  by  the  government  to  pay  for  property  destroyed  by  the  Union  forces  in  con- 
ducting a  battle  or  siege  has  yet  been  claimed ;  but  the  precedent  proposed  by  this 
hill  leiuls  directly  and  strongly  in  that  direction  :  for  it  is  difficult  upon  any  ground  of 
reason  or  Justice  to  distinguish  between  a  case  of  that  kind  and  the  one  under  consid- 
eration. Had  General  Craft  and  his  command  destroyed  the  salt-works  by  shelling 
out  the  enemy  found  in  their  actual  occupancy,  the  case  would  have  not  been  diflferent 
in  principle  from  the  one  presented  in  this  bill.  What  possible  difference  can  it  make 
in  the  rights  of  owners  or  the  oblip^ations  of  the  government  whether  the  destruction 
If  as  in  £iving  the  enemy  out,  or  in  keeping  them  out,  of  the  possession  of  the  salt* 
works  t 

This  bill  does  not  present  a  case  where  private  property  is  taken  for  pnblio  nse,  in 
any  sense  of  the  Constitution.  It  was  not  taken  from  tihe  owners  but  from  the  enemy ; 
and  it  was  not  then  used  by  the  govemmenti  but  destroyed.  Its  destracUon  was  one 
of  the  casualties  of  war ;  and  though  not  happening  in  actual  conflict,  was  perhaps  as 
^saatrous  to  the  rebels  as  would  have  been  a  victory  in  battle. 

Owners  of  property  destroyed  to  prevent  the  spread  of  a  conflagration,  as  a  general 
rule,  aro  not  entitled  to  compensation  therofor ;  and  for  reasons  equally  strong  the 
necessary  destrnction  of  property  found  in  the  hands  of  the  pnblic  enemv,  and  consti- 
tuting a  part  of  their  military  supplies,  does  not  entitle  the  owner  to  indemnity  from 
the  government  for  damages  to  him  in  that  way. 

We  Tecommend  that  the  claim  be  not  allowed,  and  that  the  bill  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 
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Mr.  JoKA3y  from  tUe  Com;uittee  oq  Bailroad^  subiaiU^  the  faUowln^ 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Railroads,  to  whom  the  subjejt  wa^  re/erred,  submit  ths 

follotcing  report : 

A  petition  has  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Sailroads  of  cer- 
tain citizens  of  Louisiana,  asking  for  the  forfeiture  of  the  laud  grant 
made  to  the  New  Orleans,  Yicksburg  and  Batou  Eouge  Eaili'oad  Com- 
])auy  by  the  ninth  seotion  of  the  act  entitled  ''An  act  to  incorporate  t^ 
Texai^  Pacific  Eailroad  Gomimny,  and  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  its 
road,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  March  3, 1871,  on  the  ground 
that  the  company  to  whom  the  grant  was  made  has  failed  to  build  the 
road  within  the  time  prescribed  by  the  act 

The  grant  was  made  to  the  New  Orleans,  Baton  Bouge  and  Yicks- 
burg  Bailroad  Company,  its  successors  and  assigns.  That  company  was 
incorporated  by  an  act  of  the  legislature  of  Louisiana,  approved  Decem- 
ber 30,  1869.  The  object  of  Congress  in  making  the  grant  was  to  aid 
in  the  construction  of  the  proposed  road  from  New  Orleans,  via  Baton 
Bouge,  Alexandria,  and  Shreveport,  to  connect  with  the  eastern  termi- 
nus of  the  Texas  Pacific  Bailroad,  and  thus  connect  that  road  with  the 
Mississippi  Eiver  and  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

The  committee  find  that  this  connecting  road,  on  almost  the  same  line, 
and  between  the  same  points  (if  not  built  by  the  original  grantees),  has 
been  built  by  the  New  Orleans  Pacific  Bailway  Company,  which  was 
organized  under  a  charter  confirmed  by  an  act  of  the  legislature  of  Lou- 
isiana, approved  February  19, 1876.  This  road  is  now  completed  and 
running  between  New  Orleans  and  the  eastern  terminus  of  the  Texas 
Pacific  Bailroad,  at  or  near  Marshall,  Texas,  its  route  being  via  Baton 
Bouge,  Alexandria,  and  Shreveport. 

The  New  Orleans,  Baton  Bouge  and  Vicksburg  Bailroad  Company 
{which  still  has  corporate  existence),  by  deed  dat^  the  5th  day  of  Jan- 
uary, 1881,  granted  and  transferred  to  the  New  Orleans  Pacific  Bailway 
Company  all  its  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  the  lands  granted  to 
it  by  the  before-mentioned  act  of  Congress  incorporating  the  Texas 
Pacific  Bailroad  Company.  This  transfer  was  approved,  ratified,  and 
confirmed  at  a  meeting  of  the  stockholders  of  the  New  Orleans,  Baton 
Bouge  and  Vicksburg  Bailroad  (-ompany,  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds  of  its 
entire  capital  stock.  The  transfer  was  formally  accepted  by  the  board 
of  directors  of  the  New  Orleans  Pacific  Bailway  Company. 

The  deed  of  transfer,  a  certified  copy  of  the  resolution  of  the  stock- 
holders of  the  New  Orleans,  Baton  Bouge  and  Vicksburg  Bailroad 
Company  ratifying  the  transfer,  and  a  certified  copy  of  the  res3lution 
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of  he  board  of  directors  of  the  ^ew  Orleans  Pacific  Railway  Company 
accepting  the  transfer,  have  been  filed  in  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior. 

A  commissioner  to  inspect  a  portion  of  the  railroad  built  by  the  New 
Orleans  Pacific  Railway  Company  was,  upon  the  application  of  that 
company,  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
report  of  the  said  commissioner,  approving  the  construction  of  the  por- 
tion of  the  railroad  inspected  by  him,  was  duly  filed  in  the  Department 
of  the  Interior. 

Application  is  now  made  for  the  issuance  of  patents  to  the  New  Or- 
leans Pacific  Railway  Company  for  the  lands  granted  by  Congress  to 
the  New  Orleans,  Baton  Rouge  and  Vicksburg  Railroad  Company, 
and  by  the  la^t  named  company  assigned  to  the  New  Orleans  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  as  heretofore  stated. 

The  grant  was  originally  made  to  the  New  Orleans,  Baton  Rouge  and 
Vicksburg  Railroad  Company,  its  successors  and  assigns,  for  the  pur- 
poses above  stated. 

The  road  has  been  built  by  the  assignee  of  the  grantee,  and  the  object-s 
of  the  grant  have  been  fullj^  attained. 

No  forfeiture  of  the  grant  was  made  before  the  completion  of  the 
road,  on  the  grounds  alleged,  and  we  think  it  would  be  unjust  and  in- 
equitable to  make  such  forfeiture  now  when  the  work  has  been  com- 
pleted by  the  assignee  company,  which  has  built  the  road  in  good  faith 
and  in  full  expectation  of  receiving  the  benefit  of  the  grant  which  re- 
mained unforfeited  and  assignable  in  the  control  of  their  grantor. 

Your  committee  think  no  consideration  of  public  policy  requin^s  the 
forfeiture  of  the  grant,  and  they  recommend  tliat  the  committee  l)e  dis- 
charged from  further  consideration  of  the  memorial. 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  i  Report 
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Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4444.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  H.  R,  4444^ 
having  carefully  considered  the  same^  make  the  following  report: 

The  report  of  the  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  favoring  the 
passage  of  this  bill,  is  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PentnonSy  having  had  under  eonaideration  the  hill  (H.  B,  3486) 
granting penBume  to  Wilson  W*  Brown  and  otherSy  reepect/ully  report  as  follows: 

The  petitioners  seeking  to  be  benefited  by  this  bill  are  known  in  history  as  the 
''Mitchell  Raiders."  In  the  early  part  of  April,  1862,  Gen.  O.  M.  Mitchell  had  ad- 
vanced his  column  as  far  sonth  as  Shelby  ville,  Tenn.  On  the  west  the  battle  of 
Shlloh  had  lust  determined  in  favor  of  the  Union  arms.  At  the  east  McClellan,  with 
his  Army  of  the  Potomac,  was  at  Yorktown,  threatening  an  advance  upon  Richmond. 
Against  these  two  armies  of  the  West  and  the  East  the  South  had  concentrated  their 
strength.  General  Mitchell  saw,  then,  as  a  bloody  history  so  fully  demonstrated  sub- 
sec^uently,  the  vital  importance  of  seizing  and  holding  Chattanooga  as  a  strategic 
point  on  the  great  railroad  line  between  the  east  and  west,  which  connected  the  main 
armies  of  the  rebellion.  The  capture  of  Chattanooga,  at-  that  crisis  of  the  war,  in- 
volved also  the  possession  of  East  Tennessee,  and  a  probable  uprising  of  a  strong  loyal 
element  there.  The  Mitchell  Raiders  were  a  body  of  twenty-one  men,  under  command 
of  one  J.  J.  Andrews,  selected  by  General  Mitchell  to  nndertake  the  desperate  enter- 
prise of  penetrating  nearly  two  hundred  miles  sonth  into  the  heart  of  the  enemy's 
territory,  and  endeavoring  to  destroy  the  wooden  bridges  on  the  railroad  between 
Chattanooga  and  Atlanta.  This,  Mitchell  hoped,  would  cut  off  the  advance  of  troops 
from  the  South,  while  he  moved  down  his  Army  and  captured  Chattanooga.  Jud^e- 
Advocate-General  Joseph  Holt  did  not  exaggerate  when  he  said  of  this  expedition 
that '  in  the  daring  of  its  conception  it  had  the  wildness  of  romance,  while  in  the 
overwhelming  results  which  it  sought  to  accomplish  it  was  absolutely  sublime." 

The  account  of  the  raid,  foUowing,  is  borrowed  Anom  another  writer,  and  is  correct, 
according  to  the  evidence  of  participants : 

''  The  soldiers  of  this  forlorn  hope,  dressed  in  citizen's  clothes  and  representing  them- 
6elves  as  good  Secessionists,  set  out  on  foot  through  the  enemy's  country  by  twos  and 
threes,  and,  after  many  adventures,  came  together  at  Marietta,  a  point  on  the  railroad 
a  little  north  of  Atlanta.  The  plan  was  to  take  passage  on  some  north-bound  train, 
and,  at  an  opportune  moment,  overpower  the  guara,  seize  the  engine,  and  drive  onward 
with  all  speed,  burniug  bridges  and  tearing  up  track  as  they  went,  and  leaving  a  trail 
of  flame  and  destruction  behind  them ;  to  dash  clean  through  Chattanooga,  and  meet 
Mitchell  as  he  advanced  along  the  Memphis  road.  It  was  early  in  the  morning  of  April 
12  when  these  adventurous  travelers,  with  tickets  for  different  points  to  avert  suspi- 
cion, boarded  the  train,  and  finally  seated  themselves  in  the  same  .car.  At  broad  day- 
light the  conductor  called  out :  '  Big  Shanty ;  twenty  minutes  for  breakfast, '  and  at 
once  passengers,  engineer,  and  trainmen  all  poured  into  the  long  eating-room,  leaving 
the  engine  unguarded,  although  it  was  within  the  lines  of  a  rebel  encampment. 

'*  The  little  band  sauntered  forward,  each  falling  into  his  appointed  place,  when  in 
a  twinkling,  on  a  signal  given,  the  passenger  coache/s  were  uncoupled,  an  engineer  and 
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fireman  of  the  party  sprang  into  the  cab,  the  valve  was  pulled  open,  aud  the  engine, 
tender,  and  three  cars  moved  off  as  the  remaining  adventurers  leaped  into  the  open 
doors  of  one  of  the  box  cars.  A  few  minutes  placed  the  exulting  party  beyond  what 
seemed  to  be  the  danger  of  any  successful  pursuit,  for  there  was  n  )  telegraph  at  Big 
Shanty,  and  no  other  engine  at  hand.  But  it  was  one  day  too  late.  General  Mitchell 
had  advanced  to  Huntsville,  and  his  approach  was  so  threatening  that  all  the  rolling 
stock  about  Chattanooga  had  been  ordered  south,  aud  the  delay  caused  by  meeting 
these  unscheduled  trains  was  fatal.  Andrews,  representing  himself  as  a  Confederat-e 
officer  of  high  rank,  who  had  impressed  the  train  for  the  pnrpose  of  running  powder 
through  to  Beauregard  at  Connth,  excited  no  suspicion.  But  while  he  was  losing 
precious  minutes  in  waiting  for  the  extra  trains,  and  moving  them  off  the  track,  the 
conductor  at  Big  Shanty  leTt  his  cofft^  and  began  the  pursuit  on  foot  until  he  reached 
a  hand-car,  and  soon  after,  in  a  swih  locomotive,  which,  by  rare  good  fortune,  had 
come  down  to  the  road,  on  a  private  track,  from  large  iron- works  Just  in  the  nick  of 
time.  Before  the  raiders  found  opportunity  for  any  serious  work  their  pursuers  were 
upon  them.  A  desperate  chase  ensued,  until  finally,  after  a  mn  of  nearly  100  miles, 
the  captured  locomotive,  now  jaded  and  Hhattered,  waa  abandoned,  and  the  captors 
scattered  to  the  shelter  of  thick  woods." 

The  whole  partv  was  captnred  after  eu«hiriug  the  sufferings  incident  to  fruitless 
efforts  to  escape  tlieir  pursuit.  It  is  uni)leMHaut  to  recall  the  history  of  the  treatment 
to  which  these  pris<iners  were  subjected.  They  were  denounced  as  ppies.  They  were 
chained  together  by  twos  b^  the  neck,  marched  through  the  streets  of  Chattanooga 
amid  the  angry  jeers  of  an  infuriated  crowd,  and  thnist  into  a  kind  of  dungeon.  This 
apartment  was  thirteen  feet  square  aud  of  about  the  same  depth.  Twenty-one  men 
were  confined  here  for  nearly  three  weeks.  Scanty  provision  was  furnished  and  no 
sufficient  means  afforded  for  the  removal  of  excrement.  If  we  may  credit  the  st-ate- 
meuts  of  survivors  of  the  party,  which  are  as  given  above,  the  horrors  of  this  confine- 
ment are  beyond  description.  When  released  from  the  dark  and  noisome  hole  their 
condition  was  pitiable,  and  for  hours  they  were  blinded  by  the  light  of  day.  An- 
drews, the  leaaer,  was  hung  as  a  spy.  The  party  whs  removed  then  to  Atlanta,  where 
seven  more  were  tried,  convicted,  and  hanged  as  spies.  One,  Jacob  Parrot,  was  whip- 
ped, one  hundred  lashe:»  being  indicted  on  his  baccE.-  For  six  months  some  of  tho  sur- 
vivors, aud  for  eleven  months  others  of  them,  were  in  constant  apprehension  of  the 
.same  death  by  hanging  as  their  comrades  had  suffered.  It  were  better  that  the  story 
of  the  sufferings  and  indignities  indicted  on  these  heroic  soldiers  were  left  unrecitedy 
«a8  thi*y  were  incredibly  terrible,  as  told  by  the  survivors. 

In  considering  this  ca^it  the  committee  tbink  it  very  dear  that  this  raid  was  a  mili- 
tary expedition,  .hulges  Baxter  and  Temple,  who,  it  appeal's,  acted  as  attorneys  to 
defend  tho  men  who  were  hangetl,  have  lately  written  that  they  considered  that  they 
clenrly  showed  before  th^  court-martial  that  the  expedition  wa*  a  military  one  under 
anthnrity  and  command  of  General  Mitchell,  and  tnat  the  men  were  not  spies.  It  is 
eviih>iit  thai  the  Corifeflerato  Government  so  regarded  the  matter,  as  tho  further  trial 
of  the  survivors  was  stopped  after  the  execution  of  Andrews  and  seven  of  the  party. 
These  soldiers,  therefore,  who  undertook  and  with  marvelous  energy  essayed  the  task 
imposed  by  their  comninnder,  suffered  an  outrage  iu  being  treated  as  spies  and  wonso, 
which  justifies  their  ap)>eal  for  consideration. 

Jacob  Parrot,  one  of  the  raiders,  by  special  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 1879, 
had  his  pension  increased  to  twenty  dollars  per  month,  as  will  be  seen  in  the  following 
^statement  from  the  records  of  the  Pension  Office: 

*•  Persons  referred  to  in  bill  iJ486, 

**' Wilson  W.  Brown,  pensioner,  at  $12  per  month,  for  gunshot  wound  left  knee  and 
hand,  received  at  Chickamauga,  September  20,  1H63. 

"William  Pittinger,  jiensioner.  at  |18  per  month,  for  disease  of  lungs  and  liver,  con- 
tracted while  prisoner  of  war,  captured  April  15,  1862,  on  raid. 

"  Martin  Hawkins,  prisoner,  at  $S  per  month,  for  scurvy  and  debility,  contracted  in 
prison  at  Chattanooga. 

"Daniel  A.  Dorsey,  pensioner  (papers  ont  of  file\ 

"Jacob  Parrott,  pensioned  under  general  laws,  at  ^  per  month,  for  injury  of  back, 
caused  by  whipping,  while  prisoner  of  war;  pension  increased  to  $20  per  month  by 
special  act,  approved  March  3, 1879. 

**  John  R.  Porter,  claimant  for  pension  on  account  of  right  hernia,  contracted  in 
March.  1865. 

"William  Bensinger,  applicant  for  pension  on  account  of  bronchitis  and  pilea,  con- 
tracted while  captain  of  Company  C,  Thirteenth  United  States  Colored  Infantry. 

"John  A.  Wilson  has  not  applied  for  pension  under  the  general  law. 

**Elihu  A.  Mason,  applieant  for  pension  on  account  of  scurvy  and  results,  contracted 
while  a  prisoner  of  war  at  Atlanta. 
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**  Rachel  Slavens,  widow  of  Samuel  Slavens,  pensioned  under  certiiicate  6d/J18 ;  sol- 
dier was  executed  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  June  18, 1862.'' 

The  committee. report  a  substitute  for  the  bill,  which  provides  that  the  names  of 
Wilson  W.  Brown,  William  Pittinger,  Martin  Hawkins,  Daniel  A.  Dorsey,  John  R. 
Porter,  William  Bensinger,  John  A.  Wilson,  Elihu  Mason,  and  Rachel  Slavens  shall 
be  placed  on  the  pension  roll  at  $20  per  month,  and  that  this  shall  be  in  lieu  of  all 
p<u)sioD8  heretofore  allowed  or  claimed  to  be  due  to  any  of  said  persons,  and  recommend 
its  passage  by  the  House. 

The  wisdom  and  necessity  of  the  enterprise  in  which  those  claiming 
benefits  under  tliis  bill  were  engaged^  and  the  estimation  of  its  impor- 
t>ance  by  Judge  Holt,  have  been  criticised  in  military  circles;  and  the 
conclusion  of  the  foregoing  report,  that  the  expedition  was  a  military 
one,  and  that  the  men  were  not  spies,  is  open  to  question ;  but  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  whether  it  is  just  or  expedient  for  Ccmgress  to 
pass  this  bill,  both  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  report  of  tlie  House  com- 
mittee, and  its  conclusions  as  to  the  character,  importance,  and  the  nec- 
essity of  the  expedition,  may  be  assumed. 

Upon  such  assumption,  however,  the  committee  are  unable  to  find 
sufficient  grounds  for  a  report  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  the  bill,  which 
proposes  to  grant  to  each  of  the  survivors  of  the  expedition,  and  the 
widow  of  one  who  is  dead,  a  uniform  pension  of  $20  per  month  without 
reference  to  the  degree  of  their  disability,  a  provision  which  is  unknown 
to  the  existing  law  relating  to  pensions.  The  argument  in  favor  of  thus 
discriminating  in  favor  of  the  beneficiaries  in  this  bill  against  the  sol- 
diers who  are  pensioned  by  general  act,  seems  to  be  based  upon  three 
considerations,  viz,  the  brilliant,  services  of  these  soldiers,  their  ex« 
treme  suffering,  and  their  imminent  danger  of  death  as  spies. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  neither  of  these  considerations  can 
justify  the  passage  of  the  bill,  giving  to  these  men  an  arbitrary  rate  of 
pension,  greater  in  amount  than  that  allowed  to  other  soldiers. 

Pensions  should  be  granted  for  disability,  and  should  be  proportioned 
to  the  disability  sustained.  Jt  is  believed  that  no  other  just  basis  for 
pensions  to  soldiers  exists.  Tlie  country  gratefully  recognizes  the  pa- 
triotism, the  heroism,  and  the  brilliant  achievements  of  those  who  fought 
its  battles,  but  in  granting  pensions  we  must  not  forget  that  hundreds 
of  thousands,  nay  millions,  of  our  volunteer  soldiers  were  i)atriotic  and 
heroic,  and  performed  deeds  of  conspicuous  courage  and  gallantry,  nor 
m  ist  we  forget  that  such  service  was  due  from  the  soldier  in  the  defense 
and  protection  of  his  government,  in  return  for  the  protection  which  the 
government  afforded  to  the  soldier  as  its  citizen.  To  single  out  a  few 
from  the  great  body  of  those  who  performed  patriotic,  heroic,  and  bril- 
liant services  in  the  war,  and  bestow  upon  them  special  pensions  there- 
for, is  an  unjust  discrimination  against  those  equally  deserving  of  })raise 
who  pass  unnoticed.  !Nor  can  such  pensions  be  put  upon  the  ground  of 
extreme  suffering,  unless  we  propose  in  all  instances  to  estimate  in  rating 
the  pensions  granted  by  Congress  the  physical  and  mental  pain  en- 
dured by  the  soldier  from  any  and  every  cause  incident  to  his  service.  A 
great  nuinbi^r  of  soldiers  other  than  these,  suffered  cruel  hardships,  and 
in  immiutnt  danger  of  death  languished  in  hospitals  and  in  x)risoiis,  and 
no  reason  exists  why  these  few  soldiers  should  be  pensioned  for  such 
suff'ering  while  the  many  similarly  situated  are  not  pensioned. 

To  rate  pensicms  according  to  the  amount  of  suff'ering  endured,  either 
physical  or  mental,  is  manifestly  impracticable,  even  if  such  causes  were 
admitted  to  be  just  ground  for  pension.  Nor  does  the  fear  of  an  igno- 
minious death  as  a  spy  seem  to  the  committee  to  furnish  a  basis  for  a 
pension  any  more  than  the  fear  of  death  consequent  upon  battle,  or  other 
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dangerous  service.  If  it  be  said  that  the  disability  of  soldiers  who  suf- 
fered such  imprisonment  and  endured  such  hardships  should  be  pre- 
sumed to  be  the  result  of  such  imprisonment  and  hardshix)s,  such  con- 
siderations would  only  justify  the  granting  of  pensions  to  the  petitioners 
according  to  the  disability  which  might  be  found,  upon  medical  and  other 
testimony,  actually  to  exist,  aud  not  the  establishing  of  a  uniform  rate 
of  $20  per  month  for  each.  It  is  not  to  be  presumed  that  each  of  these 
petitioners  is  equally  disabled.  It  is  possible  that  some  of  them  may 
be  entitled,  under  the  existing  provisions  of  the  general  law,  to  a  higher 
rating  even  than  $20  per  month,  while  it  is  probable,  to  say  the  least, 
that  some  of  them  are  not  sufficiently  disabled  to  justify  such  a  rating. 
However  that  may  be,  the  law  provides  an  equal  rule  for  all. 

The  Pension  Office  is  liberal  in  the  administration  of  the  law,  and  if 
in  x>articular  instances  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  fails  to  rate  a  pen- 
sion under  the  law  according  to  the  degree  of  disability,  it  will  not  be 
questioned  that  Congress  is  exceedingly  liberal  in  granting  increases  in 
such  cases.  The  committee  do  not  believe  it  wise  or  expedient  to  single 
out  particular  soldiers,  or  particular  classes  of  soldiers,  and  grant  them 
X)en8ions  at  greater  rates  than  the  pensions  granted  to  others  for  similar 
disabilities.  The  petitioners  were  brave  and  patriotic ;  their  bravery 
excites  our  admiration^  and  their  suffering  enlists  our  sympathy;  and 
while  a  special  compensation  for  such  bravery  and  such  suffering  may^ 
at  first  sight  seem  an  act  of  justice,  it  needs  but  a  little  reflection  to  see 
that  it  is  an  act  of  palpable  injustice  to  the  thousands  of  unnoticed  and 
unrewarded  soldiers  whose  bravery  and  sufferings  equally  comx)el  our 
admiration  and  our  sympathy.  In  view  of  these  considerations,  your 
committee  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  7, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blaib,  ftom  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4444.] 

The  principal  facts  are  stated  in  the  House  report  as  follows : 

The  petitioners  seeking  to  be  benefited  by  this  bill  are  known  in  history  as  the 
''MitcheU  Raiders."  In  the  early  part  of  April,  1862,  General  O.  M.  Mitchell  had  ad- 
vanced his  column  as  far  south  as  Snelbyville,  Tenn.  On  the  west  tlie  battle  of  Shiloh 
had  Just  determined  in  favor  of  the  Union  arms.  At  the  east  McClellan,  with  his 
army  of  the  Potomac,  was  at  Yorktown,  threatening  an  advance  upon  Richmond. 
Against  these  two  armies  of  the  West  and  the  East  the  South  had  concentrated  their 
strength.  General  Mitchell  saw  then,  as  a  bloody  history  so  fully  demonstrated  sub- 
sequently, the  vital  importance  of  seizing  and  holding  Chattanooga  as  a  strateglo 
point  on  the  great  railroad  line  between  the  east  and  the  west,  which  connected  the 
main  armies  of  the  rebellion.  The  capture  of  Chattanooga,  at  that  crisis  of  the  war, 
involved  also  the  possession  of  East  Tennessee,  and  a  probable  uprising  of  a  strong 
loyal  element  there.  The  Mitchell  Raiders  were  a  body  of  twenty-one  men,  under 
command  of  one  J'.  J.  Andrews,  selected  by  General  Mitchell  to  undertake  the  des- 
perate enterprise  of  penetrating  nearly  two  hundred  miles  south  into  the  heart  of  the 
enemy's  territory,  and  endeavoring  to  destroy  the  wooden  bridges  on  the  railroad 
between  Chattanooga  and  Atlanta.  This,  Mitchell  hoped,  would  cut  off  the  advance 
of  troops  from  the  south,  while  he  moved  down  his  army  and  captured  Chattanaoga. 
Judge- Advocate-General  Joseph  Holt  did  not  exaggerate  when  he  said  of  this  expedi- 
tion that  "  in  the  daring  of  its  conception  it  had  the  wilduess  of  romance,  while  in 
the  overwhelming  results  which  it  sought  to  accomplish  it  was  absolutely  sublime." 

The  account  of  the  raid,  following,  is  borrowed  from  another  writer,  and  is  correct, 
according  to  the  evidence  of  participants  : 

''The  soldiers  of  this  forlorn  hope,  dressed  in  citizen's  clothes  and  representing 
themselves  as  good  secessionists,  set  out  on  foot  through  the  enemy's  country  by  twos 
and  threes,  and,  after  many  adventures,  came  together  at  Marietta,  a  point  on  the 
railroad  a  little  north  of  Atlanta.  The  plan  was  to  take  passage  on  some  north-bound 
train,  and,  at  an  opportune  moment,  overpower  the  guard,  seize  the  engine,  and  drive 
onward  with  all  speed,  burning  bridges  and  tearing  up  tracks  as  they  went,  and  leav- 
ing a  trail  of  fiamo  and  destruction  behind  them;  to  dash  clean  through  Chattanooga, 
and  meet  Mitchell  as  he  advanced  along  the  Memphis  road.  It  was  early  in  the  morn- 
ing of  April  12  when  these  adventurous  travelers,  with  tickets  for  different  points  to 
avert  suspicion,  boarded  the  train,  and  finally  seated  themselves  in  the  same  oar.  At 
broad  daylight  the  conductor  called  out:  'Big  Shanty:  twenty  minutes  for  break- 
fast,' and  at  once  passengers,  engineer,  and  trainmen  all  poured  into  the  long  eating- 
room,  leaving  the  engine  unguarded,  although  it  was  within  the  lines  of  a  rebel  en- 
campment. 

"The  little  band  sauntered  forward,  each  falling  into  his  appointed  place,  when  in 
a  twinkling,  on  a  signal  given,  the  passenger  coaches  were  uncoupled,  an  engineer 
and  fireman  of  the  party  sprang  into  the  cab,  the  valve  was  pulled  open,  and  the  en- 
gine, tender,  and  three  cars  moved  off  as  the  remaining  adventurers  leaped  into  the 
open  doors  of  one  of  the  box  cars.  A  few  minutes  placed  the  exulting  party  beyond 
what  seemed  to  be  the  danger  of  any  successful  pursuit,  for  there  was  no  telegraph  at 
Big  Shanty,  and  no  other  engine  at  hand.  But  it  was  one  day  too  late.  General 
Mitchell  hsrd  advanced  to  Huutsville,  and  his  approach  was  so  threatening  that  all 
the  rolling  stock  about  Chattanooga  had  been  oKlered  south,  and  the  delay  caused 
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by  meeting  tbeae  unscheduled  trains  was  fatal.  Andrews,  representing  himself  aa  a 
Confederate  ofQcer  of  high  rank,  who  had  impressed  the  train  for  the  purpose  of  run- 
ning powder  through  to  Beauregard  at  Corinth,  excited  no  suspicion.  But  while  he 
was  losing  precious  minutes  in  waiting  for  the  extra  trains,  and  moving  them  off  the 
track,  the  conductor  at  Big  Shanty  left  his  coffee  and  be^an  the  pursuit  on  foot  until 
he  reached  a  hand-car,  and  soon  after,  in  a  swift  locomotive,  which,  by  rare  good  for- 
tune, had  come  down  to  the  road,  on  a  private  track,  from  large  iron  works  Just  in 
the  nick  of  time.  Before  the  raiders  found  opportunity  for  any  serious  work  their 
pursuers  were  upon  them.  A  desperate  chase  ensued,  until  finally,  after  a  run  c^ 
nearly  100  miles,  the  captured  locomotive,  now  jaded  and  shattered,  was  abandoned, 
and  the  captors  scattered  to  the  shelter  of  thick  woods." 

The  whole  party  was  captured  after  enduring  the  sufferings  incident  to  fruitless 
efforts  to  escape  their  pursuit.  It  is  unpleasant  to  recall  the  history  of  the  treatment 
to  which  these  prisoners  were  subjected.  They  were  denounced  as  spies.  They  were 
chained  together  by  twos  b^  the  neck,  marched  through  the  streets  of  Chattanooga 
amid  the  angry  jeers  of  an  infuriated  crowd,  and  thrust  into  a  kind  of  dungeon.  This 
apartment  was  thirteen  feet  square  and  of  about  the  same  depth.  Twenty-one  men 
were  confined  here  for  nearly  three  weeks.  Scanty  provision  was  furnished  and  no 
sufficient  means  afforded  for  the  removal  of  excrement.  If  we  may  Credit  the  state- 
ments of  survivors  of  the  party,  which  are  as  given  above,  the  horrors  of  this  confine- 
ment were  beyond  description.  When  released  from  the  dark  and  noisome  hole  their 
<$oudition  was  pitiable,  and  for  hours  they  were  blinded  by  the  light  of  day.  An- 
drews, the  leader,  was  hung  as  a  spy.  The  party  was  removed  then  to  Atlanta,  where 
seven  more  were  tried ,  convicted,  and  hanged  as  spies.  One  Jacob  Parrot  was  whipped, 
one  hundred  lashes  being  infiicted  on  his  back.  For  six  months  some  of  the  survivors, 
and  for  eleven  months  others  of  them,  were  in  constant  apprehension  of  the  same 
death  by  hanging  as  their  comrades  had  suffered.  It  were  better  that  the  story  of  the 
sufferings  ana  indignities  inflicted  on  these  heroic  soldiers  were  left  unreci  ted,  as  they 
were  incredibly  temble,  as  told  by  the  survivors. 

In  considering  this  case  the  committee  think  it  very  clear  that  this  raid  was  a  mili- 
tary expedition.  Judges  Baxter  and  Temple,  who,  it  appears,  acted  as  attorneys  to 
defend  the  men  who  were  hanged,  have  lately  written  that  they  considered  that  they 
clearly  showed  before  the  court-martial  that  the  expedition  was  a  military  one  under 
authority  and  command  of  General  Mitchell,  and  that  the  men  were  not  spies.  It  is 
evident  that  the  Confederate  Government  so  regarded  the  matter,  as  the  further  trial 
of  the  survivors  was  stopped  after  the  execution  of  Andrews  and  seven  of  the  party. 
These  soldiers,  therefore,  who  undertook  and  with  marvelous  energy  essayed  the  task 
imposed  by  their  commander,  suftered  an  outrage  in  being  treated  as  spies  and  worse, 
which  justifies  their  appeal  for  consideration. 

A  careful  examination  of  the  testimony  has  satisfied  the  minority  of 
the  committee  that  disabilities  were  contracted  by  all  the  survivors  for 
which  they  should  receive  pensions,  and  most  of  them  are  already  re- 
ceiving pensions  under  the  general  law,  while  others  have  applications 
pending,  which,  in  our  belief,  should  be  granted. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  dwell  upon  the  details  of  the  <»xtraordinary  enter- 
prise in  which  these  men  engaged,  the  dangers  they  incurred,  the  sulFer- 
ings  they  endured,  their  coolness,  gallantry,  fidelity,  devotion,  and 
patriotism,  or  upon  its  immense  importance  to  the  Union  cause  had  it 
been  successful.  It  is  sufScient  to  say  that  these  men  dared  and  endured 
everything,  and  that  failure  was  not  their  fault. 

We  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

H.  W.  BLAIR, 
For  the  Minority. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JuxE  7,  18"^. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Hale,  from  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Tenth  Censas,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

The  Select  Committee  on  the  Tenth  Census j  instrtieted  by  the  following 

Senate  resolution^  to  icit : 

Sesolredj  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Census  be  iustrncted  to  inqnire  into  the 
number  and  character  of  subjects  being  prepared  for  publication  under  the  direction 
of  the  Census  Bureau,  and  to  report  to  the  Senate  as  to  the  cost  of  preparing  and 
printing  them,  and  the  probable  time  required  before  they  will  be  ready  for  distribu- 
tion, together  with  such  information  as  the  committee  may  think  necessary  to  lay  be- 
fore the  Senate — 

have  investigated  the  subject-matters  covered  by  said  resolution,  and  report 

as  follows : 

The  committee,  in  addition  to  communications  received  from  the  office 
of  the  Public  Printer,  requested  and  secured  the  attendance  of  the  Super- 
intendent of  the  Census,  Col.  C.  W.  Seaton,  and,  after  full  examination, 
obtained  facts,  and  inrormation,  and  estimates  covering  the  subject- 
matters  of  the  resolution,  which,  at  the  request  of  the  committee,  have 
been  embodied  in  the  following  communications,  which  the  committee 
adopt  as  a  part  of  their  report : 

Department  of  the  Interior,  Census  Office, 

WeLahingtaiif  D.  C,  Aprils  ldS2. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  be  in  receipt  of  your  communication  of  the  2l9t  instant, 
inclosing  a  ro])y  of  a  resolution  of  the  honorable  Senate  under  the  same  date,  an(l 
requesting  certain  information  relative  tu  the  matter  of  said  resolution. 

In  reply,  I  have  the  honor  to  state : 

First.  The  plan  framed  by  the  late  Superintendent  for  the  publication  of  the  reports 
of  the  tenth  census  comprised  an  aggregate  bulk  of  18,000  quarto  pa^es. 

When  the  great  variety  and  importance  of  the  subjects  embraced  in  the  reports  of 
the  recent  census  are  co^isidered,  this  plan  does  not  seem  to  me  excessive. 

Shonld  the  necessity  for  retrenching  the  scheme  of  publication  be  deemed  impera- 
tive, the  reports  could  i>robably  be  cut  down  to  15,000  pages  without  mutilation.  I 
shonld  think,  however,  the  result  would  be  more  satisfactory  to  Congress  and  to  the 
country  if  the  plan  were  to  remain  unaltered. 

Second.  Resiiecting  the  expense  of  publication,  I  would  say  that  the  cost  of  setting 
up  and  stereotyping  15,000  pages  of  the  character  proposed  would  be,  taking  the  re- 
ports alreadv  printi'd  of  Me.ssrs.  Porter,  lugerHoll  aiyil  Swank  a.s  the  measure  of  ex- 
pense, between  <!9r>,0(K)  and  S100,000. 

The  cost  of  press-work,  paper,  and  binding  an  edition  of  10,0ii0  copies  of  all  the  re« 
ports,  would  be  about  $195,000,  taking  the  cost  of  printing  Mr.  Porter's  volume  on 
public  indebtedness  (667  pages)  as  the  measure  of  expense.  This  would  make  the 
total  cost  of  composition,  stereotyping,  printing,  and  binding  an  edition  of  10,000 
copies  somewhere  from  ^*2l)0,000  to  §'29''>,()00.  An  additional  10,000  copies  of  all  reports 
would  bring  the  cost  of  yO,00<)  copies  within  |500,000.  This  estimate  includes  only 
the  work  of  the  Government  Printing  Othce.  The  cost  of  the  various  illustrations  of 
the  several  volumes  would  form  the  suhject-matter  of  contracts  to  be  made  between 
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the  Public  Printer  and  the  eucravers.  The  majority  of  the  maps  proposed  to  be  in 
serted  in  the  reports  are  already  engraved,  and  paid  for  out  of  the  sum  heretofore  a  p 
propriated. 

Third.  If,  instead  of  a  uniform  edition  of  20, (KK)  copies,  some  of  the  reports  of  a  special 
or  technical  character  were  to  be  issued  in  editions  of  ;i,000.  5,000,  or  10,000  copiesj'as 
is  the  case  with  many  government  publications,  such  as  the  (Geological  Survey  of  the 
Fortieth  Parallel,  and  the  Medical  and  Surgical  History  of  the  War,  this  would  allow 
larger  editions  of  those  reports  which  are  of  a  more  popular  character,  or  which  have 
a  pecuniary  interest  for  larger  classes  of  persons,  like  the  report  on  population  or  the 
reports  on  agriculture,  without  bringing  the  aggregate  expense  above  the  sum  named. 

Fourth.  A.  Limited  preliminary  editions  of  the  following  reports  have  already- 
been  issued  for  the  use  of  the  Census  Office  and  of  memlters  of  Congress,  viz : 

The  report  on  population,  volume  I,  464  pages  (LXXXIX  and  375). 

Special  Agent  Robert  P.  Porter's  report  on  public  indebtedness,  667  pages. 

Special  Agent  IngersolTs  report  on  the  oyster  industry,  251  pages. 

S^Kfcial  Agent  Hilgard's  report  on  cotton  production  in  Louisiana,  99  pages. 

Mr.  H.  W.  Elliott's  report  on  the  Seal  Islands  of  Alaska,  176  pages. 

Special  Agent  King's  report  on  the  production  of  the  precious  metals,  94  pages. 

Special  Agent  Swank's  report  on  the  statistics  of  irun  and  steel  production,  180 
pages. 

Special  Agent  WcOring's  report  on  the  social  statistics  of  the  cities  of  New  Orleans 
and  An.stin,  99  pages. 

Special  Agent  Kobert  P.  Porter's  report  on  the  railroads  of  the  New  England  group, 
46  pages. 

The  foregoing  statement  of  number  of  pages  is  exclusive  of  maps  and  full-page, 
illustrations. 

B.  There  are  now  in  the  Public  Printing  Office  the  following  reports,  which  are 
wholly  or  partly  in  type: 

Special  Agent  Swain's  report  on  the  water-power  of  the  South  Atlantic  coast,  170 
pages. 

Special  Agent  Hutfou's  report  on  steam-pumps  and  pumping-engines,  57  pages. 

Special  Ageut  Wyckot^s  re|M>rt  on  statistics  of  the  manufacture  of  silk,  30  pages. 

Oilice  report  on  the  manufactures  of  the  twenty  largest  cities  of  the  United  States, 
32  pages. 

The  foregoing  rei>orts  have  been  stereotyped  and  will  be  immediately  printed. 

Special  Agent  Fit<h's  report  on  manufactures  of  interchangeable  mechanism,  esti- 
mated l.'^O  psges. 

Special  Agent  North's  report'  on  newspapers  and  periodicals,  estimated  400  pages.  * 

Sp(  cial  Agent  Brewer's  rei>ort  on  the  cereal  crops  of  the  United  States,  estimated 
400  pages. 

Spt  cial  Agent  Gordon's  report  on  meat  production  in  Texas,  California,  Nevada, 
Oregi-n.  Washington,  aud  Iclaho,  estimated  500  pages. 

C.  There  are  at  present  in  the  Printing  Oltice,  ready  to  be  taken  up  when  the  type 
used  in  the  foregoing  reports  shall  be  released,  the  following,  viz : 

Special  Agent  Neftel's  report  on  flour-milling  and  milling  machinery,  estimated  20 
Paget'. 

Special  Agent  (ireenlears  report  on  the  water-power  of  a  portion  of  the  North- 
western States,  entimated  200  pages. 

Special  Agent  D wight  Porter's  re|>ort  on  the  water-power  of  theMissoiuri  River  and 
its  tribiitaiies,  estimated  250  pages. 

Special  Agent  E.  A.  Smith's  report  on  the  cotton  culture  of  Florida,  estimated  75 
pages. 

Special  Agent  W.  G.  Elliott's  report  on  the  water  supply  of  cities  and  towns,  esti- 
mated 200  pages. 

D.  There  are  in  the  office,  ready  to  be  sent  to  press  : 

Spei-ial  Agent  Killebrew's  report  on  the  tobacco  culture  of  the  United  States,  esti- 
mated 400  passes. 

Special  Agents  Loughridge  and  McKutchen's  report  on  the  cotton  culture  of  Geor- 
gia, estinuited  250  pages. 

Special  A^ent  Hollerith's  report  on  steam  and  water  power  used  in  iron  aud^steel 
manufacturing,  10  pages. 

Special  Agent  Goode's  report 'on  the  whale  fisheries  of  the  United  States,  estimated 
200  pa^es. 

Special  Agent  Hawes's  report  on  the  quarries  of  Ohio  and  Kentucky,  10  pages. 
Special  Agent  Rowland's  report  on  the  chemical-manufacturing  industry  of  the 
Unit*  d  States,  estimated  50 pages. 
Special  Agent  Waring's  report  on  the  social  statistics  of  Boston,  estimated  100  pages- 
Special  Agent  Goode's  report  on  the  general  fisheries  of  the  United  States,  incm£ng 
the  reports  of  numerous  assistants,  1,H00  pages. 

Special  Agent  Robert-  P.  Porter's  report  on  State  and  municipal  taxation  and  yalua- 
tiou,  estimated  450  pages. 
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Special  Aj^ent  R.  P.  Porter's  report  on  the  railroad  Btatistics  of  the  Uuited  States^ 
exclusive  of  the  New  England  group  (mentioned  above),  estimated  550  pages. 

E.  In  addition  to  the  foregoing,  there  may  be  expected  during  the  current  calendar 
year  the  following  report-s : 

Special  Agent  Sargent's  report  on  forestry  and  the  lambering  industry. 

Special  Agent  Atkinson's  report  on  the  cotton  manufactnre. 

Special  Agent  Bond's  report  on  the  woolen  manufactures. 

Special  Agent  Week's  report-s  on  the  mauafactnre  of  glass  and  of  coke,  and  of  wages 
iu  manufacturing  industry. 

Special  Agent  Jenney's  rt^port  on  fire  and  marine  insurance. 

Special  Agent  Peckham'a  report  on  the  production,  transportation,  and  manofiioture 
of  petroleum. 

Special  Agent  King's  report  on  the  mining  of  precious  metals,  mining  industry,  laws^ 
regulations,  &c.  (three  volumes). 

Special  Agent  Tumpelly's  report  on  the  useful  metals,  mining  industry,  &c,  (three- 
Tolumes). 

Special  Agent  AVright's  report  on  the  factory  system. 

Special  Agent  Dresser's  report  on  the  gas  industry. 

Keports  of  Special  Agent  Trowbridge  and  his  assistants  on  the  water-power  of  the 
regions  not  previously  mentioned,  and  on  the  machinery  employed  in  the  manufacture- 
of  textile  fabrics,  boots  and  shoes,  &c. 

Special  Agen^  Huttou's  report  on  the  manufacture  of  machine  tools. 

Reports  from  Special  Agent  Dodge  on  the  orchard  fruits  of  the  United  States,  and 
en  the  preparation  and  manufactnre  of  tobacco. 

Special  Agent  Gordon's  report  on  the  meat  production  of  States  not  previously  men- 
tioned. 

Special  Agent  Hawes's  report  on  the  quarrying  industry  of  States  not  previously 
mentioned. 

Special  Agent  Hall's  report  on  the  ship-building  industry. 

Special  Agent  Powell's  report  on  the  numbers  and  condition  of  the  Indian  tribes  of 
the  United  States. 

Special  Agent  Wariiig's  report  on  the  social  statistics  of  cities  other  than  those 
already  named. 

Special  Agent  Petroif' s  report  on  Alaska. 

Special  Agent  Waitc's  reports  on  schools,  colleges,  churches,  libraries,  museums,  Slq^ 
(two  volumes). 

Special  Agent  Wines'  report  on  pauperism  and  crimes,  and  on  the  afflicted  classes^ 
viz,  the  deaf  and  dumb,  blind,  insane,  and  idiotic.    (Three  volumes.) 

(Of  these  reports  it  is  possible  that  the  one  on  the  criminal  statistics  of  the  United 
States  may  not  be  completed  until  next  year.) 

Reports  by  the  superintendent  on  occupations,  nativities,  and  foreign  parentage. 

Office  reports  on  manufactures,  occupations  of  the  people,  nationalities,  and  other 
statistics  heretofore  embraced  in  the  puollcations  of  the  census. 

The  foregoing  comprises  all  the  statistics  which  it  is  intended  t^o  embrace  in  the  pub- 
lications of  the  census,  except  those  relating  to  the  ages  of  living  inhabitants,  deaths, 
and  the  cauHes  of  death,  and  to  life  insurance,  which  statistics  it  is  not  probable  can. 
be  completed  during  the  current  year. 

The  volume  relating  to  these  subjects  will  be  prepared  jointly  by  Lieut.  Col.  John 
S.  Billings,  Surgeon  U.  S.  A.,  and  the  Superintendent. 

Fifth.  Instead  of  publishing  the  compendium  of  the  census.  4s  in  1870,  in  one  bulky 
volume  (942  octavo  pages),  it  is  deemed  more  convenient  to  issue  it  in  two  parts,  the 
first  of  which,  containing  statistics  of  population  and  a^cultuie,  will  be  ready  for 
the  printer  in  the  course  of  four  or  six  weeks.  The  remaining  volume  will  be  issued 
during  the  coming  fall. 
Very  respectfully, 

C.  W.  SEATON, 
Superintendent  of  Census^ 

Hon.  Eugene  Hale, 

Chairman  Sehct  Committee  on  CensuSy 

Senate  of  t\e  United  States. 


Department  of  tue  Interior, 

Census  Office, 
Waekingiony  D,  C,  May  2,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit,  in  compliance  with  the  request  made  at  the  meet- 
ing of  your  committee  on  yesterday,  estimates  as  to  what  will  be  the  probable  cost  or 
maps  and  illustrations  for  the  complete  census  report,  and  as  to  the  probable  expense 
of  printing  the  ^*  Compendium  of  the  Tenth  Census.*' 

I.  For  the*  maps,  diagrams,  and  other  illustrations  of  the  report,  most  of  the  electro- 
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typing  and  lithographic  enffraving  is  already  done  and  paid  for.  I  estimate  that  the 
fatnre  expense  for  work  of  this  office  will  not  exceed  f  15,000. 

The  cost  of  printing  these  illnstrations,  with  the  cost  of  paper,  will,  I  Judge,  aver- 
age not  far  from  one  cent  per  impression  per  quarto  page.  I  estimate  the  number  of 
pages,  qnarto,  of  illustrations  in  the  full  report  at  from  400  to  500  pages.  This  would 
make  the  expense  of  paper  and  printing  the  illustrations  for  an  edition  of  10,000  copies 
of  the  full  report  at  from  $40,000  to  ^,000.  Total  expense  for  illustrations  for  the 
first  10,000  copies,  from  $55,000  to  $65,000,  and  from  $40,000  to  $50,000  additional  for 
each  additional  10,000  copies. 

II.  Expense  of  printing  Compendium. 

The  Compendium  will  contain,  as  I  judge,  1,200  pages.  To  prepare  the  stereotype 
plates  for  1,200  pages  will  oost — 

For  composition  (1,200  pages,  mostly  tabular  matter) $6, 855 

For  stereotyping  1,200  pages 541 

7  396 
To  print  100,000  copies  will  cost— 

For  press- work $3,072 

For  folding 8,172 

For  paper 28,640 

For  binding,  in  two  volumes • 30,000 

Total 69,884 

Making  the  total  cost  of  the  first  100,000  copies,  $77,280. 
Additional  copies  in  considerable  editions  would  cost  70  cents  each. 
Very  respectfully, 

C.  W.  SEATON, 
Superintendent  of  CenBus, 
Hon.  EuGBXE  Hale, 

Chairman  Committee  to  make  Prorieion  for  taking  the  Tenth  Census, 

and  ascertaining  the  Results  thereof.  United  States  Senate, 


Office  of  Public  Printer, 

}rashington,  D,  C,  May  11,  1882. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  inquiry  of  the  3d  instant,  asking  for  certain  information  cou- 
ceming  the  priutinff  of  the  Census  Reports,  would  say  as  follows : 

There  will  be  no  delay  in  this  office  in  issuing  these  reports.  They  will  be  printed 
just  as  fast  as  the  Census  Office  supplies  the  copy,  provided  a  sufficient  sum  of  money 
IS  appropriated  for  the  printing. 

Tne  only  intelligent  estimate  that  can  be  made  of  the  cost  of  printiuff  them  is  to 
give  the  actual  cost  of  those  already  printed,  viz,  "Porter  on  Public  Indebtedness, " 
'^IngersoU  on  the  Oyster  Industry,'^  and  '^Swauk  on  the  Iron  and  Steel  Production 
of  the  United  States.'' 

To  print  10,000  copies  of  the  Public  Indebtedness  Report  cost  $14,107.87.  This  does 
not  include  the  11  lustrations,  which  were  furDisbcil  by  the  Census  Office.  Ten  thou- 
sand copies  of  '*  The  Oyster  Industry  "  cost  $5,936.11.  Tliis  report  contalDS  no  illustra- 
tions. The  same  number  of  Swank's  Report  on  Iron  and  Steel,  &.c.,  cost  $5,032.31. 
This  also  is  exclaslve  of  the  cost  of  the  illustrations. 

The  three  reports  aggregate  1,144  pages,  or  about  one-sixteenth  of  the  total  number  to 
be  printed.  As  you  will  see,  10,000  copies  of  these  reports  cost  $25,076.29,  exclusive  of 
the  illustrations.  It  would  be  safe  to  say  that,  including  the  lithographs,  it  ^ill  cost 
$30,000  to  print  an  edition  of  10,000  copies  each  of  these  three  reports. 

It  is  impossible  to  arrive  at  any  estimate  that  would  be  at  all  reliable,  for  the  reason 
that  we  do  not  know  how  much  of  the  text  is  plaiu  matter  and  how  luuch  is  in  tabu- 
lar form ;  neither  do  we  know  how  many  or  the  character  of  the  chromo-lithographa. 
Bat,  Judging  from  what  we  have  seen,  I  think  it  will  be  safe  to  say  that  an  uniform 
edition  of  20,000  copies  of  each  report  will  cost  at  least  $1,000,000. 

I  return  herewith  the  papers  accompanying  your  letter. 
Very  respectfully, 

A.  F.  CHILDS, 
Chief  Clerk,  for  the  Public  Printer, 

Hon.  Eugene  Hale, 

Chairman  Select  Committee  on  Census,  United  States  Senate. 
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It  will  be  seen,  by  an  examination  of  these  different  estimates,  com- 
ing from  the  office  of  the  Public  Printer  and  from  the  Saperiutendent 
of  the  Census,  that  the}'  differ  somewhat  in  amount  as  applied  to  edi- 
tions of  the  entire  work  of  10,000  copies  or  20,000  copies ;  but  a  full  ex- 
amination will  show  that  the  estimate  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Cen- 
sus is  based  upon  the  proposition  that  the  entire  work  need  not  exceed 
15,000  pages,  while  that  of  the  Public  Printer  is  made  upon  the  basis  of 
18^.  pages. 

Taking  the  entire  cost  already  incurred  of  publishing  the  three  volumes 
upon  "Public  Indebtedness,'^  the  *' Oyster  Industry,"  and  Professor 
Swank's  **Beport  upon  Iron  and  SteeJ,"  as  given  by  the  PuUUc  Priiiter, 
at  $30,000,  including  illustrations,  with  the  accompanying  statement  of 
the  Public  Printer  that  these  volumes  comprise  one-sixteenth  of  the  en- 
tire work  of  18,000  pages,  it  will  be  seen  that  upon  the  basis  of  15,000 
pages  for  the  entire  work,  the  three  volumes  named  would  cover  about 
one-thirteenth  of  the  entire  work,  which  would  bring  the  cost  of  pub- 
lishing a  10,(N)0  edition,  according  to  the  estimate  of  the  Public  Printer, 
up  to  $390,000,  or  for  an  edition  of  20,000  copies,  $780,000. 

For  the  same  work  Colonel  Seaton,  Superintendent  of  the  Census, 
estimatest  hat  the  cost  would  be  $360,000  for  an  edition  of  10^000,  and 
$720,000  for  an  ediiion  of  20,000,  including  all  maps,  illustrations,  and 
lithographing.  , 

The  committee  believe  that,  in  view  of  the  extensive  work  embraced 
in  the  compendium,  which  it  is  proposed  should  be  issued  in  two  vol- 
umes instead  of  one,  the  popular  demand  for  information  upon  th3  cen- 
sus work  will  be  very  largely  supplied  by  the  ciroulatiou  of  those  two 
volumes,  and  that,  if  a  large  edition  of  the  compendium  is  published, 
it  wiU  obviate  the  necessity  for  large  editions  of  most  of  the  other  vol- 
umes, thus  leaving  the  compendium  for  popular  distribution,  and  the 
other  volumes  for  distribution  in  smaller  numbers  to  colleges,  schools, 
and  libraries. 

But  the  committee  believes  that  upon  this  question  of  the  future  print- 
ing of  the  Census  volumes  and  the  selection  of  a  portion  of  the  same 
for  popular  distribution  the  Committee  on  Printing,  which  has  general 
jurisdiction  over  the  subject  of  printing  books  and  documents  ordered 
by  Congress,  has  much  better  means  of  settling  this  question  of  distri- 
bution fairly  and  wisely  than  the  Census  Committee,  and  therefore  re- 
commends that  this  report  be  referred  to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Print- 
ing. 

The  committee  refers  to  a  summary  accompanying  this  report,  and 
made  a  part  of  the  same,  covering  the  estimates  before  referred  to. 

Colonel  Seaton^ 8  estimates. 

Setting  ap  and  stereotyping  15,000  pa^es,  between  $95,000  and flOO,  000 

Preflawork,  paper  and  binding  an  eaition  of  10,000  copies  of  all  reports 195, 000 

An  additional  10,000  of  all  reports  would  bring  the  cost  of  20,000  copies  with- 
in 1500,000. 
Eleetrotyping  and  lithographic  engraving  for  maps  and  other  illustrations 

not  already  paid  for  will  not  exceed  f  15,000. 
Printing  these  illustrations,  with  cost  of  paper,  average  not  far  from  one  cent 
per  impres^tion  per  quarto  page — ^number  pages  ot  quarto  illustrations  in 
fall  report,  fh>m  400  to  500  pages — ^this  would  make  expense  of  paper  and 
printing  illiustrations  for  10,000  copies  of  full  report,  at  from  $40,000  to 
$50,000. 
T«tal  expense  for  illustrations  for  first  10,000  copies,  from  $55,000  to $65, 000 
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360,000 


6  TENTH   CENSUS. 

CENSUS   COMF£in>IUM. 

(Estimated  1,200  pages.) 

Preparing  stereotype  plates  for  1,200  pages : 

Composition  (1,200  pages,  mostly  tabular  matter) |6, 855  , 

Stereotyping  1,200  pages 541 

— ^    (7,396 
Printing  100,000  copies: 

Presswork ^ 3,072 

FoldiDg 8,172 

Paper 28,640 

Binding  in  two  Tolumes 30,000 

Total 69,884 

Total  cost  of  first  100,000  copies 77,280 

Additional  copies,  in  considerable  editions,  70  cents  each. 

Mr.  ChUda's  estimates. 

To, print  10,000  copies  Public  Indebtedness  Report,  not  including  illus- 
trations, cost $14,107  87 

10,000  copies  The  Oyster  Industry,  containing  no  illustrations,  cost 5,936  II 

10,000  copies  Swank's  Report  on  Iron  aud  Steel,  &c.,  exclusive  of  illus- 
trations, cost 5,032  31 

*i5, 076  29 
The  three  above  reports  aggregate  1,144  pages,  or  about  one-sixteenth 

of  the  total  number  to  be  printed. 

To  print  an  edition  of  10,000  copies  each  of  these  three  reports,  includ- 
ing illustrations 30,000  00 

Uniform  edition  of  20^000  copies  of  each  report,  including  all  maps  and 
illustrations 1,000,000  OO 

c 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ist  Session.       I  ( No.  714. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  8,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Patents,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Patents^  to  tchomtcas  referred  the  petition  of  Oeorge  W. 
Morsey  have  considered  ths  same^  and  respectfully  report: 

The  petitioner  claims  to  be  the  inventor  of  the  present  breech-load- 
ing system  of  fire-arms,  adajited  to  the  use  of  metallic  cartridges  and 
ammunition  for  the  same,  and  asks  compensation  from  the  United  States 
for  services  rendered,  expenses  incurred,  cost  of  models  frimished,  and 
for  the  use  of  his  inventions;  and  prays  that  his  claim  may  be  referred 
to  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  the  case  and  render  such  judgment  in  his 
favor  as  the  facts  found  may  warrant  and  substantial  justice  require, 
without  regard  to  the  act  limiting  the  jurisdiction  of  said  court. 

Your  committee  find  that  the  petitioner  was  a  native  of  New  Hamp- 
shire, and  resided  in  New  England  until  1838  or  1839,  when  he  became 
a  citizen  of  Louisiana.  He  was  from  1840  to  1853  engaged  in  survey- 
ing lands  for  the  government  in  that  State.  In  1853  he  because  State 
engineer  of  Louisiana,  and  afterwards  commissioner  of  swamp  lands. 
He  married  in  Louisiana,  and  accumulated  considerable  property  there. 
In  1856  he  came  to  Washington  with  certain  alleged  improvements  in 
breech-loading  fire-arms  and  metallic  cartridges  for  the  same,  for  which 
he  obtained  patents,  and  endeavored  to  secure  the  adoption  of  the  same 
by  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Upon  the  recommendation  of  John  B.  Floyd,  then  Secretary  of  War, 
he  was  paid  in  1868  the  sum  of  $10,000  for  the  alteration  by  the  govern- 
ment of  2,000  of  its  muskets  or  rifles,  according  to  his  patents,  out  of 
an  approi>riation  for  that  purpose,  and  in  1860  he  was  paid  $3,000  by 
the  government  for  the  right  to  manufacture  1,000  carbines  according 
to  his  plan. 

During  some  months  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  war  he  was 
employed  by  the  government,  without  compensation,  in  contemplation 
of  the  further  manufacture  of  anns  according  to  his  plan,  in  the  prep- 
aration of  models  and  special  tools  at  the  Springfield  Armory  and  Har- 
per's Ferry,  and  had  nearly  perfected  arrangements  for  such  manu- 
facture in  the  government  workshoj)  at  Harper's  Ferry  when  the  war 
commenced.  Just  before  the  raid  on  Harper's  Ferry  by  the  Confeder- 
ates he  left  Washington  and  went  to  Richmond.  He  did  not  return 
until  after  the  close  of  the  war.  He  claims  not  to  have  engaged  in  the 
rebellion  or  to  have  done  any  act  encouraging  or  aiding  the  Confeder- 
acy, and  states  his  object  in  going  south  to  have  been  the  prevention  of 
the  confiscation  of  his  property  in  Louisiana.  The  machinery  (including 
the  special  tools  for  the  manufacture  of  arms  according  to  his  patents) 


2  GEOBQE   W.   MORSE. 

was  carried  by  the  Confederates  to  Bicbmond,  soon  after  his  arrival 
there,  and  he  obtained  possession  of  the  special  tools,  claiming  them  as 
his  property.  He  went  from  Richmond  to  Nashville,  where  he  was  em- 
ployed to  repair  arms  for  the  State  of  Tennessee,  but  did  not  there 
attempt  to  manufacture  according  to  his  patents.  He  registered  his 
patents  in  the  Confederate  Patent  Office.  The  machinery  was  after- 
wards removed  from  Nashville  to  Atlanta^  but  nothing  was  done  with 
it  at  that  place.  Morse  remained  there  with  the  machinery  for  nearly 
a  year.  Afterwards  the  machinery  was  removed  to  Greenville,  S.  C, 
and  he  went  with  it  and  there  manufactured  some  carbines  according 
to  his  plan  for  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  upon  a  promise  given  him^ 
as  he  claims,  that  the  same  should  not  be  used  outside  the  State. 

After  the  close  of  the  war  in  1865  he  returned  to  Washington.    In 

1871  he  asked  for  an  extension  of  his  patents.    In  1872  a  bill  allowing 

such  extension  passed  Congress,  in  pui^suance  of  which,  one  of  his 

patents  was  extended  by  the  Commissioner,  and  in  the  case  of  the  other 

'  patent  the  extension  was  refused. 

In  1872  arrangements  were  made  by  him  for  the  organization  of  a 
corporation  in  New  York  known  as  the  "  Morse  Arms  Manufacturing 
Company."  This  organization  appears  from  some  reasons  to  have  beeu 
informal  and  the  corporation  was  reorganized  under  the  same  name  in 
1875.  To  this  corporation  Morse  assigned  all  his  patents  and  all  claims 
against  other  parties  (the  government  included)  for  the  past  use  of  his 
inventions. 

Soon  after  the  first  organization  of  the  Morse  Arms  Manufacturing 
Company  in  1872,  it  brought  suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims  to  recover  for 
the  use  by  the  United  States  of  Morse's  inventions,  uiwn  an  implied 
contract  between  the  government  and  Morse.  In  this  suit  considerable 
evidence  was  taken,  and  the  suit,  though  still  remaining  on  the  docket, 
has  never  been  brought  to  a  final  hearing.  In  1879,  Morse  himself 
brought  suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims  to  recover  damages  from  the  gov- 
ernment for  the  use  of  his  inventions,  claiming  that  the  assignment  to 
the  corporation  was  invalid  and  inoperative.  This  suit  is  still  pending, 
but  little  has  been  done  therein.  In  answer  to  both  suits  in  the  Court 
of  Claims,  the  government  denies  the  validity  of  Morse's  patents  and 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  court;  and  as  to  the  suit  of  Morse,  sets  up  the 
statute  of  limitations.  In  1875  the  "Morse  Arms  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany" brought  suit,  in  the  circuit  court  in  Connecticut,  against  the 
"Winchester  Repeating  Arms  Companj'"  for  an  infringement  of  Morse's 
patents.  In  this  suit  the  defendants  deny  that  Morse  was  the  original 
inventor  of  the  improvements  claimed  by  him.  A  very  large  amount 
of  testimony  has  been  taken  upon  this  issue,  the  record  amounting  to 
several  thousand  printed  pages.  The  case  is  still  in  court  and  is  nearly- 
ready  tor  hearing. 

It  is  unquestionably  true  that  if  Morse  is  the  original  inventor  of  the 
improvements  claimed  by  him,  the  government  has  applied  his  inven- 
tions in  the  alterations  and  manufacture  ot  a  very  large  number  of 
breech-loading  fire-arms,  probably  as  many  as  300,000,  for  which  he  has 
received  no  compensation. 

In  view  of  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  especially  the  fact 
that  the  question  as  to  the  validity  of  Morse's  patents  is  now  in  litiga- 
tion in  a  suit  Avitli  private  parties,  which  will  probably  be  soon  reached 
and  determined,  your  committee  think  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to 
grant  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  and  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged 
from  its  further  consideration. 


47th  Oongbess,  )  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

l8t  8e%9um.      ]  \  No.  715. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  9, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  MiLLEB,  from  the  Gommittee  on  Post-Offices  and  Post-Boads,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1727.] 

The  Committee  on  Post-Offices  arid  Post-RoadSy  to  which  was  referred  the 
bill  (8. 1727)  for  the  relief  of  the  American  Chroeer  Association  of  the 
city  of  Netc  Yorh^  have  considered  the  same^  and  report : 

The  law  of  July  12, 1876,  for  the  transmission  of  matter  through  the 
mails,  in  section  15  provides  ^Hhat  transient  newspapers  and  magazines, 
regular  publications,  designed  primarily  for  advertising  purposes,  or  free 
circulation,  or  circulation  at  nominal  rates,"  &c.,  <<  shall  be  transmitted 
in  the  mails  at  the  rate  of  one  cent  for  every  two  ounces  and  one  cent 
for  each  two  additional  ounces  or  fractional  part  thereof."  By  the  act 
of  Congress  approved  June  23, 1874,  ^^  newspapers  mailed  from  a  known 
office  of  publication,  issued  weekly  or  ofbener,  and  addressed  to  regular 
subscribers,  shall  be  charged  two  cents  a  pound  or  fraction  thereof." 

On  the  5th  day  of  July,  1877,  the  Postmaster-General  decided  that 
the  paper  called  '^The  American  Grocer"  was  not  entitled  to  the  lower 
rates  of  postage,  to  wit.  two  cents  per  pound,  upon  the  ground  that  it 
was  "designed  primarily  for  advertising  purposes";  and  the  company 
were  therefore  comx>elled  to  pay  for  the  month  of  July  and  August,  1877, 
the  sum  of  $648.  Upon  a  rehearing  the  Postmaster-General  determined 
that  his  first  decision  was  erroneous,  and  that  said  paper  should  be  sub- 
ject only  to  the  lower  rate  of  postage,  to  wit,  two  cents  per  pound.  The 
amount  paid  by  "  The  American  Grocer  Association"  was,  as  has  been 
stated,  9648.  Under  the  lower  rates  it  would  have  been  $162.  Deduct- 
ing that  sum  from  $648,  it  apx)ears  that  said  publishing  association  paid 
9^6  over  and  above  what  the  Postmaster-General  finally  decided  they 
should  pay.  It  being  in  accordance,  therefore,  with  the  final  decision 
of  the  Postmaster-General  that  said  company  overpaid  that  sum,  your 
committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill;  and  it  is 
understood  that  if  the  money  had  not  been  covered  into  the  Treasury 
it  would  have  been  reimbursed  by  the  Postmaster-General  to  tbe  said 
company. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47th  Gongbess,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepoet 

Ut  Session.      )  )  No.  716. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  12,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Fair,  flx)m  the  Committee  on  Claims,  8ubii\itted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1585.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1585)  for 
the  relief  of  Daniel  Connor,  have  dniy  considered  the  same  and  accom* 
panying  papers,  and  recommend  that  it  pass. 

The  facts  ui>on  which  this  recommendation  is  based  are  so  fully  set 
forth  in  the  official  records  of  the  case  famished  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  that  your  committee  ask  to  make  them  a  part  of  their  report, 
and  append  a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  that 
is  pertinent. 

Navy  Department, 
Washington,  November  2,  1881. 

Sir:  The  application  made  by  yon  in  behalf  of  Daniel  Connor  has  been  submitted 
by  me  to  Admiral  Nichols,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  in  accordance 
ivith  Your  suggestion.  I  inclose  you  a  copy  of  his  report  in  the  case.  I  regret  ex- 
tremely that  in  a  case  which  appeals  so  strongly  to  my  sympathy  I  find  myself  re- 
strained by  law  from  doing  what  I  would  so  much  wish  to  do. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WILLIAM  H.  HUNT, 

Secretary  of  the  Xary, 
Hon.  N.  P.  Hill,  United  States  Senate, 


Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks, 

October  31,  1881. 

The  accompanying  certificate  of  injury  to  Daniel  Connor,  a  laborer  in  the  employ  of 
the  department  of  yards  and  docks,  at  the  Washington  navy-yard,  while  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty,  as  also  the  letter  of  the  Hon.  N.  P.  Hill,  United  States  Senator, 
asking  that  said  certificate  may  be  referred  to  the  proper  officer,  "  and  that  if  it  can  be 
legally  done,  the  party,  Daniel  Connor,  may  be  allowed  wages  during  the  time  he  has 
been  or  may  be  disabled,''  have  been  received  on  reference  from  the  department,  and 
carefully  considered,  and  the  papers  are  herewith  respectfully  returned,  with  the  fol- 
lowing opinion : 

The  case  is  one  of  those  which  appeal  strongly  to  our  sympathy  and  sense  of  jus- 
tioo,  but  can  only  be  officially  considered  in  its  legal  aspects.  The  law  has  made  no 
provision  for  this  kind  of  case.  It  does  not  come  under  the  provisions  of  the  laws 
relating  to  pensions. 

There  is  no  provision  in  the  naval  appropriation  bills  covering  such  case.  Section 
3738  of  Revised  Statutes,  fixes  eight  hours  as  a  day's  work,  and  section  1545  is  in 
these  words :  "  Salaries  snail  not  be  paid  to  any  employes  in  any  of  the  navy-jards, 
except  those  who  are  designated  in  the  estimates.  AU  other  persons  shall  receive  a 
per  diem  compensation  for  the  time  during  which  they  may  be  actually  employed." 
Under  this  provision  of  law  I  see  no  way  in  which  tiie  wages  of  the  unfortunate 
Daniel  Connor  can  be  continued  to  him,  be  being  not  **  actually  employed." 

ED.  T.  NICHOLS, 

Chief  of  Burea  u. 


I  DANIEL   CONNOR. 

United  States  Navy-Yard,  Washington. 

Office  of  Civil  Engineer, 

Ociohw  26,  1861. 

This  certifies  that  Daniel  Connor,  a  first-class  laborer  in  yards  and  docks  department 
of  this  yard,  while  employed  in  excaTatinff  gravel  for  use  in  the  yard,  did,  on  the  14th  in- 
stant, by  the  caving  in  of  the  gravel  bank^  sustain  a  fracture  of  the  leg,  a  severe  con- 
tusion of  the  arm,  and  was  otnerwise  so  injured  as  to  confine  him  to  bed  and  inca- 
pacitate him  from  performing  any  kind  of  labor. 

GEO.  W,  CONOVER, 
Carpenter f  U.  S.  N,^for  Ciril  Engineer. 


UxiTED  States  Naval  Dispensary, 

Washington,  D.  C,  Feftrnary  23, 1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  in  obedience  to  your  order  of  the  20rh  instant, 
I  have  carefully  examined  Daniel  Connor,  and  have  consulted  his  attending  physician, 
Dr.  J.  S.  Beale,  who  is  known  to  me  to  be  in  good  standing.  He  is  near^  fifty-nine 
years  of  age,  was  born  in  Ireland,  and  had  been  a  faithful  laborer  at  the  United  Stat«s 
navy-pard,  Washington,  D.  C,  for  many  years,  when  he  was  seriously  injured  on  Oc- 
tober 14,  1881,  by  the  caving-in  of  a  gravel  bank,  which  he  was  excavating  for  the 
Eurpose  of  obtaining  gravef  for  the  navy-vard.  His  injuries  consist<ed  in  fracture  of 
oth  bones  of  the  right  leg,  in  the  upper  third,  still  ununited ;  severe  contusion  of  the 
same  leg  and  ankle,  with  subluxation  of  the  latter,  still  painful  and  swollen ;  severe 
contusion  of  the  left  foot,  still  swollen  and  painful ;  dislocation  of  the  right  shoulder, 
still  subject  to  shooting  pains;  severe  contusion  of  the  right  hand,  still  painful ;  fract- 
ure of  the  eighth,  ninth,  ana  tenth  ribs  on  the  left  side,  producing  traumatic  pneu- 
monia, accoraing  to  his  description ;  injury  to  the  kidneys,  as  shown  by  pain  and 
bloody  urine  passed  for  two  months ;  he  now  urinates  every  twenty  minutes,  belne 
unable  to  hold  his  water ;  his  urine,  examined  by  Passed  Assistant  Surgeon  S.  H.  Grif- 
fith, U.  S.  N.,  showed  the  existence  of  mild  oxaluria,  which  is  an  evidence  of  the  poor 
state  of  his  general  health.  His  nervous  system  is  shattered,  and  he  Is  completely 
broken  in  health.  In  my  opinion,  sustained  by  that  of  Dr.  J.  S.  Beale,  he  is  perma- 
nently disabled  from  earning  his  living  by  manual  labor. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  A.  HOEHLING,  Surgeon,  U,  S.  X. 

Surgeon -General  P.  S.  Wales,  M.  D*.,  U.  S.  Navy, 

Chief  of  Burtau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery,  Navy  Department, 


Washington,  D.  C,  March  13,  1882. 

This  will  certify  on  the  I4th  day  of  October,  1881,  I  was,  in  the  absence  of  the  fam- 
ily physician,  Dr.  Beale,  called  upon  in  conjunction  with  Dr.  Reynolds  of  this  city,  to 
render  professional  aid  to  Mr.  Daniel  Connor,  of  this  city,  who  had  been  severely  in- 
jured by  the  caving  in  of  a  gravel  bank  which  he  was  engaged  in  working  upon  at  the 
Washington  navy-yard. 

The  tibia  and  fibula  of  the  upper  third  of  the  right  leg  were  found  to  be  badly 
comminuted,  while  the  same  bones  suffered  from  simple  fracture  in  the  lower  third. 

The  injury  was  of  such  a  severe  nature  that  a  grave  prognosis  was  given,  which 
opinion  was  fully  shared  by  Dr.  Beale,  who  came  in  a  little  later  and  assumed  charge 
of  the  case.  The  limb  was  carefully  adjusted  in  a  suitable  apparatus.  The  left  lee 
was  severely  contused.  Dpon  examination  to-day  I  find  the  bones  of  the  upper  third 
of  the  leg  still  ununited,  with  little  prospect  of  their  doing  so. 

The  constitution  of  Mr.  Connor  has  been  so  broken  down,  and  shattered  by  this 
dire  calamity  that,  in  my  opinion,  he  will  be  permanently  disabled. 

JNO.  W.  BAYNE,  M.  D. 

We  fully  concur  in  the  above  statement. 

J.  S.  BEALE,  M.  D. 

W.  B.  REYNOLDS,  M.  D. 

March  13,  1882. 


BcuEAU  OF  Yards  and  Docks,  Navy  Department, 

Waehington,  April  27,  1882. 

Dear  Sir  :  The  interest  I  feel  in  the  family  of  Daniel  Connor  must  be  my  excuse 
for  troubling  you.  Some  months  ago  Mr.  Connor,  while  in  the  employ  of  this  depart- 
ment, met  with  a  very  severe  accident,  through  no  fault  of  his  own,  and  has  been  ren- 


DANIEL   CONNOB.  3 

dered  helpless,  and  a  burden  upon  instead  of  a  support  to  his  family.  His  dauffhter, 
Mrs.  (VLeary.  informs  me  that  a  special  bill  has  been  introduced  in  the  Senate  tot  his 
benefit,  and  tnat  it  is  now  in  Uie  Committee  of  Claims  in  your  charge.  At  Mrs.  CLeary's 
earnest  solicitation  I  address  this  note  to  you,  hopins  that  it  may  be  in  your  power  to 
forward  the  bill  in  question,  in  behalf  of  himself  andhis  descrying  family.  An  appli- 
cation was  made  some  time  since  that  'Mi.  Connor's  pay  might  continue  during  his  ill- 
ness, but  the  law  interposed  a  bar  to  this. 

hemnf  your  indulgence  for  the  liberty  I  haye  taken  in  writing  you,  and  asking 
your  Kina  consideration  for  this  poor  man, 

I  am.  yery  truly,  your  obedient  seryant, 

ED.  T.  NICHOLS, 
Bear-Admiral,  United  States  Navy. 
Hon.  J.  G.  Faib, 

United  Statee  Senator, 


47th  Oongbess,  )  SEI9ATE.  i  Bbpobt 

Ut  ScMion.       f  \  No.  717. 


Df  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Junk  13,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Van  Wyck,  fipom  the  (Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2278.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  JB.  2278) 
granting  a  pension  to  John  H.  JacJcsonj  have  examined  the  same  and 
report: 

This  bill  was  considered  and  favorably  reported  by  this  committee  at 
the  second  session  of  the  Forty-sixth  Congress.  The  committee  have 
examined  the  evidence,  and  find  the  report  submitted  to  the  last  Con- 
gress fully  sustained.    That  report  is  adopted,  and  reads  as  follows : 

John  H.  Jackson,  a  resident  of  Pleasantville,  Sullivan  County,  Indiana,  late  ser- 
geant of  Company  6,  One  hundred  and  forty-ninth  Indiana  Volunteers,  enlisted  Feb- 
ruary 14,  1865,  and  was  discharged  September  22, 1865.  He  filed  his  declaration  for  a 
pension  Novembers,  1875,  alleging  therein,  and  in  affidavits  subsequently  filed,  that 
he  contracted  chronic  diarrhea  about  March  12,  1865,  at  Edgefield,  Tenn. ;  that  while 
snftering  therefrom  he  was  furloughed  home  about  June  14,  1865,  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  his  regimental  surgeon ;  and  that  about  August  25,  18^,  in  returning  to  his 
regiment  from  said  furlough,  the  train  on  which  he  was  being  borne  broke  down 
through  a  bridge  at  Richland  Creek,  Tennessee,  causing  a  severe  injury  t«  his  head 
and  breast,  which  has  resulted  in  disease  of  the  brain  and  heart.  His  averments  are 
supported  by  the  testimony  of  Capt.  James  D.  Parvin,  of  his  company,  and  by  com- 
rade Jonathan  Hart,  as  to  the  origin  of  disability  in  the  service,  and  that  of  Dr.  James 
McDowell  as  to  his  condition  while  at  home  on  furlough,  and  since  his  discharge.  The 
Adjutant-General  reports  him  injured  by  a  railroad  accident  at  the  time  alleged,  and 
the  Surgeon-General  shows  him  treated  for  the  alleged  injury  to  head ;  but  the  records 
of  the  War  Department  fail  to  show  that  the  fnrlough,  on  returning  firom  which  he 
was  iigured,  was  granted  by  reason  of  sickness.  Hence  the  claim  was  rejected  May 
7, 1877.  That  the  furlough  was  granted  by  reason  of  sickness— chronic  diarrhea — is 
fully  proven  by  the  affidavit  of  Lieutenant  Weir,  who  came  home  with  him,  and  the 
testimony  of  Dr.  James  McDowell,  who  treated  him  while  at  home. 

In  view  of  all  these  facts,  whicii  prove  conclusively  how  meritorious  this  claim  is, 
taken  in  consideration  with  aU  the  evidence,  official  and  ex  partem  your  committee  are 
of  the  opinion  that  the  claimant  is  Justly  and  rightfully  entitled  to  a  pension;  they 
therefore  report  back  the  accompanying  bill,  with  a  recommendation  that  it  be  passed. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.       )  )  No.  718, 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  13,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Chiloott,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1921.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  Wl  (8. 1921)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  James  Sneridanj  have  examined  the  same^  and  report: 

That  James  Sheridan  enlisted  December  14,  1865,  in  company  6, 
Fifth  United  States  Cavalry,  and  was  subsequently  transferred  to  the 
Executive  Mansion  to  act  as  an  orderly;  while  performing  such  duties 
the  claimant  had  the  misfortune  to  have  his  horse  fail  on  him  on  New 
York  avenue  in  1867,  and  had  his  collar-bone  firactured  and  his  head  cut. 
For  this  injury  he  was  pensioned  at  $6  per  month  from  June  2. 1881,  for 
disability  of  right  clavicle  and  left  side  of  head.  He  now  appues  for  an 
increase  of  pension  to  $12  per  month,  alleging  defective  sight  in  the  in- 
jured eye. 

The  committee  have  carefully  examined  the  evidence  on  file  and  fail 
to  discover  any  ground  whatever  for  an  increase,  and  therefore  recom- 
mend that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  posti>oned. 


[        47th  Congkess,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

lift  Sessian,       J  )  No.  710. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  13,  1882,— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

KEPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1099.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (S.  1099)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Bridget  Sherlock,  have  had  tlie  same  under  comidera- 
tion^  and  report : 

That  Bridget  Sherlock  is  the  mother  of  Stephen  Sherlock,  a  private 
in  Company  F,  Fifteenth  Indiana  Volunteers,  who  enlisted  June  14, 
1861,  was  discharged  November  23, 1802,  died  June  23, 1863. 

The  soldier  was  discharged  for  disability  by  reason  of  scrotal  hernia, 
with  severe  pains  in  lumbar  region,  heavy  (fragging  sensation,  numb- 
ness, and  difficulty  in  using  the  lower  extremities,  which  wholly  deprived 
him  of  the  capacity  to  earn  his  subsistence.  'His  case  was  one  of  very 
bad  scrotal  hernia,  caused  by  a  fall  over  a  log.  May  10, 1862,  in  front  of 
Corinth,  while  carrying  a  heavy  load  of  rails  upon  his  shoulders,  for  the 
I>arpose  of  building  a  road  over  which  to  pass  the  artillery  and  wagons 
tlnring  that  memorable  siege. 

Dr.  Ben.  Newland  testifies  that  he  had  known  the  soldier  during  sev- 
eral years  previous  to  his  death ;  saw  him  at  various  times  shortly  before 
bis  death ;  and  though  he  did  not  treat  him  personally  after  his  dis- 
charge, he  recollects  that  the  soldier  was  not  in  robust  health  at  the 
time  he  received  the  injury  from  which  he  died  June  23, 1863. 

The  cauHe  of  death  waa  eiysipelas,  which  resulted  from  amputation  of  the  left  foot. 

He  was  a  conductor  on  a  freight  train  on  the  LouisviHe  and  Chicago  Railroad,  and 
in  attempting  to  get  on  the  train  his  foot  slipped,  and  the  train,  being  in  motion, 
passed  over  his  left  foot,  crushing  it  to  pieces.  Deponent's  foot  was  amputated  at 
the  ankle.    He  never  fully  reacted.    Erysipelas  ensued  in  a  few  days  and  he  died. 

From  the 'foregoing  facts  it  is  quite  evident  that  this  case  was  prop- 
erly rejected  by  Sie  Pension  Office,  the  cause  of  death  having  no  relation 
whatever  in  its  origin  to  the  soldier's  service.  Therefore  your  committee 
recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  pass. 


47th  Gongbess,  )  SIINATE.  i  Bbpobt 

Ut  Sesrion.      j  \  Ko.  720. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Junk  13, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  sabmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4345.] 

The  Committee  an  Pensiansj  to  whom  t€as  referred  the  hill  {H.  R,  4345)  for 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Laiirinda  O.  CummingSj  respectfully  submit 
the  follotoing  report : 

Claimant,  Laurinda  G.  Cummings,  is  the  widow  of  Gilbert  W.  Cum- 
mings,  who  enlisted  September  20,  1861,  and  served  as  colonel  of  the 
Fifty-first  Illinois  Volunteers  until  his  resignation  on  account  of  disa- 
bility, September  30,  1862.  Gilbert  W.  Cnmmings  died  from  said 
disability  in  March,  1877. 

Your  committee  find  that  claimant  filed  her  application  for  pension 
in  the  pension  department  in  April,  1880.  The  application  was  gi-ante<l 
in  July,  1880,  at  $30  per  month,  from  March,  1877. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  claimant  is  now  receiving  a 
pension  for  the  full  amount  that  she  is  entitled  to  under  the  law,  and 
that  there  is  no  good  ground  for  granting  an  increase  by  sjiecial  act  of 
Congress. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of 
the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ut  Session.       f  )  No.  721. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JcXK  13,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  trom  the  Committee  ou  Peusions,  Babmitt^il  the  folIowiDg 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1919.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  re/erred  tJie  case  of  Thomas  H. 

AUenj  respectfully  repm-t : 

Claimant  eulisted  in  1863,  in  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  twenty- 
third  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteers,  and  was  honorably  discharged  in 
October,  1864,  as  a  second  lieutenant.  Be  applied  for  a  pension  in  1866, 
for  rheumatism  in  left  hip.  His  application  was  approved,  and  he  was 
granted  a  pension  of  $7.50  per  month  iix)m  October,  1864.  This  pension 
was  increased  to  $15  from  1868 ;  reduced  to  $7.50  from  1S75 ;  increased 
to  $15  from  1876 ;  increased  to  $24  from  1877. 

Claimant  files  with  your  committee  affidavits  of  a  number  of  phy- 
sicians, which  tend  to  show  that  his  disability  has  increased. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  claimant  has  heretofore  been 
treated  justly  and  liberally  by  the  Pension  Department,  and  see  no  good 
reason  why  he  should  not  apply  to  that  office  for  further  increase. 

The  facilities  of  that  office  are  esi)ecially  adapted  for  the  proper  inves- 
tigation of  such  cases,  and  the  laws  governing  that  office  are  such  as 
allow  the  adjudication  in  this  and  similar  cases. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of 
the  bill. 


♦  I 


^7th  Gonobess,  >  SENATE.  j  Bepobx 

Ut  Session.       ]  \  Ko.  722. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


June  13.  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompaDy  bill  S.  1901.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  for  the  relief  of 

Edward  Sehenckely  having  considered  the  same^  submit  the  following 

report: 

Edward  Schenckel  wa8  a  sergeant  in  Company  B,  Ninth  Pennsylva- 
nia Reserves.  He  enlisted  in  May,  1^1,  and  was  discharged  in  Novem* 
ber,  1862,  on  account  of  a  gunshot  wound  in  left  lung,  received  at  Gaines's 
Mill,  June  27, 1862. 

The  Pension  Department  granted  him  a  pension  in  December,  1863, 
of  $6  per  month  from  November,  1862.  This  pension  was  increased  to 
$8,  subsequently  reduced  to  $4,  again  increased  to  (6,  and  finally  in- 
creased to  $18  from  November,  1872. 

The  bQl  introduced  for  his  relief  directs  that  claimant  be  paid  at  the 
rate  of  $18  per  mouth  from  the  date  of  his  discharge. 

The  Pension  Department  rejected  this  claim  on  the  ground  that  the 
claimant  has  been  properly  rated,  according  to  the  provisions  of  law,  for 
the  extent  of  the  disability  discovered  in  the  surgical  examinations  to 
which  the  pensioner  has  been  from  time  to  time  subjected. 

On  appeal  to  the  Interior  Department,  the  Secretary  thereof  fully 
sustains  the  decision  of  the  Pension  Department. 

Your  committee  do  not  find  any  evidence  tending  to  prove  that  injus- 
tice has  been  done  claimant  by  any  of  the  reports  of  the  examining  smy 
geons,  nor  any  good  grounds  for  reversing  the  decision  of  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Pensions,  sustained  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of 
the  bilL 


47th  Conoeess,  (  SENATE.  /  Report 

l8t  Session.       J  (No.  72f3. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  13,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  x)rinted. 


.  < 


Mr.  Walker,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  snbinitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1086.] 

The  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {8, 1086) 
to  indemnify  the  State  of  Arkaiisas  for  swamp  and  overflowed  lands 
within  said  State,  sold  by  the  United  States  since  March  3, 1857,  and  for 
other  purposes,  submit  the  following  report : 

That  certain  lands  in  Arkansas  which  were  granted  to  the  State  by 
acts  of  Congress  of  September,  1850,  and  March,  1849,  and  confirmed 
to  the  State  by  act  of  March,  1857,  were  afterwards  sold  by  the  United 
States  to  individuals  for  cash.  That  the  State,  relying  on  being  indem- 
nified by  the  general  government,  and  to  quiet  the  title  to  Kuch  lands 
in  the  purchasers,  by  an  act  of  the  general  assembly  approved  Decem- 
ber 14, 1875,  ratified  and  confirmed  the  titles  so  made  by  the  United 
States. 

By  the  decision  of  the  Acting  Commissioner  of  the  General  Laud  Office, 
hereto  appended  and  made  a  part  of  tliis  report,  the  State  of  Arkansas 
is  equitably  and  justly  entitled  to  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  these 
lands  so  sold  and  patented  by  the  United  States.  It  api)ears  that  since 
the  operation  of  the  act  of  March  2, 1855,  ceased,  there  is  no  authority 
of  law  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  indemnify  the  State  for  these 
lands  so  sold  and  patented  by  the  government. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  State  of  Arkansas  is  entitled 
to  the  indemnity  provided  for  by  the  bill,  and  report  the  same  back 
with  the  following  amendments: 

After  the  word  ^^ shall"  in  line  15,  strike  out  the  residue  of  the  sec- 
tion and  add  the  following:  "draw  his  warrant  on  the  Treasury  for 
the  amount  ascertained  to  be  due  said  State,  payable  to  such  agent, 
which  shall  be  payable  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated; "  and  recommend^that  the  bill,  as  so  amended,  be  passed. 


Department  of  the  Intsrioi:, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washingioriy  D,  C,  April  21,  1881. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  application  of  the  State  of  Arkansas,  presente«l  by  you  as 
attorney  for  the  commissioner  of  lands  for  said  State,  for  the  repayment  to  the  State  of 
the  amount  of  purchase  money  paid  by  Thomas  £.  Lamb  for  the  sontheast  qnarter  of 
aonthwest  qnarter  of  section  &,  township  12  south,  range  6  west  of  the  fifth  principal 
meridian,  1  have  to  state  as  follows: 

The  tract  in  question  was  one  of  the  tracts  selected  by  the  State,  October  3,  1856, 


Z  SWAMP   AND   OVERFLOWED   LANDS. 

as  swamp  land^  under  the  act  of  Congress  of  September  28,  1850.  The  list  of  selec- 
tions of  that  date  embraced  the  southeast  quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter  and  the 
southwest  quarter  of  the  southeast  quarter  of  the  section,  township,  and  range  aboYO 
mentioned. 

The  act  of  March  3,  1857  (11  Stat.,  !;^l),  confirmed  to  the  several  States  entitled  to 
swamp  lands  under  the  grant  of  1850  all  selections  that  had  been  made  prior  to  that 
date,  so  far  as  the  same  remained  vacant  and  unappropriated  and  not  interfered  with 
by  an  actual  settlement  under  existing  laws. 

Both  tracts  embraced  in  the  selection  of  October  3,  1856,  were,  on  March  3,  1857,  as 
appears  from  the  records  of  this  office,  vacant  and  unappropriated  and  not  interfered 
with  by  an  actual  settlement  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  They  were,  there- 
fore, confirmed  to  the  State  by  the  act  of  March  3,  1857. 

The  act  of  September  28,  1850  (9  Stat.,  519),  granting  swamp  and  overflowed  lands, 
vested  an  immediate  title  in  the  State  to  all  lands  within  the  State  of  the  kind  de- 
scribed in  the  act  (Fletcher  v.  Pool,  20  Ark.,  100;  Hempstead  r.  Underbill,  /6.,  337 ; 
Brand  v.  Mitchell,  24  Ark.,  431 ;  French  t.  Fyan  et  aZ.,  3  Otto,  169).  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  identify  such  lands,  make  lists  thereof,  and  cause 
patents  to  be  issued  therefor  (Railroad  Company  v.  Smith,  9  Wall..  95;  French  r. 
Fyan  et  al.,  3  Otto,  169;. 

It  having  been  found  that  many  conflicting  entries  existed  on  lands  claimed  by  the 
States  to  be  swamp  lands.  Congress  passed  an  act  on  March  2,  1855  (10  Stat.,  635), 
providing  that  where  land  claimed  as  swamp  had  been  sold  by  the  Unit<ed  States  for 
cash,  or  had  been  located  with  warrants  or  scrip,  prior  to  the  issue  of  patents  to  the 
State,  as  provided  by  the  act  of  September  28,  1850.  patents  should  be  issued  to  the 
purchaser  or  locator,  unless  the  State  bad  also  sold  any  of  the  lands  so  entered  or 
located,  in  which  case  patent  to  the  purchaser  from  the  United  States  should  not  issue 
until  the  State  should  release  its  claim.  It  was  further  provided  that,  on  due  proof 
being  made  as  prescribed  in  the  act  that  any  of  the  lands  purchased  from  the  United 
States  wen*  swamp  lands  within  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  grant,  the  pur- 
chase uioiu'y  received  by  the  United  States  should  be  paid  over  to  the  State;  and 
where  the  land  had  been  located  bv  warrant  or  scrip,  the  StAte  or  States  should  be 
authorized  to  locate  a  quantity  of  like  amount  u|>on  any  of  the  public  lands  subject 
to  entry  at  $1.25  per  acre. 

The  foregoing  provisions  of  the  act  of  1855  were  extended  to  March  3,  1857,  by  the 
act  of  the  t utter  date  (11  Stat.,  251).  The  law  as  to  erroneous  disposals  of  swamp 
lands  by  tlin  United  States  after  September  28,  1850,  and  prior  to  March  3,  1857,  was 
then  that  1  he  laud  so  disposed  of  should  be  proven  to  have  l>een  swamp  on  said  Sep- 
tember 28,  1850 ;  the  State  or  States  should  receive  indemnity  for  such  land,  the  iiv- 
demnity  to  be  the  amount  of  the  purchase  money  which  had  been  paid  to  the  United 
States  where  the  lands  had  been  sold  for  cash,  and  an  equivalent  quantity  of  land 
where  the  disposal  had  been  made  by  warrant  or  scrip  location. 

The  State's  were  thus  fully  indemnified  for  all  lands  lost  to  their  respective  grants 
of  swamp  and  overflowed  lands  between  September  28,  1850,  and  March  3, 1857.  while 
the  individual  entries  made  on  such  lands  under  the  public  land  laws  of  the  United 
States  during  that  period  were  confirmed  by  statute. 

After  March  3,  1857,  a  different  condition  existed.  By  the  act  of  that  date  all  prior 
selections  of  swamp  and  overflowed  lands  under  the  act  of  1850,  so  far  as  the  same  re- 
mained vacant  and  unappropriated,  and  not  interfered  with  by  an  actual  settlement 
under  any  existing  law  of  the  United  States,  were  confirmed  absolutely  to  the  respect- 
ive States.  No  question  as  to  the  swampy  character  of  the  land  embraced  in  this  con- 
firmation could  be  raised,  and  no  indemnity  to  the  States  was  provided  for  in  case  any 
of  such  lands  should  be  sold  by  the  United  States  after  March  3,  1857.  This  act  iier- 
fected  the  title  of  the  States  to  the  selections  of  swamp  lands  which  had  then  been 
certified  to  and  filed  with  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  so  far  as  they 
were  then  vacant,  unapjiropriated,  and  not  interfered  with  by  actual  settlement  under 
existing  laws.  Tlie  United  States  could  convey  no  title  after  this  to  any  of  these  lands 
unless  they  come  within  the  exceptions  of  the  act.    (Martin  r.  Marks,  7  Otto,  345.) 

Further  references  to  judicial  decisions  relating  to  the^nature  of  the  swamp  land 
grant,  and  the  efi*ect  of  the  confirmatory  acts,  are  omitted  as  unnecessary. 

The  iiidei unity  acts  protected  in  their  respective  grants  against  the  efiect  of  all 
erroneous  bales  made  by  the  United  States  after  March  3, 1857,  by  the  confirmation  to 
the  Stat<m  of  the  liste  of  selections  filed  in  the  Greneral  Land  Office  prior  to  that  date. 

But  the  same  liability  to  erroneous  sales  by  the  United  States  of  the  confirmed  lands 
still  remained,  and  from  the  same  causes  that  had  operated  relative  to  erroneous  sales 
prior  to  March  3,  1857.  The  principal  cause  lay  in  the  imperfect  condition  of  the  land 
records  of  the  local  offices,  owing  to  wMch,  entries  on  the  confirmed  lands  were 
allowed  in  ignorance  of  the  fact  that  they  were  State  lands.  In  the  present  case  one 
of  the  tracts  of  land  embraced  in  the  State  selection  of  October  3,  1856,  namely,  the 
southeast  quarter  of  southwest  quarter  section  32,  township  12  south,  range  6  west. 
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was  erroneously  sold  by  tbe  United  States  to  Thomas  E.  Lamb  on  April  20,  lii57,  and 
patent  was  inadvertently  issued  to  him. 

When  the  State  selection  was  reached  for  examination,  in  the  onler  of  business  in 
this  office,  it  was  found  that  said  tract  had  been  sold  and  patented  as  aforesaid.  Under 
the  rule  that  a  second  patent  must  not  issue  where  a  former  patent  is  outstanding,  the 
State  selection  of  this  tract  was  not  acted  upon. 

But  Lamb's  patent  conveyed  no  title  to  him,  since  the  land  belonged  to  the  State  at 
the  date  of  his  entry.    The  sale  to  Lamb  was  therefore  illegal  and  his  patent  void. 

It  now  appears  that  by  an  act  of  the  legislative  ass^bly  of  December  14,  1875,  the 
Stat«  ratiiied  and  confirmed  to  the  purchasers  from  the  United  States  the  titles  to  the 
lands  that  had  been  granted  to  the  State  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  September  28,  1850, 
and  which  had  afterward  been  sold  by  the  United  States.  If  it  was  intended  by  that 
act  that  its  provisions  should  apply  to  lands  erroneously  sold  by  the  United  States 
after  March  3,  1857,  and  if  such  be  its  legal  effect,  then  it  would  appear  from  the  pre- 
amble to  the  act  that  the  legislature  acted  upon  the  presumption  that  the  State  was 
entitled,  under  the  laws  of  Congress,  to  receive  indemnity  in  all  cases  of  swamp  lands 
sold  by  the  United  States  after  September  28, 1850,  which  should  prove  to  have  been, 
at  that  date,  of  the  character  described  in  the  granting  act. 

But,  as  heretofore  shown,  the  right  of  indemnity  under  existing  laws  goes  only  to 
sales  made  prior  to  March  3, 1857 ;  for  sales  subsequent  to  this  latter  date  no  indenmity 
is  now  provided.  The  State  had  a  perfect  legal  right  to  the  land  in  place,  which 
right  might  have  been  insisted  upon  and  maintained,  notwithstanding  the  erroneous 
sale  and  illegal  patent  to  Lamb.  But  the  State  magnanimously  chose  to  release  its 
claim  to  lands  so  erroneously  sold  in  favor  of  the  purchasers  from  the  United  States, 
rather  than  to  insist  upon  its  strict  legal  rights,  to  the  disadvantage,  and  often  serious 
injary,  of  its  citizens. 

The  State  having  voluntarily  protected  innocent  purchasers  of  the  United  States  in 
the  possession  of  lands  that  Congress  had  previously  granted  and  confirmed  to  the 
State,  by  yielding  its  own  title  to  such  lands,  relying  upon  the  justice  of  the  United 
States  to  save  the  State  from  loss  in  so  doing,  it  is  now  claimed  that  the  amount  of  pur- 
chace  money  paid  by  these  purchasers  to  the  United  States  should  be  refunded  to  the 
State.  Manifestly,  this  is  an  equitable  claim,  and  it  would  be  in  consonance  with  the 
policy  of  the  indemnity  act  of  March  2,  1855,  to  allow  it.  But  the  operation  of  that 
act  is  limited  to  March  3,  1857.  Accordingly,  in  cases  of  erroneous  sales  made  by  the 
United  States  after  March  3,  1857,  the  law  granting  swamp  indemnity  to  the  States 
does  not  apply.  Yet  the  reason  of  the  law  exists  in  this  class  of  cases  equally  as  in 
those  occurring  prior  to  the  date  mentioned. 

This  department  must,  however,  be  governed  by  the  statute,  and  the  limitations  of 
the  law  can  only  be  removed  or  enlarged  through  thei^medial  legislation  of  Congress. 

There  is  no  present  authority  of  law  under  which  the  purchase  money  paid  by 
Thomas  E.  Lamb  can  be  refunded  to  the  State  of  Arkansas. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

C.  W.  HOLCOMB, 
Acting  Commissioner, 

Hon.  W.  W.  WiLSHIRE, 

WashingtoHf  D,  C, 


^7th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Bbpobt 

Ist  Session.      i  \  ITo.  724. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  13,  1882. — Ordered  to  1^  printed. 


Mr.  Oboyeb,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

foUowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1997.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs y  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  hill  {S,  1997) 
granHng  a  certain  right  of  way  to  the  San  Franoieco  and  Ocean  Shore 
Railroad  Company^  having  had  the  same  under  consideration^  submit 
thefollowing  report : 

It  appears  that  application  is  made  for  a  grant  of  the  right  of  way  over 
the  Presidio  Military  Beservation  and  Black  Point,  near  San  Francisco, 
in  the  State  of  California,  to  the  San  Francisco  and  Ocean  Shore  Bail- 
road  Company  for  the  construction  of  their  road.    The  biU  provides — 

That  said  railroad  shall  be  located,  construoted,  and  operated  within  the  bound- 
aries of  said  government  property  under  and  subject  to  such  regulations  and  condi- 
tions as  may  be  from  time  to  time  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

The  committee  find  that  the  construction  of  said  road  will  be  of  bene- 
fit to  said  military,  reservation,  and  will  not  be  injurious  thereto ;  that 
the  bill  is  well  guarded  against  abuses  in  the  operation  of  the  railroad, 
and  has  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

The  committee  therefore  report  the  same  back,  with  the  recommenda- 
tion  that  it  do  pass,  with  the  following  amendment,  to  wit :  Strike  out 
all  after  the  words  ^^  Provided  further^  in  line  19,  page  2,  and  insert  a« 
follows :  ^'  Congress  shall  have  the  right  at  all  times  to  alter,  amend, 
and  repeal  this  act." 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  /  Report 

Ut  Session.      f  (No.  725. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JuNR  13|  1682. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Comniittee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1519.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSy  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8. 1519)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Darius  A.  DoWj  having  considered  the  same^  report  a>s 
follows : 

Dow  was  surgeon  of  the  Fourth  Illinois  Cavalry,  and  is  now  insane. 
Application  for  a  pension  has  been  made  in  his  behalf  by  his  conserva- 
tor, and  rejected  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  u]>on  the  ground 
that  his  insanity  had  its  origin  in  causes  which  e^cisted  prior  to  his 
enlistment,  and  is  in  no  way  due  to  his  military-  service. 

He  enlisted  on  the  16th  of  October,  1861,  and  was  discharged,  after 
six  months'  service,  April  20,  1862.  His  declaration  for  a  i)eusion  was 
filed  March  8, 1877.  The  basis  of  the  claim  is  that  on  or  about  the  1st 
of  March,  1862,  at  Fort  Donelson  and  Pittsburgh  Landing — from  over- 
work and  exposure,  owing  to  a  scarcity  of  surgeons — he  was  compelled 
to  work  day  and  night,  contracting  a  nervous  disease,  sleeplessness  and 
erysipelas,  which,  after  his  service,  developed  insanity.  There  is  no 
record  evidence  of  any  insanity  or  mental  trouble.  He  resigned  upon 
the  ground  of  ill  health  (nature  not  stated)  and  private  affairs.  Before 
service  he  was  a  practicing  physician  at  Westlbrd,  Mass.,  from  which 
place  he  went  to  Illinois  to  become  surgeon  of  the  Fourth  Illinois  Cav- 
alry. 

After  his  resignation,  in  1862,  he  returned  to  Westford  and  resumed 
his  practice  there.  Some  time  after  his  return  he  had  periods  of  excite- 
ment, which  ui>on  their  recurrence  increased  in  intensity  untH,  in  1873, 
his  condition  became  that  of  pronounced  insanity,  and  he  was  confinea 
in  an  asylum.  After  a  coniinemeiit  of  some  two  years  he  was  discharged, 
but  not  cured,  and  is  still  insane,  probably  incurably  so. 

The  question  in  the  case  is  whether  his  insanity  is  the  result  of  his 
Army  service  or  due  to  other  causes.  The  case  was  submitted  to  the 
Pension  Office  for  adjudication,  upon  evidence  as  to  mental  soundness 
before  service,  given  by  his  wife,  by  Leonard  Sweet,  his  brother-in-law, 
by  Ellen  Twigg,  his  wife's  sister,  and  David  Twigg,  all  of  whom  swear 
that  he  never  manifested  any  symptoms  of  insanity  before  service. 
Also,  the  evidence  of  Geo.  T.  Day,  Leonard  Luce,  and  Edward  Prescott, 
residents  of  Westford,  who,  in  a  joint  affidavit,  say  that  Dr.  Dow — 

Was  induBtrions  in  bis  profession,  temperate  in  bis  babits,  and  robust  in  bisbealtb,  and 
abowed  no  indications  of  insanity  nntil  after  bis  return  from  the  Army  in  i^lny  or 
Jnne,  1864. 
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As  to  his  condition  in  the  Aruiy,  Dr.  C.  Goodbrake,  who  was  a  sur- 
geon in  another  Illinois  regiment  (with  what  opportunities  for  observa- 
tion does  not  clearly  appear),  testifies  in  substance  that  he  became  ac- 
quainted with  Dr.  Dow  in  fall  of  1861,  when  he  was  to  all  appearances 
physically  sound  a^d  well,  and  that  after  the  battles  of  Fort  Donelsoii 
and  Pittsburgh  Landing  the  surgeons  in  attendance  upon  the  sick  and 
wounded  in  those  places  were  very  much  overworked,  and  suffered  from 
the  want  of  rest  and  sleep,  and  affiant  believes  that  it  was  from  this 
cause  that  Dr.  Dow  became  sick  in  body  and  very  much  dejected  in 
mind ;  that  the  said  Dr.  Dow  had  charge  of  a  hospital  at  Savannah, 
Tenn.,  soon  alter  the  battle  at  Pittsburgh  Landing,  and  that  from  step- 
ping over  diseased  persons,  who  were  lying  on  the  floor  of  tlie  hospital, 
he  contracted  a  diseaae  similar  to  erysipelas,  and  erysipelatous  spots 
came  on  his  legs,  which  worried  and  alarmed  him  very  much,  so  much 
so,  in  fact,  that  sometimes  he  would  send  for  affiant  a  dozen  times  a 
day,  and  affiant  believes  that  tMs  added  very  much  to  his  physical  and 
mental  disorders,  causing  nervous  excitement  and  great  sleeplessness, 
so  that  affiant  thought  at  times  that  Dr.  Dow  was  laboring  under  incip- 
ient insanity. 

On  this  point  also  is  the  testimony  of  his  brother-in-law,  Leonard 
Sweet,  who  says  that  immediately  after  the  battle  of  Pittsburgh  Laudiug 
he  went  to  the  front  and  spent  several  days  with  Dr.  Dow :  that  there 
was  a  marked  change  in  him  from  what  he  had  been  fbnnerly,  ami  from 
what  affiant  now  knows  he  has  no  doubt  but  that  at  the  time  he  was 
partially  insane,  and  made  so  by  the  excitement  and  exposure  incident 
to  Army  life. 

In  this  connection  it  may  be  stated  that  it  appears  in  the  Pexision 
Office  that  the  assistant  surgeon  of  the  Fourth  Illinois  Cavalry,  who 
was  constantly  with  Dr.  Dow  in  service,  was  shown  the  affidavit  made 
by  Dr.  Ooodbrake  and  requested  to  make  a  similar  one,  but  declined, 
stating  his  reason  to  be  that  he  did  not  think  there  was  any  ground  on 
which  to  base  the  application  for  a  pension.  Evidence  of  Dr.  Dow's 
condition  after  his  discharge  was  ftimished,  as  heretofore  stated,  and 
the  claim  passed  for  adjudication.  Thereupon  an  order  wbb  made  for  a 
surgical  examination  of  Dr.  Dow  at  Chicago.  Upon  a  statement  that 
Dr.  Dow  was  then  in  Massachusetts,  filed  by  his  attorney,  the  place 
was  changed,  and  he  was  ordered  to  be  examined  by  the  surgeon  at 
Lowell,  Mass.    The  examining  surgeon's  certificate  was  as  follows : 

The  order  aays  *'  insanity/'  and  enjoins  me  to  inquire  its  origin.  Dr.  Dow  entered 
the  service  October,  1861^  and  was  discharged  Aiiril,  1862.  He  had  in  March.  18&^, 
erysipelas  and  got  well,  except  weak.  He  came  norae  to  Westford,  Mtiss.,  and  prac- 
ticed medicine  eleven  yeare,  till  187:f,  when  he  was  thought  to  be  insane  and  placed  in 
a  hospital ;  continued  about  two  years ;  is  now  broken  down  in  body  and  mind,  caused 
by  insanity,  in  nart,  but  it  is  hard  to  connect  it  with  the  war,  as  a  or  the  cause.  His 
grandfather  and  brother  were  insane.  It  is  ''  hereditary.^'  His  want  and  dependence 
prompt  to  pension,  I  fear,  on  the  nart  of  friends.  I  have  known  him  thirty  years, 
aud  us  a  brother  physician  would  bu  glad  to  help  him. 

T7i)on  receipt  of  the  foregoing  certificate  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions 
ordered  an  investigation  to  be  made  by  a  si)ecial  agent,  who  seems 
thoroughly  to  have  examined  the  whole  subject.  The  witness  Pies- 
cott  testified  that  Dow  was  before  and  after  his  service  his  (PrescottV) 
family  physician,  and  that  he  never  saw  Dow  prior  to  his  enlistment 
when  he  showed  any  signs  of  mental  derangement,  but  that  after  his  dis- 
charge (he  could  not  say  how  long  after)  he  began  to  have  times  of  excite- 
meQt  when  he  manifested  indications  of  insanity.  Luce,  another  witness 
who  testified  originally  in  the  case,  while  saying  that  he  never  noticed 
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Huy  indications  of  mental  derangement  or  insanity  in  the  said  Dow  prior 
to  enlistment,  also  says  that  he  was  iufonned  by  Dow  himself  that  in- 
sanity was  hereditary  in  his  family,  and  that— 

Aftiaiit  now  has  no  recollpction  of  the  f^aid  Dow'g  manifesting  any  signs  or  indica- 
tions of  insanity  immediately  afrer  bis  discharge,  and  he  entered  upon  the  practice 
of  his  profession,  and  was  considered  a  skillful  and  successful  physician.  That  some 
little  time  after  his  retnru  from  the  Army,  affiant  cannot  say  how  long,  the  said  Dow 
hegan  to  give  indications  of  mental  derangement,  which  first  manifested  itself  by  a 
great  volubility  and  considerable  boisterousnetM  and  excitability  in  talking,  and  at 
times  by  loud  singing  when  he  would  be  driving  along  the  road.  These  manifesta- 
tions iucreaaed.  He  seemed  to  lose  bis  power  of  jndgment  gradually.  Had  delusions 
in  regard  to  his  skill  as  a  physician;  seemed  to  think  he  could  jndge  of  diseases  bv 
intuition,  and  finally  became  so  decidedly  insane  as  to  be  sent  to  an  insane  hospital. 
That  prior  to  said  Dow's  service  his  habits  were,  so  far  as  affiant  knows,  eood ;  bnt 
after  his  service,  there  were  times  before  affiant  noticed  any  indications  of  insanity, 
when  the  said  Dow  appeared  to  be  under  the  infiuence  either  of  liquor  or  opium.  He 
cannot  say  positively  whether  it  was  either.  He  had  the  impression,  when  he  first 
noticed  the  indications  of  mental  trouble  in  the  said  Dow,  that  it  was  the  result  of 
the  hereditary  difficulty. 

This  witness  is  a  Congregational  eleigyman  at  Westford,  Mass.,  aged 
seventy-nine  years. 

Geo.  T.  Day  (third  of  the  original  witnesses,  Dow  having  been  his 
family  physician  before  and  alter  service)  is  a  merchant  in  Westford. 
He  says  that  Dow  was  considered,  before  his  enlistment,  generally  to  be 
of  sound  mind,  but  affiant  reinembers  that  there  were  times  when  Dow 
appeared  to  be  under  considerable  excitement  mentally,  and  at  these 
times  he  manifested  extraordinary  physical  and  mental  activity  as  com- 
pared with  his  ordinary  life.  He  would  ride  a  great  deal,  seemingly 
without  being  affected  physicaUy,  when  generally  he  could  not  stand 
hard  riding.  He  would  talk  more  than  usual,  and  in  an  excited  way. 
These  attacks  would  last  a  week  or  two,  but  he  always  attended  to  his 
business  at  such  times;  that  the  said  Dow  returned  to  Westford  soon 
after  his  discharge  from  the  army  and  resumed  the  prac*.tice  of  his  pro- 
fession 'y  that  some  three  or  four  months  alter  his  return  to  Westford 
he  had  an  attack  similar  to  those  described  as  occurring  before  his  en- 
listment, but  the  attack  was  longer  than  before  his  service  and  more 
severe.  As  these  attacks  became  more  frequent,  they  began  to  be  ac- 
companied by  delusions,  &c.,  and  finally  he  was  sent  to  hospital. 

The  special  agent  then  examined  other  witnesses,  some  of  whom  had 
noticed  nothing  unusual  in  Dow's  appearance  before  he  entered  the  serv- 
ice, others  of  whom  had  observed  betbre  his  enlistment  periods  of  ex- 
citement similar  to  those  which  subsequently  to  his  discharge  seem  to 

have  culminated  in  insanity;  some  of  them  attributed  such  excitement 
to  the  use  of  liquor,  opium,  or  hasheesh.  Others  thought  that  his  habits 
were  good.  All  of  them  bad  heard  that  insanity  was  hereditary  in  the 
family.  One  of  the  witnesses,  William  liee;l,  says  that,  before  his  ser- 
vice— 

Dows  was  generally  considered  perfectly  sound  and  practiced  his  profession  steadily, 
but  he  was  a  nervous  excitable  man  always,  and  affiant  distinctly  remembers  that 
he  was  always  subject  to  s^iells  of  excitement,  espt'ciully  whenever  be  g^t  thoronghly 
interested  in  any  subject,  or  when  he  had  any  difficulty  with  any  ]>erM)n  or  fancied 
that  he  ha«l,  especially  with  physicians.  At  siich  times  he  seemed  to  lose  ail  control  of 
himself,  became  violent,  rode  about  a  good  deal  at  unsuitable  tinies,  &c.  Atiiaut  re- 
members two  such  times  before  Dr.  Dow  went  into  the  army.  That  after  his  dis- 
charge he  did  not  appear  to  be  any  dift'erent  than  before  his  service,  except  that  wben 
he  had  his  times  of  excitement  they  were  more  marked  and  severe,  and  lasted  longer. 

Dr.  Dow  was  affiant's  family  physician. 
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Arthur  Wrijjlit,  in  whose  faniily  Dr.  Dow  practiced  before  and  after 
his  service,  says  that  he — 

Does  not  think  lie  was  considered  at  all  ioRane  before  service,  but  thei*e  was  tlii» 
pecnliarity  about  bim,  that  he  was  a  very  nervons,  excitable  man,  and  whenever  he 
became  interested  in  any  subject  ho  wonkl  liecome  very  excited  and  indulge  in  a  good 
deal  of  talk,  and  if  he  had  any  enmity  against  any  one  he  would  talk  very  violently 
against  that  person.  That  after  his  discharge  be  resumed  his  practice  and  was  qnite- 
busy,  and  affiant  did  not  notice  any  difference  in  his  conduct  or  actions  than  what 
they  were  before  enlistment,  but  after  being  back  some  time  the  attacks  of  excitability 
became  more  frequent  and  severe,  and  he  began  to  have  delusioi^  about  bis  ability  to 
judge  of  (Hseases,  &c.,  and  finally  became  noticeably  insane. 

Mr.  H.  Fletcher—  i 

Remembers  particularly  at  one  time  in  1860  Dr.  Dow  liecame  greatly  excited  in  ref- 
erence to  the  vaccination  by  another  physician  of  some  parties  with  poisonous  mat* 
ter,  which  caused  the  death  of  one  or  two.  At  that  time  Dr.  Dow^  rode  all  over  town* 
both  day  and  night,  and  at  all  hours,  talking  incessantly  with  every  one  who  would 
talk  with  him,  and  got  in  such  a  condition  tnat  afliant  did  not  think  him  tit  to  treat 
anyone  professionally,  and  dischargecl  him  from  attendance  upon  his  wife.  This  wa» 
in  the  spring  of  1860. 

Witness  speaks  of  other  similar  occurrences  before  his  service,  and 
says  that  for  some  time  after  his  discharge  he  did  not  seem  to  be  any 
different  than  before  his  enlistment. 

T.  A.  Bean,  another  witness,  says  he  considered  Dow  sane  before  his 
enlistment,  but  speaks  of  his  times  of  excitement,  when  he  talked  inces- 
santly and  seemed  somewhat  deluded.  This  witness  went  from  West- 
for(l  and  joined  the  Fourth  Illinois  Calvary  in  December,  1861,  and 
acted  as  ward -master  of  the  regimental  hospital  till  March  5, 1862.  He 
says  that  he  saw  Dr.  Dow  every  day  dnriug  that  time,  and  knows  that 
he  was  ugly,  cross,  and  abusive  in  speech,  and  seemed  to  be  under 
the  influence  of  liquor,  although  he  never  saw  him  drink  any.  He  did 
not  think  him  insane,  when  with  him  in  the  service,  but  simply  that  he 
used  too  much  licpior. 

John  O.  Green,  a  physician,  has  uo  recollection  that  said  Dow,  before 
his  enlistment,  had  manifested  any  signs  of  insanity,  but  appeared  in 
good  health. 

William  A.  Webster,  another  physician,  who  first  became  acquainted 
with  Dow  in  March,  1867,  supposed,  from  what  he  knew  of  Dow's  case, 
that  his  insanity  was  hereditary. 

William  H.  Hills,  aged  56,  swears  that  he  was  acquainte<i  with  the 
Dow  family,  and  that  Dow's  mother  was  considered  "queer";  that  his 
sister  was  confined  in  the  insane  asylum  at  Concord;  that  his  brother 
was  reported  to  have  been  insane. 

Other  witnesses  testify  that  the  Dow  family  have  always  been  pecu- 
liar: that  Dow's  grandfather  was  insane. 

Tne  superintendent  of  the  McLean  Asylum,  at  Somerville,  Mass., 
where  Dow  was  first  confined  in  1873,  gives  the  following  transcript  of 
the  records  for  his  admission : 

March  5.  Admitted.  Native  of  Boston  ;  maternal  grandfather  was  insane,  and  a 
sister  and  brother  have  been  patieuts  in  this  asylum ;  married ;  physician. 

In  1862,  while  in  the  army,  had  a  period  of  excitement  followed  by  de- 
pression, but  no  particulai's  of  his  condition  at  that  time  are  given  by 
his  friends.  The  present  attack  commenced  about  two  months  ago,  and 
during  this  time  has  been  growing  more  and  more  exhilerated  and  ex- 
citable; has  been  rushing  about  among  his  patients,  pretending  to  rec- 
ognize disease  by  intuition,  &c. 
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At  the  Worcester  Hospital  the  record  says : 

Committed  April  18, 1873 ;  age  52;  born  in  Boston ;  physician ;  married ;  insane  four 
months;  cause,  hereditary  predisposition ;  maternal  fi^andfather,  brother,  and  sister 
insane,  &c. 

The  application  for  his  admission^  from  which  this  statement  was 
taken,  was  signed  by  his  wife,  and  his  nephew  gave  bonds  for  his  sup- 
port. 

Upon  the  report  of  the  special  agent  the  application  for  a  pension  was 
rejected  by  the  Commissioner.  Affidavits  were  subsequently  filed  upon 
a  request  to  reopen  the  case,  in  which  Mrs.  Dow  testifies  she  was  not 
aware  of  the  character  of  the  paper  she  signed  stating  tliat  the  grand- 
father, brother,  and  sister  of  Dr.  Dow  were  insane,  accounting  for  the 
insanity  of  the  brother  by  a  fall,  the  insanity  of  the  sister  by  ^e  shock 
received  upon  the  sudden  death  of  her  husband,  and  denying  the  in- 
sanity of  the  grandfather,  and  its  .existence  other  than  oa  stated  in 
the  family;  reasserting  the  soundness  in  body  and  mind  of  her  husband 
prior  to  enlistment.  This  statement  she  corroborates  by  an  affidavit 
of  Samuel  Kelly,  a  physician  seven ty-eight  years  old,  with  this  excep- 
tion, that  in  the  affidavit  prepared  for  him,  speaking  of  the  grandfather, 
father,  and  grandmother  of  Dr.  Dow,  the  following  statement  appears: 

That  neither  of  them  and  neitlier  of  their  children,  all  of  whom  are  known  to  the 
deponent,  were  of  unsound  mind. 

To  this  he  adds,  in  his  own  handwriting :  '^  until  very  late  in  life." 
The  affidavits  so  filed,  with  a  view  to  a  reconsideration  of  the  case, 
were  held  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  not  to  change  its  statutes, 
and  the  rejection  was  adhered  to. 

In  view  of  the  evidence  in  this  case,  so  fully  summarized  by  the  com- 
mittee, it  is  impossible,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  to  say  that  the 
claimant's  insanity  had  its  origin  in  the  service,  or  in  causes  due  to  his 
service.  Claims  for  pension  must  be  established  by  proof;  and  while 
the  committee  would  not  insist  upon  the  same  degree  of  proof  required 
to  establish  other  claims  against  the  government,  there  should  at  least 
be  a  preponderance  of  evidence  sustaining  the  application.  The  com- 
mittee are  unable  to  find  such  preponderance  in  this  case,  and  are  clearly 
of  the  opinion  that  it  would  be  improper  to  overrule  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioner,  made  after  a  very  full  and  careful  examination  of  the 
case,  upon  the  recommendation  of  medical  officers  of  skill  and  experience 
in  such  matters;  and  the  indefinite  i>ostponement  of  the  bill  is  therefore 
recommended. 

S.  Rep.  725 2 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  14,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ca^iekon,  of  Wisconsin,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accoznpaDy  biH  S.  752.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Claims^  to  tchom  was  referred  the  hill  {S,  752)  author- 
izing  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  to  grant  relief  to  Florence  W.  KirwaUy 
submit  the  following  report  thereon: 

On  the  30th  day  of  November,  1809,  the  government  sold  at  public 
sale,  at  Hari>er'8  Ferry,  W.  Va.,  certain  lots  or  parcels  of  land  be- 
longing to  the  United  States,  located  at  Harpei^'s  Ferry.  Ten  per  cent, 
of  the  purchase-money  was  paid  by  each  purchaser  at  the  time  of  sale, 
and  the  balance  was  secured  by  mortgage  on  the  premises  sold,  and 
was  payable  in  yearly  installments  with  interest.  The  purchasers  at 
this  sale  subsequently  complained  that  they  had  agreed  to  pay  an  ex- 
orbitantly high  price  for  the  lands  sold  to  them,  respectively.  Con- 
gress, by  an  act  approved  June  14,. 1878,  granted  relief  to  said  purchas- 
ers.   Tlie  following  is  a  coi)y  of  said  act: 

[Public— No.  89.] 

AN  ACT  authoilzinp;  the  Solicitor  of  the  Trensurv  by  and  with  the  consoDt  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
to  ctiiiccl  cortain  cuutrnct«  for  the  Rale  of  lota  of  land  made  at  Harper's  Ferry  in  the  year  oightf'en 
hundred  and  nixty-ninc  by  the  United  States,  to  rcaell  the  same,  and  sell  or  loaae  all  other  real  estate 
and  liparian  rights  now  owned  b3^  the  United  States  at  Harper's  Ferry,  West  Virjfinia. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  Bouse  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  by  and  with  the  conseni  of 
the  Secretary  of  War,  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  cancel  contracts  with  and 
release  each  aud  all  purchasers  of  lots  of  land  from  their  purchases  maAe  on  the  thir- 
tieth da^  of  November,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-nine,  at  and  near  Harper's  Ferry, 
West  Virginia,  whenever  such  purchaser  or  purchasers  shall  quitclaim  and  release 
said  lots  or  parcels  of  land  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by  deed  in  such 
form  as  may  be  required  by  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury :  Provided^  That  such  quit- 
claim aud  release  shall  be  executed  and  tendered  to  the  Secretary  of  War  within  four 
months  from  the  passage  of  this  act. 

Sec.  2.  That  whenever  any  of  the  said  lots  and  parcels  of  land  shall  he  quit-claimed 
and  released  in  pursuance  of  section  one  of  this  act,  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  shall, 
by  and  with  the  consent  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  cancel  the  obligation  of  the  pur- 
chaser or  purchasers  thereof  aud  release  the  same  from  all  liability  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  for  the  purchase  money  of  such  lot  or  lots  of  land.  And  the  So- 
licitor of  the  Treasury  shall,  when  he  deems  it  expedient  to  subserve  the  interests  of 
the  government,  have  the  power,  and  he  is  hereby  authorized  to  oifer  for  sale  said  lots 
or  parcels  of  land,  so  quit-claimed  and  released,  by  auction,  after  first  giving  notice  of 
the  time,  terms,  and  place  of  sale  in  pursuance  of  existing  law,  upon  such  terms  as  in 
his  judgment  he  may  deem  expedient. 

Sec.  3.  That  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  is  further  authorized  to  make  sale,  in  pur- 
suance of  law,  of  the  whole  or  any  part  of  said  property,  or,  if  he  deem  it  expedient 
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and  better  for  the  public  welfare,  lease  for  aoy  term  of  years  and  part  or  all  other  real 
estate  and  riparian  rights  now  owned  by  the  Govemnient  of  the  United  States  at  or 
near  Harper's  Ferry,  Jefferson  County,  West  Virginia. 

Sec.  4.  That  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  abate 
part  of  the  purchase-money  due  from  purchasers  who  have  made  improvements  upon 
lots  of  land  purchased  as  aforesaid  at  Harper's  Ferry:  Prodded,  That  in  his  judgment 
such  purchasers  are  legally  or  equitably  entitled  to  such  abatement:  And  provided 
further.  That  such  purchasers  shall  application  to  the  Solicitor  for  abatement  within 
two  months  from  the  passage  of  this  act,  aud,  in  case  an  abatement  is  made,  shall  pay 
the  balance  of  the  purchase-money  due  after  deducting  the  amount  abated  wituiu 
sixty  days  thereafter;  otherwise,  the  debt  to  remain  as  if  no  abatement  had  been 
made. 

Sec.  5.  This  act  shall  be  in  force  from  its  passage. 

Approved,  June  14, 187y. 

•  Mrs.  Kirwan,  the  beneficiary  mentioned  in  said  bill,  did  not  purcliase 
the  lot  at  said  sale.  It  was  not  purchased  by  her  of  the  United  States, 
but  at  a  judicial  sale  held  on  the  28th  of  September,  1876,  under  a  de- 
cree of  the  United  States  district  court  for  West  Virginia,  in  a  suit 
wherein  the  United  States  was  plaintiff,  and  F.  C.  Adams  respondent. 
At  said  last-mentioned  sale  Mrs.  Kirwan  purchased  lot  Xo.  2,  in  block 
^No.  A,  for  the  sum  of  $685.  Ten  per  cent,  of  this  sum  was  paid  by  her 
at  the  time  of  the  sale,  and  she  gave  her  promissory  notes  for  the  balance, 
payable  in  one  and  two  years  with  interest,  which  notes  were  secured 
by  mortgage  on  said  lot  2,  in  block  A.  Said  last-mentioned  lot,  with 
other  property,  had  been  previously  purchased  from  the  United  States 
in  the  year  1869  by  the  said  respondent,  P.  C.  Adams,  and  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  United  States  district  court  for  West  Virginia,  hereinbefore 
referred  to,  were  instituted  to  foreclose  the  mortgage  given  by  said 
Adams  for  the  purchase  money,  the  whole  of  which  had  remained  unpaid. 

The  amount  that  Mr.  Adams  contracted  to  pay  at  the  sale  of  1869  was 
$1,655.  The  act  of  June  14,  1878,  was  to  enable  the  purchasers  from 
the  United  States,  at  the  sale  of  1869,  to  obtain  relief  from  the  exorbi- 
tant prices,  as  it  was  claimed,  which  those  purchasers  contracted  to  pay 
for  the  lots  severally  bid  in  by  them,  The  act  of  June  14, 1878,  does  not 
cover  Mrs.  Kirwan's  case.  In  August,  1878,  Mrs.  Kirwan  filed  with  the 
Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  a  petition  asking  relief  under  said  act  of  June 
14, 1878.  The  lot  purchased  by  her,  to- wit,  lot  2,  in  block  A ,  was  ap- 
praised by  the  commissioners  appointed  under  said  act  of  June  14, 1878, 
as  follows: 

Present  actual  value,  $250;  value  of  improvements  put  on  said  lot 
since  November  30, 1869,  $150;  estimate  for  use  and  occupation,  or  rent 
of  said  lot  from  November  30, 1869,  to  August,  1878,  $500. 

It  seems  that  the  amount  which  Mrs.  Kirwan  agreed  to  pay  for  the 
lot  was  greatly  in  excess  of  its  value.  Affidavits  have  been  filed  with 
your  committee  tending  to  show,  and  which,  in  the  opinion  of  your 
committee,  do  show,  that  the  present  value  of  Mrs.  Kirwan's  lot  with- 
out the  improvements  placed  upon  it  by  herself  does  not  exceed  $250. 
A  nunil)er  of  affiants  place  its  value  as  low  as  $200.  Notwithstanding 
the  passage  by  Congress  of  the  act  of  June  14,  1878,  for  the  relief  of 
the  purchasers  at  the  sale  made  by  the  United  States  on  the  30th  day 
of  November,  1869,  your  committee  does  not  feel  like  considering  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Kirwan  favorably.  It  is  stated  in  Mrs.  Kir- 
wan's  petition,  and  your  committee  believe  such  is  the  fact,  that  all  the 
other  purchasers  of  lots  at  Harper's  Ferry  from  the  United  States  at 
the  time  aforesaid  have  been  relieved  and  that  she  is  the  only  pur- 
chaser now  requiring  this  relief. 

Your  committee  referred  said  bill  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
It  was  referred  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Solicitor  of  Uie  Treasury,  ami 


i 

\  FLOKENCE   W.   KIRWAN.  3 

under  date  of  April  26, 1882,  the  Secretary  commnnicated  to  your  com- 
mittee the  report  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  regard  to  said  bill. 
The  Solicitor  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  relief  prayed  for  by  Mrs.  Kirwan 
in  her  petition,  and  provided  for  in  said  bill,  should  be  granted.  ^The 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  concurs  in  this  opinion.lSII^!!!; 

Mrs.  Kirwan  purchased  her  lot  at  a  public  judicial  sale.  She' was 
Trell  acquainted  with  the  property  and  the  value  thereof.  No  fraudVas 
practiced  upon  her,  the  purchase  was  entirely  voluntary  upon  her  part. 
The  amount  involved  is  small,  but  the  principle  is  so  important  and 
dangerous  that  we  cannot  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

We  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47XH  CoNGEESS, )  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

l8t  Session.       )  )  No.  728. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  14, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Chilcott,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

EEPOET: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  623.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  tchom  was  referred  the  memorial  of  Ethan  Am 
Sawyers^  of  Jefferson  County,  Tennessee^  having  had  the  same  under  con* 
sideration,  make  the  following  report: 

Mr.  Sawyers  presented  his  claim  against  the  government  to  the  Forty- 
first  Congress,  and  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Senate,  at 
the  second  session  thereof,  made  the  following  report  thereon : 

Mr.  Abbott  made  the  following  report,  to  accompany  bill  S.  1014 :  * 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  claim  of  Ethan  A.  Sawyers,  of 
Jefferson  County,  Tennessee,  asking  compensation  for  services  as  guide,  scout,  and  recruit- 
ing officer,  and  for  property  taken  and  used  by  the  Federal  Army,  and  for  services  in  de* 
stroying  the  rebel  railroad  communication  and  securing  a  large  quantity  of  roUing'Stook 
to  the  Union  Army  in  1863,  make  the  following  report : 

The  claimant,  Etbaii  A.  Sawyers,  presents  in  the  record  three  diifereut  claims,  to 
wit: 

1.  Claim  for  services  during  the  greater  part  of  the  war  as  guide,  scout,  and  recruit- 
ing officer. 

2.  Claim  for  com,  wood,  bacon,  and  horses  taken  by  and  appropriated  to  the  uses 
of  the  Federal  Army. 

3.  Claim  for  services  in  penetrating  the  lines  of  the  enemy  for  more  than  one  hun- 
dred miles,  under  direction  of  Migor-General  Bumside,  and  destroying  a  bridge  and 
telegraph  wire,  so  as  to  cut  off  the  communication  of  the  enemy,  and  tliereby  save  to 
the  forces  under  General  Bumside  a  large  amount  of  rolling-stock. 

The  very  valuable  services  rendered  by  Mr.  Sawyers  as  a  guide,  scout,  and  recruit- 
ing officer,  during  a  long  period  of  the  rebellion,  are  fully  sustained  by  the  evidence 
of  Governor  W.  G.  Brownlow,  officers  of  the  Army,  and  a  number  of  loyal  citizens  of 
East  Tennessee. 

Governor  Brownlow,  who  had  personal  knowledge  of  these  services,  says  that,  '^aa 
a  pilot,  spy,  and  scout,  he  proved  himself  a  true  friend  to  the  Union  men  of  Tennessee, 
and  a  valuable  aid  to  the  Federal  Army."  Officers,  of  the  Army  testify  that  be  *' re- 
cruited soldiers  for  the  United  States,''  and  they  **bear  testimony  to  his  services  to 
the  Union  cause  during  the  war  in  assisting  and  recruiting  for  the  United  States 
Army  from  the  beginning  of  the  war,  and  expending  his  money  and  time,  and  also 
as  a  scout  and  guide  for  the  Union  Army.'' 

It  is  also  proved  that  his  loyalty  and  unflinching  devotion  to  the  Union  made  him  a 
special  mark  of  enmity  on  the  part  of  the  rebels;  that  they  destroyed  his  i^roperty 
and  seized  his  stock  and  forage,  and  liis  life  was  constantly  in  danger.  The  amount 
of  corn,  hay,  oats,  horses,  and  wood  taken  by  the  rebels  is  proved  by  two  witnesses, 
neighbors  of  claimant,  to  be  worth  $12,000. 

During  the  absence  of  the  claimant  from  his  home  in  the  service  of  the  government, 
his  corn,  bacon,  and  wood  were  taken  and  used  by  the  Federal  Army,  as  is  evidenced 
by  the  proof  on  file.    The  amount  of  property  thus  taken  was  worth  $3,175. 
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The  rule  established  by  the  Quartermaster- General  in  the  preparation  of  claims  re- 
quires that  either  recei  pts  or  vouchers  shall  be  produced,  or  the  affidavit  of  the  officer 
who  .took  the  "  stores  "  shall  be  filed  by  the  claimant. 

This  rule  Mr.  Sawyers  is  unable  to  comply  with,  as  he  was  absent  from  his  home, 
in  the  service  of  the  government,  when  his  property  was  thus  taken,  and  no  receipt 
or  voucher  was  left. 

He  makes  affidavit  himself  and  proves  by  his  loyal  neighbors  that  his  property  was 
taken  and  used. 

Upon  an  examination  of  the  evidence  in  regard  t-o  the  services  of  claimant  in  de- 
stroying the  railroad  coumunncatiou  of  the  e'lieniy,  the  committee  find  the  following 
facts :  . 

That  in  the  month  of  August,  1863,  General  Biimside's  command  was  af  Mount  Ver- 
non, Kentucky,  on  the  march  to  East  Tennesst^e ;  that  General  Buruside  employed  the 
claimant,  Sawyers,  to  proceed  to  the  county  of  Jeflersou,  in  East  Tennessee,  in  ad- 
vance of  the  Union  forces,  and  to  break  up  and  destroy  the  railroad  and  telegraph 
communication  of  the  enemy  between  Bristol  and  Kuoxville,  the  latter  place  bemg  in 
possession  of  the  enemy. 

The  object  was  to  secure  to  General  Bnrnside's  army  the  cars  and  other  rolling- 
stock  on  that  road  held  at  Kuoxville  by  the  rebels,  and  to  prevent  them  from  running 
off  the  rolling-stock  to  Virginia  upon  the  approach  of  the  Federal  Army. 

Mr.  Sawyers  was  directed  to  go  to  a  bridge  near  New  Market,  and  to  destroy  it  at 
a  ffiven  hour  of  the  ni^ht.  He  proceeded  upon  his  journey  at  great  personal  peril, 
and  it  is  in  proof  that  it  he  had  been  captured  he  would  have  been  huug.  He  went 
through  the  lines  of  the  enemy,  and  at  the  designated  hour  burned  a  bridge  on  the 
railroad  and  destroyed  the  telegraph-wire,  and  thereby  prevented  the  enemy  from 
running  off  into  Virginia  five  locomotives,  a  large  amount  of  rolling-stock,  as  well  sm. 
a  large  amount  of  machinerv,  supplies,  &c.,  which  were  thereby  saved  to  the  army 
of  General  Bumside,  and  w^hich,  he  says,  ** secured  the  use  and  occupation  of  the 
road  through  East  Tennessee  at  a  time  when  the  same  was  a  matter  of  vital  import- 
ance." General  Burnside  further  says  that  he  recommends  "the  claim  of  Mr.  Saw- 
yers, not  to  the  generosity  only,  but  to  the  jnntice  of  the  nation." 

Governor  Brownlow  says  that  the  work  of  Mr.  Sawyers  **  resulted  in  saving  the 
rolling-stock  of  the  road  to  the  Federal  troops,  thereby  enabling  them  to  continue  the 
occupation  of  East  Tennessee." 

These  statements  ai*e  also  sustained  by  other  officers  of  the  Army,  who  state  that  if 
it  had  not  been  ''for  the  use  of  the  railroads  and  rolling-stock,  it  would  have  been 
impossibe  to  have  supplied  the  Army,  and  great  want  and  suft'ering  would  have 
ensued." 

It  will  be  remembered  that  the  enemy  occupied  the  whole  of  East  Tennessee,  and 
that  General  Buruside's  approach  was  eagerly  watched.  It  is  also  true  that  it  waa 
a  matter  of  vital  importance  to  General  Bumside  to  secure,  if  possible,  the  cars,  loco> 
motives,  and  other  rolling-stock  in  possession  of  the  enemy  at  Kuoxville,  as  without 
them,  even  if  he  should  occupy  East  Tennessee,  it  would  have  been  almost  impossible 
to  supply  his  anuy. 

The  claimant  undertook  a  long  and  perilous  joumej'^,  penetrating  the  lines  of  the 
enemy  for  more  than  a  hundred  miles,  and  says  lie  was  compelled  to  go  on  foot,  and 
in  the  night-time  and  through  the  woods  to  avoid  capture. 

He  accomplished  the  work  assigned  him  and  secured  the  rolling-stock  to  our  Army, 
which  afterward  became  the  property  of  the  government. 

It  is  difficult  to  estimate  the  value  of  Mr.  Sawyers's  services.  They  cannot  be  esti- 
mated by  the  time  required  to  perform  the  work.     His  life  was  in  constant  peril. 

On  the  5th  day  of  September,  IdG.'),  General  Bumside  ordered  the  chief  quarter- 
master. Army  of  the  Ohio,  to  pay  Mr.  Sawyers  $*i,000,  and  adds,  **  Captain  Morris  will 
pay  this  from  quartermaster's  funds  in  his  posses:»ion.  The  service  was  absolutely 
necessary  and  worth  len  times  the  cost" 

Mr.  Sawyers  declares  that  he  paid  out  $1,800  of  this  sum  for  assistance  and  necessary 
expenses. 

Mr.  Sawyers  enjoyed  the  entire  codfidence  of  Governor  Brownlow,  and  of  Geueraln 
Bur^iside  and  Custer,  and  other  officers  of  the  Army,  and  the  committee  feel  bound  to 
give  his  statement  credit. 

The  committee,  therefore,  in  consideration  of  extraonlinary  services  rendered  b^- 
him  at  great  peril,  aud  the  ^eat  advantages  that  resulted  to  the  Army  and  to  the 
government,  and  for  his  services  as  recruiting  officer,  guide,  and  scout,  and  for  prop> 
Kt^y  taken  and  used  by  the  Federal  Army  (aside  from  the  large  amount  tAken  by  the 
rebel  army  because  of  his  devotion  to  the  Union  cause),  recommend  that  Mr.  Saw- 
yerj  be  paid  for  his  property  used  by  the  Army,  and  for  all  of  his  services  aforesaid, 
the  sum  of  1 15,000. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  committee  fixed  the  amount  due  Mr. 
Sawyers  at  $15,000,  and  reported  a  bill  ai)propriating:  that  amount  to 
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him.  The  House  committee  of  the  same  Congress  in  its  report  fixed 
the  amount  at  $20,000.  The  House,  however,  by  a  vote,  on  a  division 
of  the  House,  amended  the  bill  reported  by  the  committee  by  striking 
out  $20,000  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  $5,000,  and  thus  the  bill  passed 
the  two  Houses  (see  Congressional  Globe).  Mr.  Sawyers  received  the 
sum  thus  appropriated  under  protest,  and  now  asks  Congress  to  pay 
Mm  the  balance  of  the  $15,000  found  to  be  due  him  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee, which  amount  he  then  agreed  to  accept  in  full  payment  of  every- 
thing ttue  him.  If  the  services  rendered  by  Mr.  Sawyers  and  the  prop- 
erty taken  from  him  and  used  by  the  government  were  together  reason- 
ably worth  $15,000,  then  the  government  should  pay  him  the  remaining 
$10,000.  Any  other  action  on  the  part  of  the  government  would  be 
nothing  less  than  repudiation  of  an  honest  debt. 

From  a  careful  examination  of  the  facts  your  committee  are  satisfied 
that  the  committee  of  the  Forty-first  Congress  fixed  the  amount  due 
Mr.  Sawyers  upon  a  low  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  extraordinary  serv- 
ices rendered  and  the  property  taken,  and  they  therefore  report  a  bill 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  pay  to  Mr.  Sawyers  the 
sum  of  $10,000  for  his  services  as  a  scout  and  losses  actually  incurred, 
and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  same. 
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JUN'E  14,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  tchom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Isaac  JT. 
Osbomj  praying  for  a  pension,  having  examined  the  same,  make  the  fol- 
lowing report : 

That  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  in  a  letter  bearing  date  23d  of 
March,  1882,  states  that  the  claim  of  said  Isaac  N.  Osbom  is  pending 
in  that  office,  and  awaits  receipt  of  testimony  called  for  September  12, 
1879.  Yonr  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  petitioner  should  prove 
his  case  at  the  Pension  Office,  and  therefore  recommend  that  the  prayer 
of  petitioner  be  not  granted.   - 
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June  14, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Fair,  from  the  Committee  on'  Claims,  sabmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1368.] 

TJie  Committee  on  Clmms^  to  whom  was  referred  hill  S,  1368,  have  had  the 
same  wider  consideration^  and  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report: 

Messrs.  Joseph  M.  Cummings,  Hamilton  I.  Miller,  and  William  Mc- 
Boberts  were  engaged  in  business  in  New  York  City  in  1867,  under  the 
firm-name  of  Joseph  M.  Cummings  &  Co.,  as  commission  merchants  and 
importers,  doing  a  large  and  extensive  business  of  over  three  million 
dollars  per  annum. 

In  September,  1867,  Joshua  F.  Bailey,  collector  of  internal  revenue 
for  the  district  in  which  New  York  City  is  located,  seized  the  ware- 
houses, books,  papers,  and  stock:  in  fact,  everything  belonging  to  the 
firm;  most  of  the  goods  beiug  in  United  States  bonded  warehouses  and 
in  charge  of  an  officer  of  the  government. 

Collector  Bailey  did  not  make  any  specific  charge  against  the  firm, 
but  made  a  general  charge  of  fraud.  Immediately  on  the  seizure  being 
made,  Messrs.  Cummings  &  Co.  made  a  protest  against  the  same  and 
demanded  an  investigation.  Bailey  informed  them  that  the  matter 
would  be  attended  to,  and  placed  a  number  of  officers  in  charge  of  the 
warehouses  and  refused  to  allow  Cummings  &  Co.  to  transact  any  bus- 
iness. 

Mr.  Cummings,  not  receiving  any  satisfaction  from  Collector  Bailey, 
came  to  Washington  and  saw  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Bevenue, 
and  desired  to  know  what  the  charges  were  against  his  firm.  The  Com- 
missioner informed  him  that  there  were  no  charges  on  file  in  the  depart- 
ment against  the  firm,  and  ordered  Sheridan  Shook,  who  had  in  the 
meantime  been  appointed  to  succeed  Bailey  as  collector,  the  latter  hav- 
ing been  suspended,  to  make  an  investigation. 

A  thorough  examination  was  made,  in  pursuance  of  that  order,  by  a 
committee  consisting  of  one  officer,  Mr.  Appel,  firom  the  department  at 
Washington,  and  Messrs.  Palmer  and  Johnston,  officers  connected  with 
the  internal  revenue  department  at  New  York.  Their  affidavits,  which 
are  on  file  with  the  papers  in  this  case,  and  which  have  been  carefiilly 
examined  and  considered  by  your  committee,  show  that  in  every  par- 
ticular the  goods,  &c.,  in  the  warehouses  corresponded  with  their  books, 
and  they  reported  to  the  Commissioner  that  they  were  unable  to  find 
anything  wrong,  and  that  there  had  been  no  fraud  on  the  part  of  Messrs. 
Cummings  &  Co. 
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Some  time  after,  Mr.  Bailey  still  insisting  something  was  wrong,  and 
still  holding  Messrs.  Cummiugs  &  Co 's  go^s  and  books  under  seizure, 
another  examination  was  made  by  order  of  the  Commissioner. 

A  thorough  and  exhaustive  examination  was  made,  a  United  States 
ganger  was  called  in,  and  every  package  and  barrel  examined,  and  thus 
second  examination  resulted  exactly  as  the  first  one,  and  Messrs.  Cum- 
mings  &  Co.  were  entirely  exonerated. 

An  order  was  issued  to  release  the  goods,  &c.,  from  seizure,  and  turu 
them  over  to  Cummings  &  Co. 

These  investigations  extended  over  a  period  of  about  six  months,  en- 
tirely destroyed  Messrs.  Cummings  &  Oo.'s  business,  the  value  of  the 
goods  seized  had  depreciated  very  much  in  price,  and  they  were  com- 
pelled to  realize  on  tliem  at  a  great  loss,  and  they  were  completely 
ruined. 

Contracts  for  the  delivery  of  goods  and  for  export  that  they  had  made 
they  were  unable  to  fulfill,  and  they  were  compelled  to  fail.  Previous  to 
this  their  credit  was  very  high,  having  a  large  bank  account  and  doing 
an  extensive  and  lucrative  business. 

At  the  time  of  the  seizure  they  had  contracts  outstanding  which,  if 
they  could  have  had  possession  of  the  goods  in  the  warehouses,  would, 
they  claim,  have  realized  them  a  profit  of  over  $200,000.  From  the  evi- 
dence before  the  committee  it  would  seem  that  Bailey's  action  in  making 
the  seizure  was  for  the  purpose  of  extorting  money  from  Cummings  & 
Co.,  and  on  their  commencing  proceedings  against  him  in  the  courts  he 
fled  the  country  and  has  not  since  returned. 

Mr.  Cummings  sets  forth  in  an  affidavit  that  the  reason  that  himself 
and  copartners  allowed  the  time  prescribed  by  law  to  pass  in  which  to 
present  their  claim  for  investigation  and  adjudiciition  to  the  Court  of 
Claims  is,  that  when  their  property  was  first  seized  the  firm  consulted 
Hon.  Ethan  Allen,  a  reputable  lawyer  of  New  York,  who  advised  them 
first  to  institute  legal  ])roceedings  against  Joshua  F.  Bailey,  the  col- 
lector, for  damages  for  the  unlawful  seizure,  and  thus  establish  by  ver- 
dict of  a  jury  the  honesty  of  petitioners  and  the  illegal  and  unwarr.int- 
able  seizure  of  their  property. 

That,  relying  upon  the  said  advice,  and  believing  that  Bailey  would 
return,  and  being  informed  by  Mr.  Cornelius  Runkle,  said  Bailey's  at- 
torney, that  Bailey  would  return  and  meet  all  charges  against  him,  they 
allowed  valuable  time  to  slip  by. 

In  the  mean  time,  owing  to  the  seizure,  the  business  of  the  firm  was 
entirely  broken  up  and  destro^^ed,  and  they  were  obliged  to  and  did 
make  an  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  their  creditors,  and  they  were 
left  destitute  and  penniless,  and  without  any  resources  to  institute  any 
investigation  or  prosecute  any  claim  through  a  suit  at  law. 

Besides  this,  the  deponent  believed  that  no  statute  of  limitations 
could  run  so  long  }is  Bailey  was  absent  from  this  country-. 

Your  committee  have  examined  all  the  i)apers  and  afiidavits,  most  of 
which  are  made  l\v  sworn  ofticers  of  the  government,  and  are  of  the 
opinion  that  Messrs.  Cummings  &  Co.  were  unjustly  dealt  with,  that 
there  was  no  ground  for  the  seizure,  that  it  was  illegal,  and  that  they 
should  be  allowed  to  present  their  claim  to  the  Court  of  Claims  for 
adjudication  thereon,  and  they  therefore  report  back  the  bill  and  rec- 
ommend it^  ))assage,  with  the  following  amendments: 

In  line  H  of  the  bill,  after  the  words  '*  empowered  to,"  strike  out  the 
words,  "  bring  a  suit  in  said  court  against  the  United  States  for,"  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words,  to  apply  by  petition  to  iaid  court  for  the 
assessment  of  the  cu^ttial  damage  sustained  by  them  from. 
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In  line  16,  after  the  word  "  officers,"  insert :  The  United  States  shall 
appear  to  defend  a>gainst  said  petition^  and  either  party  may  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Conrtj  as  in  ordinary  cases  against  the  United  States  in  said 
court. 

In  line  22^  after  the  word  "  business,"  insert,  assessing  the  same  on  the 
8ame  principles  as  if  tJie  suit  had  been  against  said  Bailey^  but  allowing 
no  exemplary  or  vindictive  damages. 
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Mr.  Blair,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  tlie  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2026.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  bill  8.  2026,  having  con- 
sidered the  same  J  submit  the  following  report : 

Mrs.  Mary  E.  Matthews,  the  applicant,  is  the  widow  of  Edward  S» 
Matthews,  surgeon  in  the  United  States  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant-commander, who  died  Augast  16, 1881,  at  the  Rhode  Island  Hos- 
pital in  Providence,  while  being  taken  by  his  friends  to  the  Butler 
Asylum  for  the  Insane  to  be  treated  for  insanity. 

The  evidence  shows  that  he  had  exhibited  insane  tendencies  and  fre- 
quent i>eriods  of  mental  aberration  for  several  years ;  that  he  had  from 
time  to  time  been  confined  in  different  asylums  to  be  treated  for  mental 
derangements ;  and  satisfactorily  establishes  the  fact  that  he  had  long 
been  a  man  of  unsound  mind.  He  had  frequently  attempted  to  take 
the  life  of  his  wife  and  other  friends  by  violence,  and  committed  many 
acts  during  the  last  years  of  his  life  plainly  establishing  the  fact  that 
he  wa«  irresponsible. 

The  immediate  cause  of  his  death  was  an  overdose  of  morphine,  ad- 
ministered by  himself.  It  is  quite  apparent  from  the  e\idence  that  it 
was  not  Uiken  with  an  idea  of  self-destruction,  although  he  was  inca 
pable  of  caring  for  himself  at  the  time.  He  was  being  transported  by 
his  friends  from  Martha's  Vineyard  to  the  Butler  Hospital.  Arriving. 
at  Providence  and  stopping  at  the  City  Hotel  with  his  father-in-law, 
he  went  to  his  room  to  retire  for  the  night  at  about  5  o'clock  p.  m. 
Mr.  Elliott  (his  father-in-law)  then  left  him.  After  this.  Surgeon  Mat- 
thews left  the  room,  went  upon  the  street,  and  procured  a  bottle  of 
morphine  (or  already  had  it  upon  his  person),  which  drug  he  had  been 
accustomed  for  many  years  to  use  as  a  remedy  for  chronic  neuralgia, 
contracted  in  the  service  and  line  of  duty.  Shortly  after  he  Wcis  seen 
by  a  policeman  leaning  against  the  fence,  apparently  ill.'  The  police- 
man went  to  his  aid,  but  Mr.  Matthews  immediately  fell  to  the  ground 
nsensible.  He  was  carried  to  the  hospital,  where  he  died  the  same 
night.  A  bottle  of  morphine  was  found  upon  his  person,  from  which 
alK>ut  ten  grains  had  been  taken,  and  the  physicians  certify  that  death 
was  the  result  of  an  overdose  of  that  poison. 

Surgeon  Matthews  entered  the  service  as  assistant  surgeon  July  1, 
1861,  and  he  remained  in  the  service  till  his  death.  He  was  the  medical 
officer  in  charge  of  the  Hatteras  when  she  was  sunk  by  the  Alabama 
off  Galveston  in  18i>3.  During  the  action  he  received  an  injury  of  the 
head  from  the  coucnssi<m  of  a  shell,  from  which  he  never  recovered^ 
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suffering  terribly  from  chronic  neuralgia  in  the  brain  occasioned  by  it 
until  his  death.  He  never  was  known  to  have  neuralgia  before.  Dur- 
ing the  last  few  years  of  his  life  all  parts  of  his  body  were  afflicted  by 
these  racking  pains.  He  was  exposed  to  incredible  hardships  while  a 
prisoner  in  the  Alabama  and  in  the  West  Indies  before  he  was  paroled. 
He  was  on  duty  in  the  San  Jacinto  when  that  vessel  was  wrecked  off 
No  Name  Keys,  and  exposed  on  an  uninhabitiBd  island  without  shelter, 
with  but  little  clothing,  and  very  short  of  food,  for  some  weeks.  He 
was  very  dangerously  sick  there  also.  The  captain  of  the  vessel,  who 
was  exposed  no  more  severely,  became  insane  from  his  sufferings  and 
subsequently  died;  and  his  widow  is  pensioned  in  consequence  thereof. 

In  1875  Surgeon  Matthews,  while  in  the  line  of  duty  at  New  Orleans, 
testing  horses  for  the  marine  ambulance,  was  thrown  from  the  carriage, 
and  striking  upon  the  head,  received  a  x)ermanent  injury,  from  which 
he  never  recovered,  and  which  intensified  his  sufferings  in  the  brain 
and  head  while  he  aid  live. 

He  was  an  officer  of  remarkable  ability  and  skill.  His  bravery  in 
action^  and  his  heroism  in  the  presence  of  danger,  and  his  conspicuous 
patriotism  were  worthy  of  the  high  commendation  which  they  received 
from  his  commanding  officers,  to  which  the  records  of  the  department 
1;)ear  witness. 

He  left  no  estate,  not  enough'to  pay  his  funeral  expenses.  His  widow 
has  a  house  in  this  city,  but  it  is  mortgaged  for  all  it  can  be  sold  for,  if 
not  for  more.  She  has  two  children,  a  boy  of  sixteen  and  a  girl  of 
thirteen,  both  of  weakly  constitution,  and  no  means  to  support  them  or 
herself. 

We  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


Statement  of  Mrs.  Matthetca, 

I  met  Dr.  E.  S.  Matthews,  U.  S.  Navy,  in  November,  ld64,  jiwt  before  he  was 
•ordered  to  the  Sail  Jacinto  previous  to  her  loss  on  No  Name  Keys.  He  appeared  from 
my  first  acqaaintance  with  him  to  be  rather  delicate,  and  complained  before  our 
marriage  of  the  neuralgia.  In  December  the  San  Jacinto  was  lost,  and  Dr.  Matthews 
was  exposed  on  an  uninhabited  island,  with  others,  with  no  covering  but  canvas 
tentSy  to  inclement  weather,  which  aggravated  his  trouble,  and  he  was  sick  for  a  Iodk 
time,  80  that  he  could  not  write  to  me,  and  we  knew  nothing  about  the  disaster  until 
qaite  a  long  time  after  January,  1665.  He  obtai^ied  leave  to  come  to  Providence,  and 
we  were  married  on  the  26th  of  February,  ld65.  From  the  very  first  he  oomplaiued  of 
neuralgia  in  liis  head  and  eyes,  and  suffered  most  intensely ;  he  remained  at  home  but 
fifteen  days  and  then  had  his  leave  extended  another  fifteen  days,  when  he  returned 
to  the  EiUit  Gulf  Blockading  Squadron,  and  was  stationed  at  Key  West,  under  Dr. 
Gilchrist.  There  he  had  congestive  chills  and  a  slight  attack  of  yellow  fever,  and  was 
sent  home  on  sick  leave  May  7, 1865.  He  came  home  in  charge  of  a  nurse,  and  was  so 
feeble  when  he  arrived  at  my  father's  house  in  Providence  that  he  had  to  be  assisted 
•out  of  the  carriage  and  upstairs,  and  I  do  not  think  he  had  good  health  after  that ; 
there  was  scarcely  a  day  that  lie  did  not  have  to  take  some  medicine  to  relieve  himself 
from  neuralgic  pains ;  and  since  that  time  I  think  the  habit  which  caused  his  death  be- 
came fixed,  though  in  my  ignorance  then  of  the  real  nature  of  tbe  medicine,  which  I 
•often  gave  to  him  myself  at  his  request  and  by  his  direction,  I  did  not  know  the  danser 
he  was  in.  Still  I  know  that  each  day  or  so  my  dose  was  increased,  until  I  finally 
asked  the  nature  of  the  dose,  and  learning  it  was  a  preparation  of  opium  (morphise 
sulph.),  I  became  alarmed  at  the  quantity  and  tried  to  prevent  his  using  it  altogether, 
but  he  only  took  a  grain  or  two,  and  that  allayed  my  fears,  as  I  supposed  he  meant  it 
was  a  very  small  quantity  (I  afterwards  found  out  that  an  eighth  of  a  grain  was  a 
large  dose).    He  finally  got  better. 

In  July,  1865,  he  was  ordered  to  the  Pacific  Squadron,  and  I  joined  him  at  Callao, 
Peru,  in  July,  1866.  There  he  was  attached  to  the  Fredonia,  and  we  lived  on  shore.  No. 
7  Calle  Colon.  He  was,  the  next  day  after  I  arrived,  taken  with  one  of  his  terrible 
lieadaches,  and  called  for  his  dose  of  morphine,  which  I  gave  him  very  relactantlyi 
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^  and,  as  his  trouble  continued  and  seemed  to  affect  his  mind,  I  called  in  Dr.  Rudenstein, 
"  Unlt-ed  States  Navy,  and  a  shore  doctor,  whose  name  I  have  forgotten.  Dr.  Ruden- 
Htein  prescribed  morphine  for  him,  and  said  to  me  that  it  was  the  result  of  malaria  in 
his  system,  probably  contract'Cd  in  the  Gulf  Squadron,  and  through  exposure  without 
proper  clothing  after  the  wreck  of  the  Hatteras  and  the  wreck  of  the  San  Jacinto. 
The  congestive  chills  he  had  there,  Dr.  Rndenstein  said,  had  impaired  his  system  and 
really  caused  the  nenraleia.  So  I  was  obliged  to  submit  to  his  taking  the  drug,  with, 
however,  the  promise  that  ha  would  leave  it  off  the  moment  he  could  do  so.  On 
March  14, 1867,  he  was  ordered  to  the  North  Pacific  Squadron,  and  I  left  Callao  for 
the  United  States.  In  January,  1866,  he  was  ordered  home,  and  arrived  Ist  of  Feb- 
ruarv.  I  discovered  then  that  he  still  had  recourse  to  the  morphine,  and,  though  he 
tried  to  hide  it  from  me,  I  discovered  that  he  had  been  obliged  to  increase  the  dose 
Tory  much,  and  from  five  to  ten  grains  was  a  small  quantity.  He  said  he  was  obliged 
to  do  it  in  order  to  obtain  the  relief  that  a  few  grains  had  at  first  given  him. 

March  25,  1868,  he  was  ordered  to  the  Michigan,  at  Erie,  Pa.,  and  I,  having  read  up 
a  book  upon  the  opium  habit,  commenced  to  try  to  cure  him  myself,  and  in  my  desire 
to  substitute  a  less  evil  for  a  greater  advised  nim  to  take  chloroform  (inhale  it)  in 
order  to  get  relief  from  pain.  Being  on  board  ship  during  the  day,  I  tried  at  night 
to  press  my  cure  upon  him.  The  effect  was  terrible,  for  the  chloroform  finally  made 
him  a  raving  maniac,  and  so  disturbed  him,  and  he  had  such  a  cra\nng  for  it  that  it 
was  dangerous  to  be  about  in  the  house  with  him,  and  by  applying  to  the  captain  of  the 
ship,  Jewett,  for  assistance,  the  doctor's  state  beoame  known  at  the  Navy  Department, 
ana  the  doctor  was  ordered  before  a  retiring  board  for  insanity.  Getting  him  at  last 
when  free  from  the  chloroform  I  told  him  his  ganger,  and  he  left  off  trying  to  give  up  mor- 
phine and  dropped  the  use  of  the  chloroform.  That  c^uieted  his  mind  at  once,  and  ne  got 
over  the  danger  which  threatened  him  of  being  retired  and  sent  to  an  insane  asylum. 
He  was  detacned  November  5,  1868,  and  placed  on  waiting  orders.  From  that  time  I 
considered  the  habit  thoroughly  formed,  but  never  until  nis  death  did  I  give  up  the 
effort  to  have  him  cured.  I  paid  the  lawyer  for  defending  him  in  the  court  of  inquiry, 
which  was  the  result  of  being  ordered  to  the  retiring  board.  Duriuf^  the  following 
winter,  up  to  the  8th  of  June,  1869,  he  went  to  a  water-cure,  where  I  joined  him,  and 
remained  there  by  the  advice  of  Fitz-Hugh  Ludlow,  trying  to  break  off  the  habit — in 
vain,  however,  though  his  general  health  was  mucn  improved.  While  at  the  naval 
rendezvous,  in  1869  and  1870,  he  still  continued  to  use  morphine,  increasing  the  dose  ia 
spite  of  all  my  remonstrance,  and,  finally,  while  under  waiting  orders,  he  went  to  Dr. 
Day's  asylum,  then  a  little  way  outside  of  Boston,  and  I  joined  him,  but,  as  before,  his 
efforts  were  unsuccessful.  He  was  then,  January  25, 1871,  ordered  to  the  Ticonderoga. 
When  in  South  America  he  still,  in  order  to  attend  to  his  duties  at  all,  continued  to 
increase  his  dose  of  morphine,  though  he  would  occasionally  make  terrible  efforts  to 
overcome  it,  and  fully  realized  the  terrible  hold  the  drug  had  upon  him.  He  was  very 
ill  on  the  Ticonderoga  while  trying  to  leave  it  off,  and  his  life  was  nearly  despaired  of 
for  a  time.  Dr.  Fassig  attended  him  (he  died  out  there),  and  Captain  Baclger  took  care 
of  him  himself.  In  February,  1874,  he  was  detached,  placed  on  waiting  orders,  and 
finally,  thinking  that  a  Journey  to  Europe  might  enable  him  to  overcome  it,  he  applied 
for  permission  to  leave  the  United  States  for  six  months.  On  his  return  the  same  hope- 
less condition  continned,  and  we  were  ordered  to  Pensacola,  Fla.,  through  my  efforts, 
hoping  that  a  warm  climate  might  help  him,  but  in  vain,  and  on  May  28  he  was  de- 
tached and  placed  on  waiting  orders,  and  during  that  summer  we  went  to  all  the  sea- 
beaches,  and  tried  everything  to  build  up  his  health  and  make  it  possible  to  get  along 
without  his  morphine.  He  went  to  the  Mare  Island  hospital,  out  only  remained  a 
short  time,  being  again  detached  and  placed  on  waiting  orders  at  his  own  request. 
.  Being  in  Washington,  he  was  ordered  to  the  Wyoming,  but  soon  detached  at  his  own 
request  (and  I  believe  nearly  all  these  detachments  were  at  his  request),  through  mv 
efforts,  wishing  to  keep  him  under  my  own  eyes  and  if  possible  effect  a  cure.  Througn 
the  effects  of  the  drug,  which  could  no  lonj^er  be  concealefl,  it  having  gained  such  a 
hold  upon  him,  and  his  mind  and  brain  giving  way  to  the  long  strain  upon  them, 
he  came  near  being  court-martialed,  but  oy  stating  the  case  truthfully  to  Secretary 
Thompson,  and  begging  him  to  let  him  make  one  more  trial,  the  reports  were  pigeon- 
holed, and  he  was  turned  over  to  me,  and  I  sent  him  to  the  country  away  from  all 
temptations  and  tried  to  get  him  straightened  up.  Through  my  intercession  he  was 
ordered  to  the  Lackawanna  on  a  long  cruise,  as  I  hoped  a  long  |ea  voyage  would 
take  him  away  from  all  those  things  that  had  harmed  him. 

I  will  say  here  that  in  the  efibrt  to  try  to  get  along  with  less  morphine  he  would 
think,  as  I  told  him,  any  substitute  was  better  than  so  dangerous  a  drug ;  in  fact  I 
do  not  think  anything  that  I  heard  of  and  recommended  to  him  he  ever  neglected 
to  try,  from  chloroform  to  chloral,  liqnors,  belladonna,  or  anything  that  could  be  used 
as  a  substitute  or  antidote.  He  spent  a  small  fortune  in  buying  a  medicine  of  a  Dr. 
Collins,  and  took  over  five  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  this  antidote  with  him  in  the 
Lackawanna,  but  I  do  not  think  it  was  anything  more  than  a  disguised  preparation  of 
morphine,  and  hearing  of  the  death  of  a  lady  alter  ineffectually  trying  to  cure  herself 
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with  it,  I  ailvised  him  to  ^ive  it  up,  andou  his  return  from  the  Laokawanna  I  advised 
him  to  go  to  Dr.  J.  L.  Stephens,  Lelmnon,  Ohio,  to  he  cured.  Dr.  S.  informed  me  that  it 
was  really  impossible  to  cure  him,  his  whole  brain  being  so  permanently  impaired  that 
he  considered  nim  a  fit  subject  only  for  the  insane  asylum,  and  dangerous  to  be  at  large. 
He  went  to  Dr.  Stephens  twice,  and  the  last  time  Dr.  Stephens  told  me  he  could  not 
keep  him  and  was  obliged  to  let  him  go.  He  came  east  and  went  to  my  father's  at 
the  Vineyard,  where  he  remained  until  the  day  before  be  died.  Then  my  fatner  thought 
it  best  to  place  him  in  the  Butler  Asylum  for  the  Insane,  and  they  both  left  Martha's 
Vineyard  for  Providence.  My  father  left  Dr.  Matthew's  only  a  few  minutes,  when  he 
went  to  consult  some  one  about  Rending  the  doctor  to  the  asylum,  and  during  that 
time  Dr.  Matthews  left  the  hotel,  went  out,  and  got  a  fresh  dose  of  morphine.  He 
had  arrived  at  60  grain  doses  three  times  a  day,  and  this  fresh  bottle,  from  which  he 
only  took  10  grains,  caused  him  to  fall  in  a  stupor  in  the  street,  and  he  was  removed 
to  the  Rhode  Island  Hospital,  where  he  died  on  the  morning  of  the  I6th  of  August,, 
18til,  just  at  25  minutes  of  1  o'clock,  a.  m. 

I  think  no  one  can  read  this  terrible  account  and  think  that  this  habit  was  a  pleasure 
to  Dr.  Matthews,  or  was  acquired  without  cause.  The  fact  of  his  exposure,  congestive 
chills,  and  his  condition  at  the  time  of  and  after  his  marriage  prove  it,  together  with 
his  whole  life  of  efforts  to  overcome  the  terrible  habit,  and  can  but  arouse  the  sympa- 
thies of  the  most  hard-hearted.  That  no  money  was  spared  to  help  him  in  his  efforts^ 
the  present  condition  that  I  find  myself  in,  which,  much  against  my  will,  makes  it  ob- 
ligatory n])on  me  to  apply  for  a  pension  or  relief,  shows  without  any  further  statement. 
This  has  been  a  sad  undertaking  for  me,  and  I  hope  it  may  at  least  prove  a  successful 
one. 

•      MARY  ELLIOTT  MATTHEWS, 
ITidotc  of  ike  late  Surgeon  Edw,  S,  MatthetiPff  U.  S,  Navy, 
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June  14,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Hoar,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  aocompaiiy  bill  S.  1265.] 

The  Committee  on  Olaimn^  to  whom  torn  referred  the  bill  {S.  1265) /or  the 
relief  of  O.  E,  W.  SharrettSj  have  comidered  the  namey  and  respectfully 
report : 

This  is  a  bill  to  compensate  Mr.  Sharretts  for  labor  in  the  x)reparatioi> 
of  a  set  of  tables  now  used  in  the  government  offices  for  determining 
amounts  due  to  officials  and  employes  for  different  lengths  of  time,  at 
different  rates  of  salary.  The  claimant  was  employed  in  the  Treasury 
Department,  and  his  duties  compelled  him  to  make  calculations  of  frac- 
tional parts  of  salaries  which  were  due  for  perio<ls  of  days  or  parts  of 
months.  As  the  official  force  grew  more  numerous,  this  labor  became 
so  great  that  he  conceived  the  idea  of  compiling  tables  for  the  work.  It 
very  clearly  appears  from  the  statements  of  numerous  disbursing  clerks 
of  the  various  departments  that  previous  to  Mr.  Sharretts'  compilation 
there  were  no  tables  for  this  purpose  known  to  any  of  them.  Mr.  Shar- 
retts occupied  himself  with  this  work,  out  of  office  hours,  from  1862  to 
1867.  He  made  use  of  them  in  his  own  work,  and  as  soon  as  it  became 
known  that  he  had  them,  they  wei*e  in  constant  demand  in  manuscript 
form  by  disbursing  clerks,  and  several  transcripts  were  made  of  them. 
In  1867  they  were  published  by  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

After  the  publication  Mr.  Sharretts  was  awarded  $500  by  the  Secre- 
tary. Of  this  sum  he  was  obliged  to  pay  $250  for  clerical  assistance  in 
the  preparation  of  the  work  for  the  press.  He  had  hoped  for  a  similar 
allowance  from  the  other  departments,  but,  although  the  books  are  used 
extensively  in  all  branches  of  the  government  service,  he  has  received 
no  compensation  but  that  stated. 

The  fact  that  these  tables  have  been  a  great  saving  to  the  government 
is  shown  by  the  statements  of  a  number  of  disbursing  clerks.  The  dis- 
bursing clerk  of  the  Interior  Department,  speaking  of  the  tables  in  his 
deposition,  says: 

Without  its  use  I  should  have  found  it  inipos-sible  to  have  prepared  the  pay-rolls  of 
this  department  without  the  assistance  of  an  additional  clerk. 

Others  state  that  in  their  various  offices  the  tables  have  effected  a 
great  saving  in  clerk  hire,  and  have  insured  accuracy. 

We  annex  a  letter  of  Senator  Sherman,  while  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, testifying  to  the  value  of  the  book: 

Trkasury  Departmkkt, 

March  1,  1881. 
Hon.  OeorOB  F.  Hoar,  Uniteff  Staten  Senate : 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledf^e  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  26th  ultimo, 
incloslDg  Senate  bill  No.  1?QS,  for  compensation  to  G.  E.  W.  Sharretts  for  his  labor  in 
preparing  tables  now  in  use  by  the  government,  and  requesting  any  fact8  in  the  pos- 
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session  of  the  department  showing  the  value  of  said  tables,  and  what  amount  should 
in  justice  and  equity  he  allowed  him  for  their  use. 

In  reply  I  have  to  6tat«  that  the  salary  tables  known  as  the  Sharretts  tables  have 
been  used  in  this  department  since  1867  in  the  preparation  of  pay-rolls,  upon  which  pay- 
ments are  made  by  officers  charged  with  the  uisbursement  of  public  funds  to  penons 
in  the  civil  employment  of  the  government.  They  are  convenient  in  form  and  very 
useful  to  the  departments ;  but  it  is  difficult  to  make  a  just  estimate  of  the  proper 
compensation  for  their  use.  Their  principal  value  is  in  the  security  atforded  by 
uniformity  of  payment  and  the  saving  of  time  and  labor.  I  would  suggest  that  an 
equitable  bas!s  to  estimate  the  value  of  such  a  compilation  would  be  by  the  number 
of  copies  published  and  used  by  the  government.  I  understand  that  the  claimant  has 
8hown  t^  the  Committee  on  Claims  that  about  10,000  copies  have  been  issued.  1 
think  that  the  amount  due  Mr.  Sharretts  might  be  tixed  at  a  reasonable  sum  for  each 
copy  issued,  but  I  must  leave  A>r  the  determination  of  Congress  what  should  be  deemed 
adequate  compensation  therefor. 
Very  respectfully, 

JOHN  SHERMAN, 

Secr^ary. 

It  appears  from  entries  in  the  Government  Printing  Office  tbat  1,725 
copies  of  the  original  book,  and  7,000  of  the  revised  book,  which  was  a 
transcript  of  the  original  with  the  omission  of  portions  made  unnec- 
essary by  the  abolition  of  the  income  tax,  were  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  government;  a  total  of  8,725. 

In  view  of  the  extensive  use  and  the  great  saving  effected  by  this 
compilation,  your  committee  think  it  but  right  that  the  govemmfiot 
should  remunerate  the  author  by  whose  labor  it  has  profited.  We 
therefore  recommend  that  he  receive  the  sum  of  $5,000  as  full  compeD- 
sation,  and  report  the  accompanying  bill  as  a  substitute  for  the  one  in- 
troduced. 

We  append  as  part  of  this  report  Mr.  Sharrett's  statement  of  his  case. 


statement  of  G.  E.  W.  Sharretts, 

Washington,  D.  C,  February,  IHSa. 

Gentlemen:  For  the  informatiou  of  the  committee,  and  in  support  of  the  claim 
which  I  have  made  against  the  government,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  bill  No.  — ,  I  would 
respectfully  ask  leave  to  present  the  foUowlng  statement: 

PRESENT  EMPLOYMENT  AND  DUTIES  OB  CLAIMANT. 

I  am  at  present  a  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, and  liave  been  so  employed  since  the  year  1857.  A  large  part  of  my  dntlM 
since  that  time  has  been,  and  still  is,  the  examination  and  settlement  of  salary 
accounts  of  disbursing  clerks  and  others.  These  acoounts  embrace  the  pay-rolls  of 
every  office  of  every  department  of  the  government  at  Washington,  with  two  or 
three  exceptions,  and  of  all  assistant  treasurers  in  the  United  States,  of  the  di8bnr»- 
ing  officer  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  for  a  lon^  time  the  disbursing  officer 
of  the  Senate;  the  office  of  Public  Printer,  of  the  Librarian  of  Congress,  and  of  the 
United  States  Coast  Survey*.  It  is  my  duty  to  see  that  each  payment  to  each  offieer 
and  employ <S  is  correct  as  reported  by  the  various  disbursing  officers  above  referred  to. 

NECESSITY  FOR,  BUT  LACK  OF,  SALARY  TABLES. 

In  the  year  18(il  the  clerical  force  in  the  department  began  to  increase,  necessarily 
enlarging  the  size  of  the  pay-rolls,  and  consequently  incr^ising  the  number  of  intri- 
cate calculations.  This  increase  continued  until  many  of  the  rolls  were  doubled,  and 
in  some  instances  quadrupled,  in  size. 

I  made  diligent  search,  through  disbursing  clerks  and  others,  for  tables  that  woold 
relieve  me  or  lighten  mv  arduous  labors,  but  without  avail.  There  were  no  socb 
tables  in  existence,  and  there  was  no  method  of  determining  the  accuracy  of  the  rolb 
except  by  actual  calculations,  which  involved  severe  mental  and  physical  labor  and 
a  great  loss  of  time.    It  became  a  necessity  to  devise  some  means  of  relief. 
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ORIGIN  OF  THB  SUARRETT'S  SALARY  TABLES. 

As  a  result  of  the  condition  of  affairs  stated  above,  I  conceived  the  idea  of  calcu- 
lating and  preparing  tables  for  my  individual  use  that  would  conform  to  the  law  gov- 
erning the  payment  of  quarterly  and  fractional  salaries,  and  I  at  once  began  the 
preparation  of  such  a  system  of  tables  as  would  enable  me  to  ascertaia  and  to  adjust 
salaries  of  all  government  officers  of  every  grade,  without  subjecting  myself  to  the 
annoyance  and  delay  incident  to  these  lengthy  calculations.  This  labor  I  performed 
after  office  honrs,  at  home,  principally  at  night,  and  was  engaged  in  its  completion 
until  the  year  ld67. 

USEFULNESS  OP  AND  DEMAND  FOR  TUE  SHAIIRETT'S  SALARY  TABLES. 

These  tables  I  copied  into  a  book  and  used  them  at  my  office  for  several  years,  and 
-when  it  was  discovered  that  I  had  such  tables  in  my  possession  they  were  eagerly  sought 
after  by  disbursing  clerks  and  others,  who  borrowed  and  used  them  for  the  purpose  of 
making  up  their  official  rolls.  They  were  considerert  so  useful  and  desirable  by  these 
disbursing  clerks  that  frequent  requests  were  made  for  pe  rmis<4ion  to  print  transcriitts 
for  their  respective  offices. 

PUBLICATION  OF  THE  TABLES  BY  ORDER  OF  SECRETARY  OF  THE  IKEASUUY. 

With  the  assistance  of  Mr.  R.  H.  Andrews,  now  a  clerk  in  the  office  of  T.  J.  Hobbs, 
esq.,  disbursing  clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  tables  were  finally  put  in  state 
for  publication ;  and  in  1867,  by  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  they  were 
printed  in  book  form. 

ACCURACY  AND  EXTENSIVE  USE  OF  SHARRETT'S  SALARY  TABLES. 


This  book  was  in  constant  daily  use  for  over  five  consecutive  years  in  every  depart- 
ment of  the  government  at  Washington,  in  all  the  custom-houses  of  the  country,  aud 
in  the  offices  of  all  the  assistant  treasurers,  without  the  discovery  of  an  error  in  my 
calculations  with  a  single  exception,  and  that  an  unimportant  one,  which  was  cor- 
rected in  the  second  edition  of  tne  book. 

REVISION  OF  TABLES. 

When  the  income-tax  on  salaries  was  abolished  in  1870,  the  tables  showing  the 
amount  taxable,  the  amount  of  tax  to  be  deducted,  and  the  net  amount  to  be  paid, 
became  unnecessary,  and  a  revision  of  the  work  in  that  particular  was  ordered  by  the 
chief  clerk  of  the  Treasury  Department.  Mr.  D.  S.  Green,  a  clerk  in  that  depart- 
ment, was  detailed  to  perform  that  labor,  which  he  did  during  office  hours,  ana  at  a 
salary  compensation.  I  was  directed  by  the  Secretary  to  render  Mr.  Green  any  assist  • 
ance  ho  required. 

*'RBD  BOOK,"  A  TRANSCRII*T  OF  SHARRETT*S   TABLES. 

I  cannot  see  that  this  revision  in  any  way  impairs  my  claim  as  the  author  of  the 
tables  now  in  general  use,  as  the  **  Red  Book,"  as  it  is  called,  is  simply  a  transcript 
of  my  book,  with  the  tax  and  per  diem  tables  omitted,  there  being  no  longer  any  use 
for  them. 

NUMBER  OF  COPIES  PRINTED  BY  DIRECTION  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THB  TREASURY. 

The  following  extracts^  made  from  the  Government  Printing  Office  entries,  will 
show  how  many  copies  of  the  *'  Sharrett's  Salary  Tables''  were  printed  by  direction 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury : 

Copies. 

Entry  No,  181,  [dated]  May -^4, 1867 525 

Entry  No.  257,  [dated]  Sep temlier  21, 1867 600 

Entry  No.  VZ7,  [dated]  January  29,  ld68 600 

Total 1,725 

Of  the  revised  book,  which  is  known  to  the  officers  of  the  government  as  the  *'  Red 
Book,"  there  were  printed;  as  per — 

Copies. 

Entry  No.  334,  [dated]  June  25,  1872 2,000 

Entry  No.  391,  [dated]  September  6, 1872 5,000 

Total 7,000 
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This,  added  to  tbe  total  aboye,  makes  8,7S5  of  these  books  published  by  the  gov- 
ernment. 
This  statement  will  also  serve  to  show  the  increasing  demand  for  this  valuable  work. 

VALUE  OF  SUARRBTT'S  TABLES,  AXD  SAVING  TO  GOVERN^HRNT  FROM    USE   OF  SAME. 

In  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Honorable  G.  F.  Hoar  (see  accompanying  letter  No.  14) 
Senator  Sherman,  the  late  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  states  that:  *'  It  is  difficult  to 
make  a  just  estimate  of  the  proper  compensation  for  their  use,  their  principal  value 
being  in  the  security  afforded  by  uniformity  of  payment  and  the  saving  of  time  and 
labor." 

Surely  30  cents  per  month  would  seem  a  low  estimate  for  the  use  of  one  book  in 
**  the  saving  of  time  and  labor.*' 

The  first  edition  of  these  tables  numbered  1,725  books,  and  have  been  used  for  fif- 
teen years^or  one  hundred  and  eighty  months.  Now,  if  one  book  saves  30  cents  in 
one  month  in  time  and  labor  to  the  government,  then  in  one  hundred  and  eighty 
months  one  book  saves  $54,  and  if  one  book  saves  $54  in  fifteen  years  then  1,725  books 
have  already  saved  1,725  times  $54,  which  is  $93,190,  and  claiming,  as  I  do,  that  the 
'^  Red  Book''  is  but  a  revision  of  my  original  book  (and  again  I  refer  you  to  the  letter 
of  Secretary  Sherman,  in  which  he  makes  no  distinction),  the  amount  saved  on  this 
revised  or  second  edition,  which  numbers  7,000  copies,  upon  the  basis  just  state<l  would 
be  $226,800,  which  added  to  the  amount  saved  on  the  first  edition  makes  a  total  sav- 
ing thus  far  to  the  government  of  $319,990. 

These  tables  are  perfect  and  cannot  be  superseded  hy  any^  other  work  so  far  as  cal- 
culations are  concerned,  and  as  there  are  8,725  books  now  in  use  they  are  saving  an- 
nually $31,410,  and  will  continue  so  to  save  as  long  as  the  present  system  of  payments 
of  salaries  exists. 

Let  us  examine  the  value  of  this  book  from  a  salary  standpoint. 

In  the  accompanying  paper  marked  No.  5  C,  Mr.  E.  M.  Liawton,  chief  disbursing 
clerk  of  the  War  Department  makes  the  following  statement:  **  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  I  consider  its  use  in  this  department  as  fully  equivalent  to  the  services 
of  a  high  grade  clerk  constantly  employed  at  such  work." 

In  the  accompanying  paper,  marked  No.  8  C,  Dr.  Richard  Joseph,  chief  disbursing 
clerk  of  the  Interior  Department  states  that :  ^*  Without  its  use  I  should  have  found 
it  impossible  to  have  prepared  the  pay-rolls  of  this  department  without  the  assistance 
Qif  an  additional  clerk." 

In  the  accompanying  paper,  marked  No.  12  B,  Mr.  F.  H.  Stickney,  chief  disbursing 
clerk  of  the  Navy  Department^  makes  a  statement  as  follows:  *'  I  consider  your  book 
of  government  salary  tables  invaluable,  and  equal  to  the  assistance  of  a  clerk  for 
making  up  our  pay-rolls,  ^c." 

Nearly  every  paper  on  file  with  my  claim  shows  the  high  estimation  in  which  the 
tables  are  held  by  the  disbursing  clerks  of  every  department,  and  it  is  certainly  not 
unfair  nor  unjust  to  assume  that  if  in  any  one  department  their  use  is  equivalent  to 
the  services  of  a  clerk  they  are  equally  valuable  to  all. 

Now,  in  order  to  show  again  what  the  government  has  saved  by  the  use  of  my  tables, 
permit  me  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  following:  The  lowest  grade  clerk  receives 
$1,200  per  annum,  and  it  cannot  properly  be  questioned  that  employ^  at  a  less  salary 
would  not  be  employed  upon  such  important  work.  If  in  one  department  the  use  of  the 
tables  has  saved  $100  per  month,  then  for  the  fifteen  years,  or  one  hundred  and  eighty 
months,  that  the  tables  have  been  in  use,  they  have  saved  one  hundred  and  eighty 
times  $100,  which  is  $18,000.  If  $18,000  has  been  saved  in  one  department,  then  in 
the  eight  departments,  including  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  there  have  been 
saved  eight  times  $18,000  or  $144,000,  and  this  annual  saving  continues  year  after  year. 
Nor  does  this  complete  the  saviugs  of  the  government.  In  the  Capitol  of  the  United 
States,  in  the  custom-houses,  in  the  several  assistant  treasurers'  onices,  and  at  every 
United  States  consulate,  in  short,  wherever  nnuual  salaries  are  paid  to  civil  officers, 
there  these  tables  are  employed  at  a  saving  of  time  and  labor.  This  statement  simply 
refers  to  the  pecuniary  advantage  to  the  government  from  the  use  of  these  tables,  and 
does  not  takeiuto  consideration  benefits  arising  from  the  e^itablishmept  through  this 
medium  of  a  unifonn  system  of  payments,  thereby  securing  increased  facilities  and 
perfect  accuracy  in  the  settlement  of  accounts. 

COMPENSATION  BY  TREASURY  DKPARTMENT. 

For  the  further  information  of  the  committee,  and  in  justice  both  to  it  and  to  my- 
self, I  should  state  that  my  hope  of  compensation  for  the  labor  I  had  bestowed  upon 
these  tables  lay  in  the  fact  that  the  several  disbursing  clerks  of  the  departments 
at  Washington,  without  hesitation,  had  agreed  to  recommend  that  a  sum  equal  to 
whatever  amount  was  paid  by  the  Treasury  Department  ought  to  be  paid  by  their 
departments  for  the  use  of  the  tables.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ordered  the 
work  to  ba  printed;  mvie  it  the  authority  for  all  future  psiymmtsof  salaries  and 
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awanli'd  but  $500  for  its  nse.  After  it8  publication  I  was  surprised  and  disappointed 
to  learn  that  the  Secretary  ha<l  misunderstood  the  terms  of  the  agreementi  ana  refused 
to  allow  me  to  dispose  of  the  work  to  the  other  departments,  thereby  depriving  me  of 
the  greater  part  of  the  compensation  which  I  had  every  assurance  and  reason  to  ex- 
pect  would  follow  its  publication.  That  the  sum  paid  was  insignificant  and  that  the 
tables  were  of  value  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  the  services  of  an  official  commanding 
a  high  salary,  amounting,  during  the  performance  of  his  duty,  to  much  more  than  $500, 
'Were  secured  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  few  alterations  required.  When,  in  ad- 
dition to  this,  it  is  known  that  I  paid  to  Mr.  R.  H.  Andrews  $2ii0  for  clerical  assistance 
and  for  the  relinquishment  on  his  part  of  all  interest  iu  the  book  (see  accompanying 
paper  marked  No.  2  A)  it  would  seem  that  the  remaining  $250  was  but  poor  remunera- 
tion for  the  years  of  labor  bestowed  upon  this  work. 

KRASONS  FOR  MAKING  CLAIM,    AND  AMOUNT  OF  SAMK. 

Permit  me  to  state,  in  conclusion,  that  I  believe  myself  to  bo  the  originator  of  these 
tables,  having  first  Conceived  the  idea;  that  there  was  no  such  work  in  existence  at 
the  time  I  commenced  it,  nor  subseipicntly  until  the  publication  of  my  book;  that 
the  plan  was  original  with  me;  that  I  carried  it  out  witnout  any  assistance  from  any 
soorce,  except  that  of  Mr.  Andrews,  and  that  the  government  has  received  wholly 
and  sin^^ly  the  full  benefit  of  this  valuable  work  without  paying  a  proper  compensa- 
tion for  Its  use  and  without  remunerating  me  for  the  labor  I  performed  in  preparing 
it — labor  which  was  irksome  and  arduous,  consisting  of  tedious  calculations,  occupy- 
ing me  after  office  hours,  at  intervals,  for  five  years. 

It  was  not  my  purpose  nor  intention  to  dispose  of  this  work  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  the  sum  of  $500,  but  I  expected  to  receive  a  much  greater  amount  from 
the  Treasury  Department  and  a  like  sum  fram  each  of  the  other  departments,  which 
would  have  in  some  measure  remunerated  me.  And  now  since  the  work  has  become 
of  such  general  use  and  of  incalculable  value  to  the  government,  I  feel' justified  in 
asking  that  I  may  be  awarded  the  sum  of  $:^,000,  and  respectfully  but  earnestly 
request  that  your  honorable  body  recommend  that  the  above-named  sum  be  appropri- 
ated for  that  purpose. 

Feeling  confident  that  the  papers  herewith  submitted  will  fully  substantiate  all  the 
facts  set  forth  in  the  foregoing, 

I  remain,  very  respectfully, 

G.  E.  W.  SHARRETTS.   , 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  United  States  Senate. 


Lht  and  scope  of  papers  suhmtUed. 

No.  1  A. — Mr.  J.  0.  P.  Buniside,  disbursing  clerk,  Post-Office  Department,  com- 
mending value  of  tables. 

No.  1  B. — Mr.  J.  O.  P.  Burnside,  disbursing  clerk,  Post-Office  Department,  length 
of  time  tables  have  been  in  use. 

No.  2  A. — Mr.  R.  H.  Andrews,  relinquishing  claim  to  tables. 

No.  2  B. — Mr.  R.  H.  Andrews,  concerning  age  and  origin  of  tables. 

No.  3  A,  3  B. — Mr.  Bushrod  Birch,  disbursing  clerk.  Treasury  Department,  concern- 
ing value,  age,  and  origin  of  tables  and  their  saving  to  government. 

No.  4  A,  4  B. — Mr.  T.  J.  Hobbs,  disbursing  clerk,  Treasury  Department,  concerning 
age,  value,  and  origin  of  tables. 

No.  5  A,  5  B,  5  C. — Mr.  £.  M.  Lawton,  disbursing  clerk,  War  Department,  concern- 
ing age,  value,  and  origin  of  tables  and  their  saving  to  government. 

No.  6. — Mr.  B.  F.  Fuller,  disbursing  clerk,  Department  of  Agriculture,  concerning 
value  and  saving  by  use  of  tables. 

No.  7. — Mr.  R.  L.* Hawkins,  accountant.  Coast  Survey,  concerning  origin  of  tables. 

No.  e  A,  8  B,  8  C. — Dr.  R.  .ioseph,  disbursing  clerk.  Interior  Department,  concern- 
ing age,  origin,  and  value  of  tables  and  saving  to  gover  iment  by  their  use. 

No.  9. — Mr.  A.  J.  Falls,  disbursing  clerk.  Department  of  Justice,  concerning  value 
and  origin  of  and  saving  from  use  of  tables. 

No.  11  A,  10  B. — Mr.  John  Bailey,  iinancial  clerk.  House  of  Representatives,  con- 
cerning age  and  origin  of  tables  and  saving  to  government  by  their  use. 

No.  11. — Mr.  John  W.  Hogg,  chief  clerk,  Navy  Department,  concerning  value  of 
tables. 

No.  12  A,  12  B. — Mr.  F.  H.  Stickney^  disbursing  clerk.  Navy  Department,  concern- 
ing origin  and  value  of  tables  and  saving  to  government  by  their  use. 

No.  13  A,  13  B,  13  C. — Mr.  R.  C.  Morgan,  disbursing  clerk,  State  Department,  con- 
cerning value  of  tables,  their  origin  and  saving  to  government  by  their  use. 

No.  14. — The  Hon.  John  Sherman,  Secretary  of  Treasury,  concerning  value  of  tables 
and  what  compensation  should  be  allowed  for  use  of  same. 
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m  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JCNE  15, 1882,— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Coke,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  submitted  the  following^ 

REPORT: 

[To  acoompany  bill  S.  1861.] 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.. 
1861)  for  the  relief  of  A.  C.  Larkin,  have  had  the  same  under  consider- 
ation, and  report  it  back  to  the  Senate  with  a  recommendation  that  it  b& 
passed  without  amendment;  and  they  submit,  as  the  grounds  of  this  rec- 
ommendation the  facts  and  circumstances  set  forth  in  the  following' 
correspondence  with  the  Department  of  tl\e  Interior : 

Depaktmknt  of  the  Intebior, 

Wathingion^  May  'i3,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  hoDor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  6f  a  letter  from  your  comtiiittee 
of  the  17th*  instant,  inclosinj;  S.  1861,  "A  bill  for  the  relief  of  A.  C.  Larkin,"  with  re- 
qnesrt  for  information  as  to  Mr.  Larkin's  losses,  and  departmental  action  in  the  matter. 
In  reply,  yonr  attention  is  respectfnlly  invited  to  the  inclosed  letter  of  the  22d  in- 
stant ffom  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  to  whom  the  snbject  was  referred,  and 
to  copy  of  department  letter  of  Jannary  16,  1882,  transmitting  Mr.  Larkiu's  depreda- 
tion claim  to  the  Hon.  Speaker  of  the  House. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  M.  TELLER, 

Seen  Uu't/, 
Hon.  Henry  L.  DAWKy, 

Chairman  Committ(;€  on  InHian  Ajfairs,  United  States  Serate. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  Indian  Affairs, 

WaahingtoHf  May  iU,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  am  in  receipt,  hy  dep<artment  reference  of  the  19th  instant,  of  the  letter  of 
Hon.  H.  L.  Dawes,  coairman  of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  inclosing  a  copy  of  Senate  bill  1861,  "  for  the  relief  of  A.  C.  Larkin/*  and  re- 
questing such  Information  as  the  office  may  have  relative  to  said  claim  and  the  action 
of  the  department  thereon,  and  in  reply  have  to  say  that  said  claim  was  reported  to 
the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  the  22d  of  March,  1881,  with  a  recommendation 
that  the  same  be  allowed  for  $4,875. 

It  was  transmitted  to  Congress  January  16, 1882. 

No  new  evidence  has  since  been  filed,  and  I  know  of  no  reason  why  the  action  of  the 
office  as  stated  in  that  report  should  be  modified  or  changed  in  any  way. 

The  letter  of  Senator  Dawes,  together  with  the  printed  copy  of  the  bill,  are  herewith 
inclosed. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

E.  L.  STEVENS, 

Acting  CvmuAsf^ioner^ 
Hon.  Henry  M.  Teller, 

Secretanf  of  the  Interior, 


Z  A.   C.   LARKIN. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
WatKington  City^  January  16,  1882. 

Sir  :  In  oompliauce  with  the  terms  of  the  seventh  section  of  the  act  approved  May 
5^,  1872f  entitled  ^' An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  carrent  and  contingent  ex- 
penses of  the  Indian  Department  and  for  fulfilling  treaty  stipulations  with  various 
Indian  tribes  for  the  year  endiuff  June  30,  1873,  and  for  other  purposes/'  I  have  the 
honor  to  transmit  herewith  the  claim  of  A.  C.  Larkin,  amounting  to  f  11,150,  for  com- 
pensation on  account  of  depredations  committed  by  Cherokee  Indians. 

A  letter  (copy  inclosed)  dated  the  22d  day  of  March,  1881,  from  the  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affairs,  reporting  the  nature,  character,  and  amount  of  ^aid  claim,  is  ac- 
companied by  the  evidence  presented  in  support  thei'eof,  and  shows  the  action  taken 
by  tnat  officer  under  the  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  this  department  for  the. 
investigation  of  such  claims;  all  which  is  respectfully  submitted  for  t-ne  consideration 
•of  Congress  as  contemplated  by  said  seventh  section  of  the  act  aforesaid. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedieut  servant, 

8.  J.  KIRK  WOOD, 

Secretary. 

The  Hon.  SPEAfCER  of  the  Hoitse  of  Bepreientatives^ 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  Indian  Affairs, 

WasMttgtoHf  March  22,  1881. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  for  your  consideration,  and  such  action  theriK>n  as  yon 
may  deem  advisable,  a  claim  of  Augustus  C.  Larkin  for  $11,150,  on  account  of  dep- 
redations alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  the  Cherokees  on  the  26th  of  October, 
1874. 

The  complaint,  testimony,  and  correspondence  are  very  volnniinons.    The  previons 

{iroceedings  are  somewhat  irregular  and  needlessly  complicated,  by  reason  of  the  al- 
eged  claim  having  been  nnder  the  management  of  several  different  attorneys  at  as 
many  different  periods.  The  claim  was  ori|^inally  filed  in  this  office  on  September  3, 
1875,  and  is  for  feloniously  and  forcibly  taking  and  driving  away  from  the  claimant's 

niession,  by  citizens  of  the  Cherokee  Nation,  a  quantity  of  live  stock  belonging  to 
,  and,  by  false  pret<eu8e6  and  promises  to  release  said  stock,  obtaining  from  him, 
under  such  promises,  the  sum  of  $500  in  cash,  while  the  claimant  and  his  stock  were 
lawfully  in  the  Indian  Territory,  and  is  based  upon  section  2156  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes of  the  United  States,  and  is  supported  by  affidavits  of  several  persons  oognizaut 
of  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  complaint. 

On  the  4th  of  September,  1875,  this  office,  by  letter  of  that  date,  transmitted  this 
•claim  to  George  W.  Ingalls,  then  United  States  agent  at  Muscogee,  Ind.  T.,  directing 
him  to  take  action  thereon  agreeably  to  the  requirements  of  the  department  rules 
«nd  regulations,  and  report  proceedings  thereon  as  early  as  practicable. 

To  this  letter  no  reply  was  received  bv  this  office.  On  December  11, 1876.  an  office 
letter  was  addressed  to  S.  W.  Marston,  the  snccessor  of  Mr.  Ingalls,  calling  nis  atten- 
tion to  the  letter  of  September  4,  1875,  and  directing  him  to  report  what  action  bad 
t>een  taken  in  the  matter. 

By  letter  from  Asent  Marston  of  22d  December,  1875,  this  office  was  informed  that 
the  papers  in  the  Larkin  case  conld  not  be  found  in  his  office,  to  which  letter  this 
office  replied  on  the  6th  of  April,  1877,  directing  fhrther  search  to  be  made. 

By  letter  of  April  10,  1877,  Agent  Marston  reports  to  this  office  that  he  had  found 
the  papers,  and  nad  sent  them  to  Mr.  Larkin  for  some  necessary  amendment,  and 
asks  instructions ;  and  in  reply  thereto  office  letter  of  April  16,  1877,  was  sent  to  the 
agent,  advising  him  that  npon  the  return  of  the  claim  to  nim  by  Mr.  Larkin  he  shonld 
carefully  examine  it,  and  have  it  verified  by  competent  witnesses,  and  present  the  ca«ie 
to  the  proper  nation  or  tribe  under  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  department,  and 
report  the  action  had  thereon. 

On  the  13th  day  of  November,  1877,  the  papers  setting  forth  the  claim  were  submitted 
to  the  Cherokee  authorities,  by  the  agent  in  person,  by  banding  them  to  the  Cherokee 
chief,  Charles  Thompson^  at  his  office  in  Tahlequan,  and  while  the  Cherokee  connoil 
was  in  the  first  week  of  its  session.  He  then  informed  Agent  Marston  that  he  would 
at  once  lay  the  same  before  the  council  and  accompany  ituya  special  message,  which 
he  did,  and  the  matter  was  thereupon  referred  to  a  special  committee  for  examination 
and  report  thereon. 

No  action  appears  to  have  been  taken  thereon  by  said  committee  during  the  session 
of  the  council  which  adjonrned  at  the  expiration  of  the  thirty  days  limited  by  law 
for  holding  its  sessions. 

Owing  to  this  inaction,  and  the  fact  that  the  reasonable  time  allowed  by  section 
i^l56  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  for  making  satisfaction  for  depreda- 
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tions  would  expire  before  reparation  conld  be  made,  and  construing  such  inaction  as  a 
neglect  and  refnsal  on  the  part  of  the  nation  to  make  the  satisfaction  sought  for,  tUe 
ajl^ent  and  Mr.  Larkin  demanded  the  retnm  of  said  claim  and  accompanying  papers, 
in  order  that  the  agent  might  make  report  of  his  action  to  this  office,  that  snch  farther 
steps  ^might  be  taken  as  shonld  be  proper  to  obtain  satisfaction  for  the  iigury  com- 
plained of. 

Omitting  as  unimportant  much  of  the  correspoDdence  that  ensued  between  the 
aeent  and  the  chief  of  the  Cherokee  Nation  and  nis  executive  secretary,  in  the  effort 
of  the  agent  to  secure  the  return  of  said  papers,  I  herewith  submit  copies  of  such  cor- 
'respondence  as  I  deem  pertinent,  being — 

1st.  Letter  from  S.  W.  Marston,  United  States  Indian  agent,  to  Charles  Thompsotty 
February  4,  1878. 

2d.  Letter  from  Charles  Thompson  to  S.  W.  Marston,  February  11,  1878. 

3d.  Letter  from  S.  W.  Marsron  to  Charles  Thompson,  February  23,  1878. 

4th.  Letter  from  William  Rasmus,  executive  secretary,  to  S.  W.  Marston,  February 
27,  1878. 

5tb.  Letter  from  Charles  Thompson  to  L.  B.  Bell,  senate  clerk,  March  5,  1878. 

6th.  Letter  from  S.  W.  Marston  to  William  Rasmus,  executive  secretary,  March  12, 
1878. 

7th.  Letter  fiom  William  Rasmus,  executive  secretary,  to  S.  W.  Marston,  March 
15,  187H. 

8t]i.  Letter  from  Charles  Thompson  to  8.  W.  Marston,  April  30,  1878. 

And  marked  respectively  Exhibits  1  to  7,  both  inclusive. 

The  papers  having  been  finally  delivered  to  Agent  Marston,  they  again  came  before 
this  office,  and  on  the  28th  of  August,  1878,  Chief  Thompson  sent  to  this  office  letter 
of  that  date  (copy  herewith.  Exhibit  18)  requesting  a  certified  copy  of  the  papers  re- 
lating to  Haid  claim,  that  said  certified  copy  might  be  used  instead  of  the  oiiginala 
in  again  placing  the  matter  before  the  national  council,  and  protesting  against  any 
action  upon  said  claim  by  this  department  until  the  council  of  the  nation  should  have 
ample  opportunity  to  finish  its  investigation  thereof.  Complying  with  the  request  of 
the  chief,  a  certified  copy  of  said  papers,  which  are  voluminous,  was  on  November  8, 

1878,  transmitted  by  this  office  to  Charles  Thompson,  chief  of  the  Cherokee  Nation. 
Nothing  being  heard  from  the  Cherokee  council  or  the  chief  of  the  nation  after  the 

transmission  of  said  certified  copy,  a  letter  was  sent  by  this  office  to  Chief  Thompson, 
and  dated  March  19,  1879,  of  which  Exhibit  No.  9  (herewith)  is  a  copy,  again  calling 
attention  t'O  the  Larkin  claim,  and  insisting  upon  final  action  thereon. 

Still  receiving  no  replv  to  the  lecterlast  above  referred  to,  this  office,  on  the  23d  Jnlv, 

1879,  again  wrote  to  Hon.  Charles  Tliompson  a  letter  of  that  date  (copy  herewltn. 
Exhibit  10).  notifying  him,  as  chief  of  said  Cherokee  Nation,  that  unless  attention 
ehould  be  given  to  the  matter  of  said  claim,  and  an  answer  filed  within  thirty  days 
from  that  date,  this  office  would  proceed  to  final  action  thereon. 

W^ithin  the  thirty  days  above  referred  to,  a  lengthy  communication  was  received 
by  this  office,  dated  June  18,  1879,  signed  by  W.  P.  Adair  and  Daniel  H.  Rosa,  Cher- 
okee  delegat««,  which  is  mostly,  in  effect,  a  plea  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  office,  pro- 
testing against  its  entertaining  such  jurisdiction,  and  again  insisting  upon  the  return 
of  the  papers  to  the  national  council  for  adjudication  ;  and  alleging  that  **  the  pa- 
pers before  you  "  (the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs)  ^'^lating  to  this  claim  show 
conclusively,  without  other  evidence  which  we  are  prepared  to  produce,  that  the 
claimant  was  in  the  Indian  Territory  (Cherokee  Nation)  in  open  violation  of  our 
treaties  and  the  laws  of  the  United  States,''  &c. 

Having  assumed  Jurisdiction  of  this  matter  by  reason  of  the  long-con  tinned  delay 
and  neglect,  of  the  Cherokee  council  to  take  proper  action  in  the  matter,  as  author 
ized  Ro  to  do  by  section  2156  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  control  of  the  claim  and  the 
right  of  this  office  to  acUadicate  it  was  retained;  and  on  the  10th  of  September,  1879, 
in  reply  t-o  the  said  laet-mentioned  communication,  a  letter  was  addressed  to  W.  P.  Adair 
and  Daniel  H.  Ross,  delegates,  &c.,  reouesting  them  to  forward  the  ''other  evidehoe ''  re- 
ferred to  in  their  communication  witnin  forty-five  da^'s.  The  answer  to  this  reqaest, 
dated  October  4, 1879,  is  from  Charles  Thompson,  chief  of  the  Cherokee  Nation,  and  con- 
tained a  letter  from  Hon.  W.  H.  H.  Clayton,  United  States  district  attorney  for  the 
western  district  ot  Arkansas,  addressed  to  Chief  Thompson,  in  reply  to  a  letter  writ- 
ten by  hiiu  to  said  Clayton,  and  containing  his  ex  parte  statement,  from  recollection 
only,  oi  the  testimony  given  by  Larkin  on  the  trial  in  said  court  of  three  of  the  per^ 
eons  engaged  in  said  depredation,  who  were  indiote<l  and  tried  on  a  criminal  charge 
ae  instigators  and  parties  concerned  in  the  depredation,  and  two  of  whom  were  con- 
victed and  imprisoned. 

This  statement,  under  the  established  rules  of  evidence  in  court,  is  not  only  inadmis- 
sible as  testimony,  but  is  objectionable  as  expressive  of  an  opinion  formed  firom  a 
reeolUctian  of  matters  testified  to  on  said  trial. 

Under  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  hereinabove  stated,  I  have  the  honor  to  re- 
port that  after  an  examination  of  the  testimony  on  file  in  this  office  in  support  of  the 
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said  claim  of  Augustus  C.  Larkin  affainst  the  Cherokee  Nation  for  compeusatiou  for 
the  depredation  alleged  in  his  complaint,  and  having  declined  to  remit  the  papers 
therein  to  the  national  council,  I  herewith  submit,  for  your  consideration  and  action, 
the  following  finding  of  fact,  and  my  conclusion  of  law  thereon : 

1.  I  find  from  the  evidence  that  said  Augustus  C.  Larkin  is  a  white  man  and  a  citi- 
zen of  the  United  States. 

2.  I  find  :&om  the  evidence  that  on  or  about  the  26th  day  of  October,  1674,  the  date 
of  the  depredations  hereinafter  referred  to,  he  was  the  owner  of  the  folio wing-de- 
soribed  personal  property,  to  wit:  24  calves  (Durham) ;  21  yearlings  (Durham) ;  18 
two-year-old  half-breeds ;  33  cows ;  3  yoke  of  oxen ;  1  thoroughbred  bull ;  2  Durham 
bulls ;  1  span  mules ;  1  two-year-old  mule ;  1  horse ;  1  mare ;  and  $500  in  monejr. 

3.  I  find  from  the  evidence  that  all  of  said  property  was  wrongfully  and  feloniously 
taken  and  driven  away  from  the  possession  of  saul  claimant  by  James  M.  Bell,  Andrew 
Barker,  James  Barker,  and  others,  their  confederates  (whose  names  are  unknown),  all 
of  whom  are  memlxsrs  of  the  Cherokee  Nation  and  reside  therein. 

4.  I  find  from  the  evidence  (authenticated  copies  of  records  of  the  United  States 
district  court  for  the  western  district  of  Arkansas)  that  said  James  M.  Bell,  Andrew 
Barker,  and  James  Barker  were  severally  arrested,  indicted,  and  tried  in  said  court 
for  the  larceny  of  the  above-described  property  of  said  LarkiM,  and  that  said  An- 
drew Barker  and  James  Barker  were  duly  found  guilty  and  sentenced  by  the  court  as 
follows :  The  said  Andrew  Barker  to  confinement  for  one  year  in  the  penitentiary  of 
West  Virginia,  and  the  said  James  Barker  to  the  penitentiary  of  Arkansas  for  the  term 
of  one  year. 

5.  I  find  frx>m  the  evidence  that  after  said  property  was  so  feloniously  taken  away, 
the  said  James  M.  Bell,  Andrew  Barker,  and  others,  members  of  the  Cherokee  Nation, 
falsely  claimed  to  be  acting  as  deputies  under  authority  of  one  Joseph  Lynch,  sheriff 
of  one  of  the  districts  in  the  Cherokee  Nation,  and,  under  a  promise  to  restore  said 
property,  compelled  said  claimant  to  pay  to  one  William  Booth  the  sum  of  $500.  under 
pretense  that  the  same  was  for  the  use  of  the  Cherokee  Nation.  That  said  claimant 
paid  said  sum  of  $500  under  protest,  but  that  his  property  was  never  restored  to  him. 

6.  I  find  from  the  evidence  that  the  said  Augustus  (3.  Larkin  was  rightfully  and 
lawfully  residing  in  the  said  Indian  Territory  at  the  date  of  said  depredations,  and 
for  four  years  previously  had  been  such  resident,  and  that  he  had  paid  his  tax  up  to 
and  including  the  year  1874  to  the  proper  officer  of  said  nation,  which  went  into  the 
treasury  of  the  nation. 

7.  I  find  that  the  headmen  of  the  Cherokee  Nation  were  repeatedly  called  upon  in 
reference  to  said  depredations,  as  well  by  the  f)roper  Indian  agent  as  by  the  claimant, 
and  they  were  urged  to  take  the  necessary  action  thereon  for  settlement  thereof;  and 
that  altnough  it  is  now  more  than  five  years  since  the  committing  of  said  depreda* 
tions,  they  have  refused  and  neglected,  and  still  neglect  and  refuse,  to  take  any  stepa 
in  the  matter,  notwithstanding  section  2156  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United 
States  requires  such  settlement  within  one  year  from  the  date  of  complaint. 

8.  I  find  that  the  value  of  the  stock  at  the  time  it  was  taken  was  the  sum  of  $4,375, 
which  added  to  the  amount  of  $500  previously  taken  from  said  claimant  make  together 
the  sum  of  $4,875. 

9.  As  a  conclusion  of  law,  I  find  that  the  said  Augustus  C.  Larkin  is  entitled  to  re- 
cover from  the  said  Cherokee  Nation,  in  consideration  of  the  foregoing  facts,  th«^  sum 
of  $4,875 ;  and  should  provision  be  made  therefor  by  Congress  as  conteuijilaffd  in 
section  2098,  Revised  Statutes,  the  amount  should  be  charged  to  any  fnnfl  in  th& 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  Haid  Cherokee  Nation. 

The  papers  in  this  case  are  herewith  transmitted. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

THOM'S  M.  NICHOL, 

Acting  CommivHiont r. 
The  Hon.  Skcrktary  of  the  Interior. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  t5,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  McDiLL,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompauy  biU  S.  419.] 

The  Committee  on  the  District  of  Cohnnhia^  tat  whom,  the  subject  was  re- 
ferred ^  submit  the  following  report: 

Congress,  by  act  approved  February  23,  1881,  authorized  the  con- 
struction of  a  bridge  across  the  Potomac  at  or  near  Georgetown.  The 
point  was  to  be  selected  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  bridge  to  be  a 
substantial  iron  and  masonry  bridge  with  approaches,  and  $140,000  was 
appropriated  therefor;  but  this  was  to  be  the  maximum  cost,  and  was 
to  include  the  cost  of  a  substantial  bridge  across  the  canal,  and  any  and 
all  approaches.  It  was  further  provided  that  a  draw  of  sufficient  width 
to  permit  the  free  passage  of  vessels  navigating  that  part  of  the  Potomac 
River  should  be  constructed  in  said  bridge,  unless  it  should  be  con- 
structed upon,  or  by  the  side  of,  or  np  the  river  from  the  present  aque- 
duct and  at  the  same  or  greater  elevation  above  the  water. 

The  Secretary  of  War  was  authorized,  in  his  discretion,  to  pu^hase 
the  aqueduct  bridge  now  crossing  the  Potomac  River  at  Georgetown, 
pro^ided  the  same  could  be  purchased  for  $85,000,  and  a  good  title  ac- 
quired, allowing  the- Alexandria  Canal  Company,  or  its  present  lessees, 
to  maintain  at  their  own  cost  a  canal-aqueduct  of  the  same  width  and 
depth  as  the  one  now  in  use,  and  to  attach  or  suspend  it  to  the  bridge, 
the  construction,  attachment,  and  maintenance  of  such  canal-ac|ueduct 
to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  but  w  ithout  cost  or  liability 
to  the  United  States  or  the  District  of  Columbia.  In  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  said  act,  the  Secretary  of  War,  determining  that  it  was  for 
the  public  interest  to  purchase  the  bridge  at  the  site  of  the  present 
aqueduct  bridge,  instituted  i)roce(*dings  to  procure  the  ne<;essary  rights, 
franchises,  and  privilegt^s.  The  parties  claiming  to  be  the  parties  in 
interest  refused  to  accept  the  terms  of  the  act.  The  fee  of  the  i)ioperty 
is  in  the  Alexandria  (Jr.nal  Company,  but  it  is  held  under  a  ninety-nine 
years'  lease  by  the  Alexandria  Canal,  Railroad,  and  Bridge  Company. 
The  lessees  showed  a  willingness  to  treat  for  a  relinquishment  of  their 
franchise,  but  the  lessors,  by  a  formal  resolution,  adopted  at  a  meeting 
of  the  stockliohlers  in  Alexandria,  May  1(5,  1881,  refused  to  "accept 
the  act  of  Congress.''  It  wius  then  determined  to  select  a  ncnv  site 
for  the  bridge,  and,  after  due  (.'onsideration,  one  was  selected  at 
a  point  known  as  the  Three  Sisters,  above  the  aqueduct  bridge. 
Si)ecilications  were  prepared  and  proposals  invited  for  building  said 
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bridge.  The  lowest  bid  received  was  for  the  exact  amount  appropri- 
ated, and  proposed  the  construction  of  a  bridge  insufficient  in  strength. 
The  Secretary  of  War  submits  a  detailed  estimate  for  a  substantial 
bridge  at  the  Three  Sisters,  showing  that  it  will  require  for  the  bridge 
proper,  approaches,  and  necessary  inspection  and  tests  of  workman  ad- 
ditional sum  of  $61,000;  for  what  is  known  as  a  ^nleck  bridge,"  and  for 
a  through  bridge,  which  is  considered  preferable,  an  additional  sum  of 
$19,000,  or  a  total  additional  sum  for  a  through  bridge  at  the  Three 
Sisters  of  $80,000.  In  1836  the  city  of  Alexandria  was  a  large  holder 
of  stock  in  the  Alexandria  Canal  Company,  and  on  the  27th  December, 
1836,  presented  a  memorial  to  Congress  complaining  of  injustice  done 
to  the  city  of  Alexandria  by  introducing  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio 
Canal  within  Georgetown  and  the  city  of  Washington,  when  it  should 
have  had  its  terminus  where  it  first  met  tide- water,  and  asked  Congress 
either  to  accept  a  transfer  of  its  stock  upon  certain  terms  and  condi- 
tions, or  upon  the  pledge  of  its  stock,  or  in  such  other  way  as  might 
seem  most  just  and  equitable,  to  advance  such  sum  as  would  enable  the 
completion  of  the  undertaking.  In  response  to  this  memorial  and  prayer, 
Congress,  by  act  of  March  3,  1837,  authorized  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  loan  $300,0(K)  to  the  canal  company  in  order  to  complete 
the  canal  to  Alexandria.  And  to  secure  the  payment  of  the  loaji  the 
corporate  authorities  of  the  town  of  Alexandria  were  required  to  deposit 
the  stock  held  by  them  in  the  Alexandria  Canal  Company  in  the  bands 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  with  proper  and  competent  instru- 
ments and  conveyances  in  law  to  vest  the  same  in  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  his  successors  in  office  for  and  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States,  to  be  held  in  trust  upon  the  same  terms  and  conditions  as  the 
stocks  held  in  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Canal  by  the  several  cities  of 
this  District,  were  required  to  be  held  in  and  by  virtue  of  the  act  ap- 
proved on  the  7th  day  of  June,  1836,  entitled  "An  a<5t  for  the  relief  of 
the  several  corporate  cities  of  the  District  of  Columbia." 

By  that  act,  viz,  the  "Act  for  the  relief  of  the  several  corporate  cities 
of  th^  District  of  Columbia,"  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  direct>ed 
to  assume  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  discharge  to  the  holders 
of  the  evidences  of  debt  contracted  and  entered  into  between  the  cities 
of  Washington,  Alexandria,  and  Georgetown  and  certain  individuals 
of  Holland,  the  entire  obligation  of  paying  said  debts  with  the  accni- 
ing  interest  thereon,  together  with  the  interest  due  and  unpaid,  accord- 
ing to  the  contract.  Before  doing  so,  however,  the  corporate  authorities 
of  the  cities  were  required  to  deposit  the  stock  of  the  Chesapeake  and 
Ohio  Canal  Company,  held  by  them  respectively,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  it  was  provided  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  might,  at  such  time  within  ten  years  as  might  be  most 
favorable  for  the  sale  of  such  stock,  dispose  thereof  at  public  sale  and 
reimburse  to  the  United  States  such  sums  as  may  have  been  paid  under 
the  provisions  of  the  act,  and  pay  over  any  surplus  to  the  cities. 

While  the  $300,000  was  advanced  by  the  United  States,  it  is  under- 
stood to  be  the  fact  that  the  de])osit  of  stock  was  never  made,  and  it 
is  certainly  a  question  worthy  of  consideration  whether  or  not  the 
lessors,  who  by  vote  refusetl  to  accept  the  proposition  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  pay  for  the  franchises,  rights,  and  privileges  enjoyed  by  them, 
do  not  in  fact  hold  property  which  belongs  to  the  United  States. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  it  seems  proper  to  proceed  by  condemnation  to 
take  possession  of  the  piers  and  aqueduct  bridge,  leaving  to  the  courts 
the  decision  as  to  whom  the  money  paid  by  way  of  condemnation 
belongs.    There  is  a  very  general  belief  that  the  courts  will  eventually 
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declare  the  United  States  to  be  a  very  large  holder  of  interest  in  the 
property  to  be  condemned.  The  corporation  of  Alexandria  has  3,500 
shares  of  the  stock  of  the  Alexandria  Canal  Company,  which  was  pledged 
to  the  United  States  for  a  loan  of  (300,000.  It  seems  quite  probable 
that  the  United  States  owns  more  than  a  majority  of  the  whole  of  the 
stock,  and  that  those  who  are  now  objecting  to  the  use  of  the  piers  are 
not  the  owners  of  a  single  share,  and  in  such  case  there  can  be  no  doubt 
as  to  the  right  and  power  of  the  United  States  to  take  and  use  the 
piers  for  the  pnriwres  specified  in  the  bill. 

It  is  not  believed  that  the  erection  of  a  bridge  at  the  point  known  as 
the  Three  Sisters  is  at  all  to  be  desired.  The  approaches  to  said 
bridge  on  the  Virginia  side  would  be  very  difficult  of  construction,  and 
it  would  require  a  very  large  sum  of  money  to  put  the  bridge  and  ap- 
proaches in  complete  order. 

By  the  expenditure  of  not  exceeding  $100,000,  the  United  States  can 
gain  possession  of  the  aqueduct  bridge,  and  with  the  $10,000  appro- 
priated for  repairs  in  the  act  of  February  23,  1881,  the  citizens  of 
Georgetown  and  of  Virginia  will  have  been  provided  with  a  free  bridge 
which  will  answer  all  present  purposes,  and  ]ocated  at  the  proper  site 
for  such  bridge. 

The  committer  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  Senate  bill  419, 
with  the  following  amendments: 

By  adding  after  the  words  "Secretary  of  War,"  in  line  42,  the  follow- 
ing words:  "Provided  that  the  Secretary  of  War  may,  if,  in  his  discre- 
tion, he  deems  such  course  advantageous  to  the  United  States,  cause  the 
condemnation  proceedings  to  be  stayed  after  the  valuation  is  determined, 
without  paying  in  the  amount  of  the  award ;  and  in  such  case  no  liability 
shall  attach  to  the  United  States  beyond  taxable  costs,  nor  in  any  event 
shall  there  be  paid  under  the  provisions  hereof  more  than  $100,000, 
which  sum,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  is  hereby  appro- 
priated." 

Also  by  adding  after  the  word  "assessment,"  in  line  46,  the  following : 
"And  the  preliminary  expenses  of  presenting  the  petition  and  of  adver- 
tising." 

Also  by  adding  after  the  words  "  United  States,"  in  line  47,  the  fol- 
lowing: "And  a  sufficient  sum  of  money  for  paying  the  same  is  hereby 
appropriated  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated." 


47th  Oongbess,  )  SENATE.  (  Bbpobt 

1st  Session.       f  \  No.  735. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  15,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BuTLBB,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  sub- 
mitted the  following : 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  947.  ] 

The  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbiaj  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill 
(8.  947)  to  declare  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  act  entitled  ^^An 
act  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  all  outstanding  claims  (^gainst  the 
District  of  Columbia^  dtc.j  approved  June  16, 1880,  have  had  the  same 
under  consideration,  and  subtnit  the  following  report : 

The  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  of  the  House,  have  con- 
sidered a  blU  having  in  view  the  same  objects  as  Senate  bill  947,  and 
submitted  a  favorable  report  upon  the  same  to  the  House.  The  fol- 
lowing is  the  report  of  the  House  committee: 

That  tbe  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  snbstitnt<e  herewith  submitted. 

The  biU  is  intended  to  remove  an  ambiguity  which  plainly  exists  in  section  nine  of 
the  act  entitled  *'An  act  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  all  outstanding  claims 
against  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  conferring  jurisdiction  on  the  Court  ot  Claims 
to  hear  the  same,  and  for  other  purposes/'  approved  June  16,  1860. 

This  section  authorizes  the  redemption  by  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  of 
all  the  out'Standing  board  of  audit  certificates,  with  the  interest  accrued  upon  »aid  certifi' 
cates,  in  what  are  Known  as  the  3.65  bonds  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  which  are 
authorized  by  section  seven  of  the  act  entitled  '^An  act  for  the  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes,''  approved  June  20,  1874. 

This  board  of  audit  consisted  of  the  First  and  Second  Comptrollers  of  the  Treasury, 
and  were  required  to  adjust  and  audit  all  the  outstanding  indebtedness  of  the  Dis- 
trict, as  enumerated  in  said  act,  and  to  issue  certificates  to  the  respective  creditors  of 
the  District.  These  certificates  bear  the  legal  rate  of  interest,  viz,  six  per  centum, 
as  adjudged  by  the  supreme  court  of  the  District  in  a  number  of  actions  brought  upon 
certain  of  said  certificates  by  the  lawful  holders  thereof.  (See  William  Ballantyne  v. 
District,  Law  No.  1719;  Dixon  &  King  v.  District,  &c.) 

The  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  does  not  question  the  correctness  of  these  decis- 
ions, nor  does  he  refuse  to  pay  that  rate  of  interest,  so  far  as  he  feels  authorized  by 
the  ninth  section  of  the  act  aforesaid  of  June  16,  1880.  Since  the  passage  of  this  act 
authorizing  the  delivery  of  3.65  bonds  at  par  for  these  certificates, with  accrued  inter- 
est, Con^press  has  authorized  the  Treasurer  to  sell  these  bonds,  and  to  redeem  in  money 
the  certificates,  whenever  for  the  interest  of  the  District  to  do  so;  in  other  words, 
when  he  can  realize  more  than  par  for  the  bonds,  as  has  been  the  case  for  a  year  past. 

The  ambiguity  in  the  section  is  found  in  the  last  line,  which  directs  the  Treasurer 
**  to  detach  tul  ooupone  from  $aid  bonds  up  to  the  date  of  such  certificates.^*  To  be  more 
comprehensive,  it  may  be  weU  to  state  that,  by  the  act  of  June  20, 1874,  the  bonds 
were  to  run  fifty  years,  all  dated  August  1,  1874,  and  interest  payable  semi-annnaUy. 
Under  this  clause  of  said  section,  the  coupons  must  be  detached  which  accrued  due 
between  that  date  of  the  bonds  and  the  date  of  the  certificates.  Of  course  the  infer- 
ence is  warranted  that  coupons  which  had  not  become  due  were  to  be  delivered  with  the 
bonds  to  the  holders  of  the  certificates,  and,  therefore,  by  the  letter  of  the  section, 
double  interest  would  be  paid  the  holders,  to  wit,  six  per  cent.,  the  accrued  interest, 
and  the  interest  coupons  upon  the  bonds.    This  could  not  have  been  the  intention  of 
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CongretM,  and  therefore  the  accounting  officerH  were  compelled  to  determine  what 
coiiroe  they  would  pursue.  They  have  takeu  the  responsibility  of  being  governed  by 
the  last  clause  of  said  section,  and  have  refustnl  to  redeem  tkeaocrued  intereBt^  as  plainly 
required  by  said  act.  The  committee  are  of  opinion  the  aniliignity  of  the  section 
should  be  removed,  and  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  substitute  herewith 
reported. 

As  good  and  sufficient  reasons  for  this  action,  they  beg  leave  to  say — 

First.  That  the  supreme  court  of  the  District  have  uniformly  given  judgment  for 
the  amounts  due,  with  interest  at  6  per  cent.,  whenever  suit  has  been  brought  upon 
any  of  the  certificates. 

Second.  That  Congress  has  uniformly  appropriated  money  to  pay  such  judgmeuus. 

Third.  That  it  is  right,  and  thi»  Congress  should  never  require  ang  other  inrentire  to 
action.  The  creditors  holding  these  certificates  furnished  supplies  and  performed 
labor  for  the  District.  They  were,  in  many  cases,  compelled  to  contract  debts.  To 
pay  these  debts  they  borrowed  money  at  high  rates  of  interest,  and  it  woold  be  only 
exact  justice  if  they  were  reimbursed  the  interest  they  have  been  compelled  to  pay  by 
reason  of  the  failure  of  the  District  to  comnly  with  its  obligations  to  tnem.  It  is  gross 
injustice  to  ask  them  to  take  less  than  the  legal  rate  of  interest. 

Fourth.  Tlie  writer  of  this  report  was  a  member  of  the  committee  of  conference 
which  engrafted  this  section  upon  the  act  of  June  16,  1880,  and  he  knoi^  s  that  it  was 
the  fixed  purpose  of  that  committee  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  legal  interest  upon 
said  certincates  to  the  date  of  conversion.  How  the  ambignity  crept  in  he  is  not  able 
so  state,  but  it  may  have  been  that,  in  transcribing  from  the  minutes  of  the  committee 
to  the  report,  the  word  ''certificates''  was  used  instead  of  the  word  "conversion," 
and  in  the  hurry  and  bustle  of  the  last  days  of  the  session  it  was  not  noticed. 

That  committee  was  composed  of  persons  too  well  versed  in  law  to  l>e  guilty  of  the 
absurdity  of  asking  the  creditors  of  the  District  to  take  a  less  amount  for  their  claims 
than  the  courts  would  award  them,  and  too  strongly  impressed  with  a  sense  of  justice 
to  require  them  to  take  less  than  was  absolutely  right.  The  District  nor  is  the  govern- 
ment a  panper,  that  it  cannot  afibrd  to  pay  its  creditors  all  they  have  the  legal  right 
to  demand. 

Your  committee  adopt  this  report,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
accompanying  bill  as  a  substitute  for  the  Senate  bill  947. 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  f  Bbpobt 

Ut  Session.       (  ^  No.  730. 
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JUNB  19,  18R2. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slateb,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1680.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  [8. 1680)  grant- 
ing  a  pension  to  Ann  Leddy^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and 
report: 

That  Ann  Leddy  is  the  widow  of  Thomas  Leddy,  who  wa-s  captain  of 
Company  B,  Sixty-ninth  Begiment  New  York  Volunteers. 

The  soldier  was  wounded  in  left  arm  at  Fredericksburg,  Ya.,  Decem- 
ber 13,  1862;  also  was  wounded  at  Malvern  Hill  June  1,  1862,  in  right 
and  left  breast.  The  physician  who  attended  him  in  his  last  sickness 
certifies: 

That  he  has  been  the  family  physician  of  the  soldier  since  1666,  and  treated  him 
daring  his  last  illness  and  at  the  time  of  his  death;  that  he  was  wounded  in  the  left 
arm  and  over  the  heart.  He  always  complained  of  the  wound  in  the  arm,  which  made, 
him  quite  nervous;  also  the  wound  over  the  heart  caused  him  much  uneasiness.  He 
died  at  Fernandina,  Fla.,  October  13, 1873,  the  immediate  cause  ef  his  death  beine 
disease  of  the  heart  and  lungs,  which  caused  nervousness  and  weakness  and  general . 
debility. 

No  other  evidence  was  presented  to  the  Pension  Office.  And  the 
widow's  claim  was  rejected  on  the  ground  that  the  evidence  did  not 
show  the  cause  of  death  had  its  origin  in  the  service.  Additional  evi- 
dence was  filed  with  the  committee  by  affidavit  of  James  A.  Beed,  who 
says  that  he  is  by  profession  a  ^^  doctor  of  medicine  in  the  city  of  New 
York,''  having  "  graduated  as  such  at  University  of  New  York  in  1848, 
and  has  since  been  actually  engaged  in  his  profession." 

That  in  1862  he  was  the  assistant  and  acting  surgeon  in  the  Sixty-ninth  Regiment 
state  Volunteers  of  New  York,  and  was  in  saidservice  at  the  battle  of  Fredericksburg^ 
Va.,  in  the  month  of  December  of  that  year,  when  said  battle  occurred ;  that  he  was 
acquainted  with  Thomas  Leddy,  a  captain  in  said  regiment,  and  who  participated  in 
said  battle ;  that  said  Leddy  was  then  and  there  wounded  by  a  gunsnot  in  his  left 
arm,  and  also  in  the  breast  by  a  fragment  of  a  shell ;  that  deponent  then  and  there 
attended  said  Leddy  in  his  professional  capacity ;  that  the  wound  in  the  arm  pro- 
duced partial  paralysis,  which  continued  to  the  time  of  his  death  in  Florida  about 
eight  years  since;  that  this  difficulty,  together  with  the  ^youud  in  the  breast,  which 
caused  continuous  spitting  of  bIoo<l,  was  the  cause  of  Captain  Leddy*s  death,  as  de- 
ponent verily  believes. 

Dr.  B<*e<l  was  the  medical  attendant  of  Leddy  for  several  years  after 
he  left  the  Army,  during  which  time  Lexldy  was  an  inmate  of  St.  Vin- 
cent's Hospital,  New  York  City,  in  which  he  was  a  patient  under  treat- 
ment for  his  wounds  and  the  disabilities  incident  to  them. 

From  these  additional  facts  your  committee  are  clearly  of  the  opin- 
ion that  the  cause  of  Leddy's  death  did  have  its  origin  in  the  service, 
k         and  therefore  they  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Kepobt 
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Junk  19,  1882.~Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  YooBHKES,  from  the  Committee  on  tbe  Library,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

The  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library^  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
of  John  A,  Qrahamj  praying  for  compensation  for  two  yeartf  service 
rendered  as  disbursing  agent  of  the  Library  of  Congress  in  1875  and 
1876,  submit  the  following  report: 

That  the  services  were  rendered  in  fhll,  as  claimed,  appears  from  the 
letter  of  the  Librarian  of  Congress ;  also,  that  no  compensation  for  the 
years  to  which  the  claim  relates,  nor  any  part  of  them,  has  been  made 
to  Mr.  Graham,  nor  to  any  otiier  person.  The  bar  to  the  payment  here- 
tofore has  been  the  provision  of  law  which  prohibits  the  payment  of  two 
salaries  to  the  same  person ;  but  it  is  shown  that  Mr.  Graham  performed 
the  service  of  keeping  the  accounts  connected  with  the  Library  disburse- 
ments at  times  not  interfering  with  his  official  duties.  The  committee 
are  of  the  opinion  that  the  memorialist  is  equitably  entitled  to  compen- 
sation, at  the  same  rate  received  by  him  previously  to  1875,  namely, 
<$400  per  annum.  They  rei>ort  an  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill  to 
<M>ver  that  amount. 


Hon.  John  Sherman,  United  States  Senate, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library: 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  make  application  for  payment  of  salary  for  two  years  as 
disbursing  a^ent  of  your  committoe  for  the  fiscal  years  1875  and  1876. 

I  was  for  hfteen  years  Assistant  Register  and  chief  clerk  of  the  Register's  OfAce, 
and  went  out  of  ofnce  by  my  voluntary  resignation  in  1876. 

During  all  these  years  I  never  lost  any  time  except  eighteen  days,  and  these  eight- 
een days  were  lost  by  reason  of  sickness;  I  never  took  a  day's  leave  of  absence.  I 
'^as  appointed  by  the  Joint  Committee  upon  the  Library  the  agent  of  the  committee 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  accounts  drawn  by  the  committee  upon  me ;  and  in  that 
capacity  acted  some  eight  or  ten  years.  During  all  that  time  I  never  lost  a  day  from 
the  discharge  of  these  duties  as  disbursing  agent,  which  were  done  at  times  never 
interfering  with  my  other  official  duties. 

I  disbursed,  as  such  af^ent,  over  half  a  million  dollars  without  a  loss  of  a  cent. 
For  this  service  I  was  paid  $400  per  annum  for  aU  my  time  save  the  two  years  from 
July  1,  1874,  to  June  30,  1876,  preceding  my  resignation. 

I  respectfully  refer  to  the  letter  of  A.  R.  Spofford,  Librarian^  and  indorsement  of 
R.  W.  Tayler,  First  Comptroller,  showing  the  justice  of  this  my  claim  for  the  services 
before  mentioned,  and  earnestly  ask  that  this  claim  for  |800,  due  by  contract  and 
virtue  of  services  rendered,  may  be  put  into  the  proper  appropriation  bill,  that  the 
aame  may  be  discharged  and  paid. 

I  am,  most  respectfnllv,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  A.  GRAHAM. 

February  18,  1882. 


2  JOHN  A.   6RAUAM. 

Washington,  January  22, 1878. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  pursuance  of  your  request,  I  herewith  take  pleasure  in  certifying 
that  your  discharge  of  the  duties  of  dishursing  agent  of  the  Library  of  Congress,  con- 
tinued now  through  many  years,  has  always  been  prompt,  accurate,  and  satisfactory, 
the  disbursements  never  having  been  delated  from  anv  cause.  As  to  the  last  two 
years  of  unsettled  salary  due  yon  as  disbursing  agent,  before  your  resignation  as  Assist- 
ant Register  of  the  Treasury,  I  can  only  say  that  the  service  was  performed  by  you 
throughout  both  years;  that  the  compensation  is  Justly  your  due,  no  one  else  having 
received  the  same,  nor  any  part  thereof;  and,  as  you  were  appointed  agent  by  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Library,  it  is  equitable  that  you  should  be  paid. 
Very  respectfullv, 

A.  R.  SPOFFORD. 

Librarian  of  Congress. 
Col.  J.  A.  Graham, 

Disbursing  Agent. 

Mr.  Graham  discharged  the  duties  of  disbursing  officer  of  the  Librair  faithfully 
and  promptly,  and  I  do  not  know  of  any  reason  why  he  should  not  be  paid  for  the  serv- 
ices agreeably  to  the  practice  of  Congress  previously  adopted,  or  that  may  appear 
just. 

R.  W.  TAYLER, 

ComptrollT. 
January  22, 1878. 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

Ut  Session.       ]  )  No.  738. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JiJXE  "20,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Groome,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4914.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  4914) 
granting  a  pension  to  Emeline  Pink,  have  fully  considered  the  same,  and 
recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass.  They  adopt  as  their  own  the  report 
of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Itepresentatives  on  Invalid  Pensions 
(No.  1053),  which  fully  and  correctly  sets  out  the  case: 

The  claimant,  Emeline  Pink,  is  the  widow  of  Charles  Pink,  late  corporal  of  Com- 
pany B,  Sixtli  New  York  Heavy  Artillery.  The  deceased  soldier  was  appointed  cor- 
poral September  15,  18(j'2.  He  was  wonnded  at  the  battle  of  Spottsylvauia,  Virginia, 
May  19,  1864,  and  was  mnstered  ont  July  3,  18<>5.  He  was  tnen  transferred  to  the 
Veteran  Reserve  Corps  for  gunshot  wound  in  the  back,  the  ball  entering  the  right 
hip,  passing  inward  and  backward,  and  emerging  through  the  upper  part  of  the  cor- 
responding  nates.  In  May,  1864,  after  fatiguing  marches  and  heavy  datios  for  sev- 
eral days,  and  being  exposed  to  the  sun,  the  deceased  was  overcome  with  heat,  and 
hie  brain  became  affected.  He  was  also  afflicted  with  noises  in  the  head,  pressure 
upon  the  brain,  and  deafness;  acted  in  an  abstracted  manner  and  showed  symptoms 
of  sunstroke.  No  improvement  appeared  in  his  case,  and  he  died  about  July  12, 1866. 
His  death  wa^i  occasioned  immediately  by  being  upon  the  track  of  the  Harlem  Rail- 
road, and  being  struck  and  killed  by  a  locomotive.  At  the  inquest  the  jury  stated  as 
foUows : 

"The  jury  further  believe  that  the  said  Cliarles  Pink  was  at  the  time  of  the  acci- 
dent laboriiig  under  some  derangement  of  mind.'' 

TTie  deceased  soldier  was  in  good  health  and  strength  \\\lv.\\  he  eutere<l  the  service. 
His  habits  were  good,  and  no  indication  exists  that  the  accident  occurred  by  reason 
«>f  intoxication. 

The  deceased  never  made  application  for  a  pension,  and  no  application  has  been 
j>r«Meuted  to  Congress  in  behalf  of  his  widow  previous  to  this  one. 

It  is  apparent  that  the  accidental  death  of  the  deceased  was  the  result  of  derange- 
inent  of  the  mind,  arising  from  the  effect  of  the  sunstroke  before  mentioned,  andwa* 
the  direct  effect  of  the  injury  received  by  the  soldier  while  in  the  line  of  his  duty. 

This  committee  are,  therefore,  of  opinion  that  the  widow  should  be  granted  a  pen- 
sion, and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


*7th  Congress,  i  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

1st  Session.      j  \  No.  739. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


1 

June  20,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  snbmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1277.] 

Tke  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 1277)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  William  Heine^  have  hofil  the  same  under 
oonsidei^ationy  and  report: 

That  William  Heine  was  captain  of  Company  I,  Pirst  Maryland 
Yolunteers;  was  mustered  into  the  service  December  9, 1861,  and  dis- 
charged December  7, 1862,  upon  his  own  resignation,  which  was  tend- 
ered for  private  reasons.  Afterwards  Captain  Heine  was  again  mus- 
tered into  the  service  as  colonel  of  the  One  hundred  and  third  New 
York  Volunteers,  May  15, 1863,  for  three  years,  which  term  he  served 
out.  He  filed  declaration  for  pension  December  4,  1878,  which  was 
granted  at  the  rate  of  $10  per  month,  commencing  December  8, 1862, 
to  June  6, 1866,  and  from  the  latter  date  $20  per  month,  deducting  from 
May  15, 1863,  to  March  17, 1865,  inclusive.  The  bill  proposes  to  give 
him  an  increase  to  $50  per  month  from  June  6, 1866. 

This  case,  as  developed  by  the  evidence  filed,  is  very  peculiar,  and 
presents  some  very  curious  if  not  anomalous  points. 

Captain  Heine  claims  that  he  was  disabled  by  the  enemy's  cavalry 
on  the  30th  of  June,  1862,  at  Chickahominy  Swamp,  while  carrying  a 
highly  confidential  dispatch  from  Major-General  Dix  to  General  George 
B.  McClellan,  in  the  attempt  to  do  which  he  was  ridden  down  by  the 
First  Virginia  Cavalry,  two  of  his  escort  killed,  and  himself  taken  pris- 
oner ;  that  the  injury  received  by  the  horses'  hoofs,  anxiety  for  the 
safety  of  his  dispatches,  which  he  finally  ate  up,  threw  him  into  a  dan- 
gerous nervous  excitement,  which,  on  account  of  the  lack  of  medical 
care  in  Libby  Prison,  increased.  The  war  records  show  that  he  was 
sent  on  detached  duty,  with  an  escort  of  one  non-commissione<l  officer 
and  six  men,  to  carry  dispatches  to  General  McClellan.  This  escort 
started  June  28, 1862,  and  was  captured  June  30.  He  was  exchanged 
August  19,  and  on  tbe  23d  of  that  month  is  reported  in  the  post  hospital 
at  Fort  Monroe,  **  sufl^ering  from  the  eifects  of  internal  injuries  received 
on  the  battle-field  of  30th  of  June  last,  and  from  the  effects  of  confine- 
ment in  the  vitiated  air  of  Eichmond  prisons."  Heine  resigned  Decem- 
ber 7  for  private  reasons,  which  he  now  says  was  that  paralysis  had  so 
affected  his  right  arm  and  shoulder  that  he  was  unable  to  use  a  sword, 
but,  as  already  stated,  re-enlisted,  and  was  mustered  into  the  service 
again,  as  colonel  of  the  One  hundred  and  third  New  York  Volunteers, 
May  15, 1863,  for  three  years. 


2  WILLIAM   HEINE. 

Captain  Heine  was  examined  December  12,  1878,  by  a  board  of  sur- 
geons of  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C,  and  again  Januarj'  27, 1879,  by 
a  board  composed  of  entirely  difterent  surgeons.    The  first  report  says: 

An  examination  of  the  shoulder  and  arm  shows  no  change  from  the  normal  condi- 
tion, one  shoulder  being  as  perfect  as  the  other;  the  arms  are  the  same  size  and  len^^h. 
If  the  arm  was  ever  dislocated  the  reduction  was  perfect.    He  flinches  on  pressure  over 
the  middle  dorsal  verteline,  and  says  it  pains  him.     His  shoulders  and  back  are  com- 
pletely covered  with  old  scars,  where  wet  cups  had  been  applied  at  some  time;  that 
the  man  suftered  when  the  cups  were  applied  is  certain,  but  whether  such  pain  was 
the  result  of  an  injury  received  in  the  service  we  caunot  say.    He  is  a  fine  specimen 
of  humanity,  and  it  is  hard  to  believe  that  he  .suffers  in  any  way,  yet  he  may;  there 
are  no  objective  signs.    The  truth  is,  that  an  examination  in  the  case  develops  noth- 
ing tangible,  but  if  he  was  injured  as  claimed  and  if  he  can  show  continuous  treatment 
then  we  think  it  may  be  accepted  that  he  suffers  as  claimed.    He  seems  truthful  and 
gives  a  straightforward  story.    The  paralysis  which  he  claims  does  not  exist,  but  if 
he  proves  that  the  neuralgia  and  pain  in  spine  exist  to  the  extent  claimed  he  should 
be  rated  at  one-half. 

The  second  report  is  as  follows: 

He  claims  that  he  suffers  from  an  injury  to  right  shoulder  and  to  left  leg,  and  also 
disease  of  the  nervous  system,  and  says  motions  of  right  shoulder  are  impaired,  with 
loss  of  power  in  the  riffht  arm  and  left  leg.  ' 

There  seems  to  he  slight  tenderness  on  pressure  over  s^)inon8  process  of  four  upper 
dorsal  vertebr»  with  numerous  cicatrices  from  cups  in  this  region,  but  he  is  strong  and 
very  muscular,  abundantly  nourished,  with  in*eat  development  of  adipose  tissue ;  no  evi- 
dence of  any  organic  lesion ;  motions  of  none  of  the  articulations  interfered  with,  and  we 
are  unable'to  discover  any  evidence  whatever  of  disability  from  the  causes  allied. 
Has  a  small  inguinal  hernia  on  the  left  side  retained  by  truss.     One-half. 

The  first  medical  reviewer  to  whom  this  case  was  sent  in  the  Peusiou 
Office  indorses  upon  the  papers  the  following: 

A  very  carefhl  review  of  this  case  makes  it  clear  to  my  mind  that  the  claimant  is 
not  now  suffering  from  anjf  degi'ee  of  disability  arising  from  the  iijjary  to  the  shoulder 
claimed,  or  any  result  of  it.    {li^ected,) 

The  case  then  went  to  a  medical  referee,  who  reports  as  follows: 

In  admitting  this  claim  all  doubt  is  given  the  claimant.  That  he  was  disabled 
during  the  x»enod  covered  by  the  affidavits  of  Drs.  Meyer,  Wolf,  and  Erdemaun  there 
can  be  no  doubt,  and  that  that  disability  was  caused' by  conj^tion  (by  pressure)  of 
the  spinal  meninges  or  medulla  is  indicated  by  the  number  of  cicatrices  over  the  spinal 
column.  It  is  true  there  is  confused  diagnosis.  Dr.  Meyer  says:  ^^Successfully  treated 
•  **  •  for  a  paralysis  of  right  ui)per  arm."  Dr.  Wolf  says:  ***  *  •  for  paralysis  pro- 
gressiva, particularly  appearing  with  weakness  of  the  under  extremities."  Dr.  Erde- 
mann  says:  "  *  *  *  for  paralytical  aff'ections  in  the  legs,  and  fainting  periods." 

The  claimant — whom!  well  recollect — when  before  the  office  boara  did  not  claim 
any  affection  of  the  legs,  but  limited  his  disabiliity  to  pain,  &c.,  in  right  arm  and  about 
the  shoulder. 

The  city  board  January  29,  1879,  failed  to  find  any  evidence  of  disability. 

The  truth  is  that  in  the  class  of  cases  of  which  this  is  representative,  it  is  impoatible 
to  make  a  diagnosis,  and  therefore  to  determine  the  existence  or  not  (positively)  of  a 
disability,  excepting  upon  the  statements  of  the  subject. 

Whether  pain  is  suffered  or  not  up  to  a  certain  point,  must  depend  upon  the  state- 
ments of  the  subject.  It  is  only  when  it  is  claimed  to  exist  in  a  severe  deeree  and 
cantinuonaly  that  the  phytiqve  wtU  afford  evidence  of  its  ezistenoe.  Conttuuona^ 
even  whan  not  very  severe— pain  of  necessity  interterea  with  the  functions  of  all  the 
organs,  and  must  be  foUowea  in  time  by  lesion  of  substance  and  lass  of  weight.  So, 
too,  pains  of  a  limb  cannot  be  determined  excepting  by  the  statements  of  the  snbject, 
for  he  only  oan  state  whether  there  is  lack  of  usual  sensation  and  of  normal  motive 
power. 

X  man  may  be  utterly  paralyzed  in  legs  or  arms  and  yet  present  to  the  looker  on  no 
sign  at  all  of  ill  health,  because  the  processes  of  primary  and  secondary  digestion  are 
not  in  the  least  interfered  with.  It  is  therefore  wholly  possible  that  this  claimant 
shall  ffiffer  want  of  power  in  his  arm  and  leg  as  he  claims,  and  yet  present  the  phy- 
sique he  does  of  almost  abnorval,  if  not  of  whoUy  abnormal,  obesity. 

Upon  this  report  Heine  was  entered  upon  the  pension-tolls^  rated  as 
before  stated. 


WILLIAM   HEINE.  6 

One  of  the  singular  circamstances  ia  the  prosecution  of  this  case  is 
that  the  attorney  who  prepared  or  presented  his  application,  E.  A. 
Colby,  of  the  l^ational  Home  near  Fortress  Monroe,  Ya.,  in  less  than 
two  months  after  withdrew  from  the  case,  stating  among  other  things, 
the  following  reasons  therefor : 

Ist.  Sftid  Heine  alleges  as  his  disability,  paralysis  of  the  right  side  and  arm,  the 
sequence  of  complicated  dislocation  of  the  right^  shoulder.  A  careful  obseiration  of 
the  man  and  his  muscular  movements  during  the  period  of  his  being  a  beneficiary  of 
this  home  satisfies  me  that  his  declaration  is  false,  and  coupled  with  this  fact  that  he 
will  balance  250  pounds  avoirdupois,  that  he  is  a  hiffh  liver  and  predisposed  to  corpu- 
lency, and  I  am  well  satisfied  that  he  is  in  no  respect  a  sufferer  m>m  paralysis,  local  or 
general. 

From  a  careful  review  of  the  evidence  and  history  of  this  case,  your 
committee  are  of  opinion  that  this  man  is  now  drawing  all  the  pension 
his  disabilities  deserve,  if  not  more  than  he  deserves,  and  therefore  your 
committee  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  pass. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ist  Sessian,       i  \  No.  740. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  20,  18^2. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  CocKRELL,  fronrtlie  Committee  on  Mtlitary  Affairs,  submittel  tl  e 

following 

REPOKT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  5577.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  H,  R, 
5377,  have  duly  considered  the  same^  and  nnhmit  the folloxcing  report: 

Your  committee  referred  the  bill  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  re- 
ceived from  him  the  followiu{»-  communications,  letters  from  Secretary 
of  War  and  from  Chief  of  Ordnance,  and  list  of  trophies,  and  where 

stored,  to  wit : 

War  Department, 
Waehinfjton  City^  June    1(5,  lb8*2. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  ot  the  30th  ultimo, 
inclosing  bill  H.  R.  5377,  and  asking  for  the  views  of  this  department  ui)on  the  pro- 
priety of  surrendering  or  donating  to  the  Saratoga  Monument  Association,  as  therein 
provided  for,  certain  cannon  captured  from  General  Burgoyne  at  Saratoga,  now  on 
nand  at  the  Watervliet  Arsenal. 

In  reply,  I  beg  to  transmit  herewith  a  report  from  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  on  the 
subject  dated  the  10th  instant,  and  the  accompanying  list  of  the  trophies  of  the  bat- 
tle of  Saratoga  in  his  charge,  showing  their  condition  and  the  places  where  stored, 
which  was  also  requested  by  you. 

The  War  Department  has  no  information  whatever  concerning  the  Saratoga  Monu- 
ment Association.     The  cannon  referred  to  are  now  stored  at  the  Allegany,  Frankford, 
Rock  Island,  and  Watervliet  Arsenals,  and  the  United  States  Military  AcaJemy,  and 
they  are  undoubtedly  safe  in  the  custody  of  the  United  States. 
Verv  respectfnllv,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  oj  M  ar. 
Hon.  F.   M.  CoCKRELL, 

United  States  Senate. 


Ori>nance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  June  10,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  letter  of  the  Hon.  F.  M.  Cockrell,  United 
States  Senator,  of  30th  ultimo,  transmitting  the  bill  (H.  R.  5377)  authorizing  certain 
cannon  to  be  delivered  to  the  Saratoga  Monument  Association,  and  to  inclose  here- 
nvith  {|.8tatement  giving  the  number  and  description  of  the  trophies  of  the  battle  of 
Saratos:a,  now  on  nand  in  the  United  States. 

Very  respectfully,  vour  obedient  servant, 

8.  V.  BENfiT, 
Brigadier-General  J  Chief  of  Ordnaiioe, 
The  Hon.  Secretary  of  War. 


2  DONATION    OF   CANNON. 

Trophies  of  the  hilile  of  Sarato^faj  nov  on  hand  in  the,  CniU*d  Siate*. 

ALLE<JUEN'Y   ARSENAL. 

One  24-pounder  bronze  boat- howitzer,  inscribed,  "Surrendered  by  the  Convention 
of  Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777";  on  breech,  *'"2:  3:  17":  condition  good,  except  the  vent, 
which  is  enlarged — chambered. 

One  :<-ponuder  bronze  gnn/2.9  inches  bore,  inscribed,  '*  Surrendered  by  the  Conven- 
tion of  Saratoga,  Oct,  17. 1777  ";  on  breech  **  I  >  :^  >  17":  on  base  ring,  •♦  Verbrug- 
gen  Fecerunt  1775";  condition,  vent  enlarged,  axis  of  bore  curved  one  inch  to  the 
left,  bore  worn. 

FRAJfKFORD   ARSENAL. 

One  *i4-ponnder  bronze  howitzer,  bearing  the  following  marks:  Ends  of  trunnicmA, 
right,  **No. '2";  left,  •*^4(>";  near  muzzle,  a  floral  device;  onthecha.se  '^Surrendered  by 
the  Convention  of  Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777'':  near  the  trunnions,  a  ducal  crown  and 
letter  M  ;  on  the  breech,  a  regal  crown  and  monogram  of  George  II;  cascable,  "16 
<3>  If)";  band  of  caseable,  **Ar  Schalch  fecit,  174':'."  }Jore,r).81  inches;  diameter, 
60"  long.     Vent,  spiked. 

ROCK   ISLAND   ARSEN'AL. 

One  bronze  gun,  3.75  inches  diameter  of  bore,  with  swell  muzzle,  astragal  and  fill- 
ets. On  the  chase  is  engraved :  **  Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of  Saratoga,  Oct. 
17,  1777."  Over  the  trunnions  is  the  letter  L,  surrounded  by  a  ribbon  with  buckle 
on  which  is  an  effaced  inscrij»tion,  not  now  readable.  On  the  reinforce  is  the  British 
crown  and  the  monogram  *Gii.  On  the  base  ring  is  engraved  *'  W.  Bowen  fec\t,  1775," 
and  on  face  breech  *'4-3-lH."  On  one  of  the  trunnions  is  cut  **No.  40."  The  gun  is 
otherwise  well  preserved. 

WATER VLIET  ARSENAL. 

One  24-pounder  howitzer,  caliber  5.G8;  length  of  bore  5  feet  2  inches.  Marks  on 
chase:  "Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of  Saratoga,  October  17,1777."  Marks  on 
breech :  "  A.  Schalch  fecit,  174^."  Marks  on  trunnions :  No.  5,  *255.  Embellished  with 
crown  and  monogram  **GR.'' 

One  l*^-pounder  gun,  caliber  4.62 ;  length  of  bore  6  feet  1  inch.  Marks  on  chase : 
"Surrendered  by  tbe  Convention  of  Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."  "Tria  juncta  uuo." 
Marks  on  breech  :  "Honi  soit  qui  mal  y  i>ense."  "  Dieu  et  mon  droit."  "  W.  Bowen 
fecit,  1760."  Marks  on  trunnions:  "No.  29."  Embellished  with  crown,  rampant  lion, 
and  British  arms.     Dragon  handles. 

One  12-pounder  gun,  caliber  4.62;  length  of  bore  6  feet  1  inch.  Marks  on  chase: 
"Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of  Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."  "Tria  ^uncta  in 
uno."  "  A  Rege  Victoria."  "Tria  .juncta  uno."  Marks  on  breech:  **  Honi  aoit  qni 
mal  y  pense."  '*  Dieu  et  mon  droit."  "  \V.  Bowen  fecit,  1760."  Marks  on  trunnions : 
"  No.  iih."    Embellished  with  crown,  rampant  lion,  and  British  arms.    Dragon  handles. 

One  12-pounder  gun,  caliber  4.62;  length  of  bore  6  feet  1  inch.  Marks  on  cha«e : 
"Aut  nunnnam  tentes  aut  pertice."  "The  Right  Hon'l  Lord  George  Sackville,  Lt. 
Gen'l  and  the  rest  of  the  principal  officers  of  His  Majesty's  Ordnance."  "  Surrendered 
by  the  Convention  of  Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."  Marks  on  breech :  "  Honi  soit  qni  mal 
y  pense."  "Dieu  et  mon  droit.'-  "  W.  Bowen  fecit,  1759."  Marks  on  trunnions:  "  No. 
14."    Embellished  with  crown  and  British  arms.    Dragon  handles. 

One  l2-pouDder  gun,  caliber  4.62;  length  of  bore  6  feet  1  ineh.  Marks  on  chase: 
"Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of  Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."  "Tria  jnncta  in  uno." 
"A  Rege  Victoria."  "Tria  juncta  nno."  Marks  on  breech:  "Honi  soit  qui  mal  y 
pense."  "Dieu  et  mon  droit."  "  W.  Bowen  fecit,  1760."  Marks  on  trunnions :" No. 
38."    Embellished  with  crown,  rampant  lion,  and  British  arms.     Dragon  handles. 

One  t^-inch  howitzer,  length  of  bore  2  feet  10  inches.  Marks  on  chase:  "Honi  soit 
qui  mal  v  pense."  "Dieu  et  mon  droit."  Marks  on  breech:  "Surrendered  bv  the 
Convention  of  Saratoga,  Oct.  17.  1777."  "Dieu  defend  le  droit."  "VV.  Bowen  fecit, 
175S."    Marks  on  trunnions:  "No.  5."    Dragon  handles. 

One  8-inch  mortar.  Marks  on  chase :  "  Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of  Saratoga, 
Oct.  17,  1777."  Marks  on  breech:  "W.  Bowen  fecit,  1758."  Marks  on  trunnions: 
**4-l-'J5."    Embellished  with  crown  and  monogram  "GR." 

One  24-pounder  Calhorn  mortar,  caliber  5.68.  Marks  on  chase :  "Surrendered  by  the 
Convention  of  Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."  Embellished  "with  crown  and  monogram 
"GR." 

MILITARY  ACADEMY. 

One  bronze  mortar,  caliber  4.75.  Inscription:  "  Sni rendered  by  the  Convention  of 
Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."     Crown  G^R.     Weight  0-3-4. 

One  3  pounder  bronze  gun.  Inscription  :  "  Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of  Sara- 
toga, Oct.  17,  1777."     "J.  and  P.  Verbruggen  fecenint  A.  1775."    Bioad  arrow. 


DONATION    OF    CANNON.  3 

One  broDze  mortar,  caliber  4". 75.  Inscription  :  "Sarremlered  by  th  5  Convention  of 
Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  177/.''    Crown  G^R.     Weight,  0-226. 

One  bronze  mortar,  caliber  4". 75.  Inscription :  "  Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of 
Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777.''    Crown  G'R. 

One  bronze  mortar,  caliber  4''.75.  Inscription :  "  Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of 
Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."    Crown  G^R. 

One  bronze  mortar,  caliber  4". 75.  Inscription :  "Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of 
Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."    Crown  G^R. 

Two  bronze  mortars,  caliber  5" .5.  Inscription:  "Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of 
Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."    Crown  G^R. 

Two  bronze  mortars,  caliber  5". 5.  Inscription:  "Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of 
Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."    Crown  GR. 

One  bronze  howitzer,  caliber  6",  Inscription:  "Surrendered  by  the  Convention  of 
Saratoga,  Oct.  17,  1777."  "Hqui  soit  qui  mal  y  pense.  Le  Dieu  et  mon  droit.  Honi 
soit  qui  mal  y  pense.     Dieu  defend  le  droit.     W.  Bo  wen  fecit,  1758."    Handled. 
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let  Session,       f  ( No.  741. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  20,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Habrison,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1800.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  AffairSy  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (8. 1800) 
for  the  relief  of  Mary  A,  Lee^  respectfully  report  as  follows : 

Mrs.  Mary  A.  Lee  is  the  widowed  mother  and  sole  heir  at  law  of  Wal- 
ter J.  Lee,  deceased,  late  a  second  lieutenant  in  the  Twenty-eighth  Beg- 
iment  of  Michigan  Volunteers ;  that  Lieutenant  Lee  was  promoted  from 
the  ranks  to  be  a  second  lieutenant  in  this  regiment,  was  duly  commis- 
sioned, and  entered  upon  duty  as  such  on  the  22d  day  of  September, 
1864,  and  so  continued  till  the  2d  day  of  March,  1865,  when  he  was 
placed  in  arrest  for  alleged  disobedience  of  orders;  that  he  was  tried  by 
court-martial  on  the  3d  day  of  April,  1865,  found  guilty,  and  sentenced 
to  be  cashiered  and  to  forfeit  all  pay  and  allowances  due  and  to  become 
due  him ;  that  said  sentence  was  approved  in  a  general  order  from  head- 
quarters Department  of  North  Carolina,  bearing  date  July  14, 1865. 

On  the  10th  day  of  August  following.  General  Euger,  commanding 
the  Department  of  North  Garoliua,  who  had  approved  the  sentence  of 
the  court-martial,  attempted  by  a  department  order  to  remit  so  much  of 
the  sentence  as  related  to  the  forfeiture  of  pay  and  allowances.  This 
was  done  upon  the  written  request  of  the  colonel  of  the  regiment  who 
had  directed  the  charges  to  be  filed.  The  accounting  officers  of  the 
Treasury,  and  also  the  Judge- Advocate-General  of  the  Army,  very  cor- 
rectly decided  that  the  order  of  General  Ruger  was  a  nullity. 

The  charge  against  Lieutenant  Lee  was  disobedience  of  orders  in  re- 
fusing to  report  to  Company  E  of  his  regiment  for  duty  with  that  com- 
pany, which  then  had  but  one  officer  present,  and  also  a  breach  of  his 
arrest  in  leaving  the  company  quarters  while  in  arrest.  It  seems  that 
he  had  an  erroneous  notion  that  under  the  regulations  he  could  not  be 
separated  from  his  own  company  (D)  and  required  to  serve  in  another. 
The  breach  of  arrest  appears  to  have  been  rather  technical. 

It  seems  that  he  had  never  received  any  pay  from  the  term  of  his  pro- 
motion and  muster  as  second  lieutenant,  September  22, 1864,  and  so  his 
entire  pay  for  nearly  a  year  of  good  service  has  been  forfeited.  We 
think  his  refusal  to  obey  was  the  result  of  a  mistake  as  to  his  duty. 
He  seems  to  have  asked  his  commanding  officer  to  explain  to  him  how 
the  order  could  be  justified  under  the  regulations,  and  did  not  get  an 
explanation,  but  an  arrest.  We  do  not  say  this  to  justify,  but  only  to 
palliate,  his  offense.    He  received  while  under  arrest  a  promotion  as  firs  t 
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lieutenant,  but  was  not  mastered  under  that  commission,  though  there 
is  evidence  that  before  the  sentence  was  promulgated  he  was  relieved 
ftom  arrest,  and  it  is  said  that  he  did  duty  as  a  first  lieutenant  for  a 
time. 

The  committee  have  not  thought  it  necessary  to  incorporate  in  this 
report  the  letter  of  the  Adjutant-General,  which  sets  out  the  proceedings 
of  the  court,  but  we  insert  here  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

War  Department, 
Washington  Ct/y,  ifay  29,  1682. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  ackno'wledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  I5th  instantr 
incIosiDg  Senate  biU  1800,  to  pay  Mai^y  A.  Lee,  mother  of  Walter  J.  Lee,  lat«  second 
lieutenant  Twenty-eighth  Michigan  Infantry  Volunt'Cers,  the  amount  of  pay  and  al- 
lowances of  a  second  lieutenant  of  infantry  from  September  22,  1864,  to  April  10, 1865, 
and  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  first  lieutenant  of  infantry  from  April  10,  1865,  to 
August  10, 1865. 

In  reply  to  your  request  for  information  and  suggestion  in  regard  thereto,  I  beg  to 
invite  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  report-  from  the  Adjutant-Ueneral  of  tlie  Army^ 
dated  the  24th  instant,  to  whom  the  subject  was  referred. 

Ifc  appears  from  this  report  that  the  offense  of  Mr.  Lee  was  not  regarded  as  very 
heinous  from  the  fact  of  th.e  department  commander's  attempt,  when  it  was  too  late^ 
to  restore  him  the  pay  and  allowances  forfeited  by  sentence  of  general  court-martial. 
But  if  it  should  seem  proper  to  Congress  to  grant  Mrs.  Lee  the  pay  and  allowance 
forfeited  by  sentence  of  general  court-martial,  he  should  only  receive  pay  as  second 
lieutenant,  from  the  fact  as  reported  by  the  Adjutant-General  that  the  records  fail  to 
show  that  Walter  J.  Lee  was  recognized  or  rendered  service  as  first  lieutenant  of  the 
Twenty-eighth  Michigan  Volunteers,  and  he  should  not  receive  pay  beyond  July  31, 
1865 — up  to  which  date  the  records  show  that  he  was  present  witn  his  company,  and 
which  date  his  name  is  dropped  from  the  records  as  dismissed. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 

Hon.  Benj.  Harrison, 

Of  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  U.  S,  Senate. 

Upon  these  facts  the  committee  advise  the  passage  of  the  bill,  with 
an  amendment,  limiting  the  pay  to  that  of  a  second  lieutenant  for  the 
whole  period. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Junk  20,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Harrison,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Military  AffairSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
John  Kennedy^  a  soldier  of  Company  If,  First  Regiment  of  Wisconsin 
Volunteers^  praying  to  he  relieved  from  a  charge  of  desertion  borne  on 
the  rolls  against  him,  respectfully  report  as  follows : 

A  reference  of  the  papers  was  made  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  from 
whom  the  following  letter  has  been  received : 

War  Department, 
Washington  City,  May  26,  1882. 

Sir:  Acknowlt*dgiiig  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  16th  instant,  inclosing  petition 
of  John  Kennedy  for  the  removal  of  the  charge  of  desertion  standing  against  hia 
record  as  a  member  of  Company  H,  First  Wisconsin  Cavalry,  also  drai^  of  a  bill  for 
his  relief,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the  same  was  duly  referred  to  the  Ad- 
jutant-General of  the  Army,  who  reports  that,  upon  investigation  of  this  man's  case 
by  his  office,  the  charge  of  desertion  against  him  was  found  to  have  been  erroneoosly 
made,  aud  that  it  has  accordingly  been  removed. 
The  inclosures  to  your  letter  are  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 
Hon.  Benjamin  Harrison, 

0/  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  United  States  Senate, 

As  the  relief  prayed  for  has  been  given  by  the  action  of  the  War  De- 
partment, the  committee  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consid- 
eration of  the  petition. 

O 
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Junk  '20,  1882. — Oitlt* red  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Hawley,  from  the  Committee  ou  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

followiug 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  713.1 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  E, 
713)  granting  to  the  Springfield  Street  Railway  Company  the  right  to  lay 
tracks  in  Mill  street  ^  in  Springfield ,  Mass.,  respectfully  submit  the  follow- 
ing report : 

The  facts  in  this  case  are  set  forth  iii  the  House  report  as  follows: 

The  Springfield  Street  Railway  Company  is  a  corporation  created  by  the  laws  of 
Massachusetts,  and  owns  and  oiierates  a  horse  railroad  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  in 
Massachusetts. 

During  the  summer  of  1879  said  company,  desiring  to  extend  its  tracks  over  a  por- 
tion of  Mill  street,  so  called,  described  in  the  bill,  applied  for  permission,  through  Col. 
J.  G.  Benton,  commandant  at  the  Springfield  Armory,  to  the  Secretary  of  War — the 
portion  of  Mill  street  referred  to  being  upon  lauds  owned  by  the  United  States  in  con- 
nection with  the  National  Armory,  but  used  as  a  i)ublic  way  in  continuation  of  th» 
long  line  of  one  of  the  public  streets  of  said  city. 

Colonel  Benton,  in  transmitting  the  company's  petition,  informed  the  Secretary  of 
"War  that  the  proposed  extension  of  the  railroad  would  be  of  great  convenience  to  the 
public  and  to  persons  having  business  at  the  government  shops,  and  recommended 
that  authority  be  given  to  lay  the  track,  on  condition  that  it  should  be  removed  with- 
out injury  or  expense  to  the  United  States  whenever  such  removal  should  be  requested 
by  the  officers  ot  the  national  government. 

In  pursuance  thereof  the  Secretary  of  War  granted  the  permission,  but  upon  the  fur- 
ther condition  that  said  company  should  apxHy  to  Congress  at  its  next  session  for  th& 
necessary  legislation  to  confirm  the  privilege. 

The  committee  are  fully  satisfied  that  the  extension  of  the  railroatl,  as  set  forth  in 
the  bill,  will  prove  of  great  advantage  to  the  government  in  affording  cheap  and  ready 
transportation  for  the  employees  at  the  armory^workshops,  and,  as' the  interest  of  the 
government  will  be  fully  protected  in  the  bill,  they  recommend  its  passage. 

Your  committee  adopt  said  report  as  their  own. 
The  bill  is  reported  back  to  the  Senate,  with  the  recommendation  that 
it  do  pass. 


47Tri  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  TflE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  21,  1882. — Ordered  to  b«  printed. 


Mr.  Dawes,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol 

lowins: 


'O 


REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2')60.] 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S,  1009) 
to  authorize  the  sale  of  timber  on  certain  Innds  reserved  for  the  use  of 
the  Menominee  tribe  of  Indians^  in  the  State  of  Wiseonsin^  have  consid- 
ered said  bill^  ajid  report  thereon  as  foUoivs : 

The  Menominee  tribe  of  Indians  occupy  a  reservation  in  Shawano 
County,  Wisconsin.  Some  portion  of  this  reservation  is  covered  with 
valuable  pine  timber.  Some  tracts  of  this  timber  are  so  situated  that 
they  are  very  liable  to  be  injured  or  destroyed  by  fire.  In  the  last  few 
years  the  forest  fires  have  destroyed  a  portion  of  said  timber,  and  it  is 
only  a  questi  on  of  a  few  years  when  from  the  same  cause  most  of  the 
value  of  the  timber  will  be  lost  to  the  Indians.  The  trees  in  other 
tracts  are  old,  have  attained  their  growth,  and  are  now  going  to  decay. 
There  can  be  iio  question  but  it  will  be  for  the  interest  of  the  Indiana 
that  the  timber  be  sold  on  these  tracts.  ^ 

The  bill  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  cause  to  be  ap- 
praised and  sold  the  timber  on  such  portion  of  the  reservation  as  may 
be  deemed  for  the  interest  of  the  tribe,  excepting  the  sixteenth  sections, 
which  have  been  reserved  to  the  State  of  Wisconsinfor  school  purposes. 
It  provides,  further,  that  the  timber  shall  be  appraised  by  two  or  more 
disintei*e8ted  appraisers,  to  be  selected  and  appointed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  in  eighty-acre  lots  according  to  the  public  survey;  pro- 
vided, that  such  appraisal  shall  not  include  any  growing  tree  or  trees 
of  less  than  twelve  inches  in  diameter  at  the  butt,  and  shall  be  made 
with  the  express  understanding  that  the  tops  and  refuse  of  timber  to  be 
cut  shall  be  reserved  for  the  use  of  the  Indians. 

The  bill  provides  further,*  that  the  appraisal  shall  state  the  quantity, 
quality,  and  value  of  the  pine  timber  growing  on  each  lot.  It  provides 
further,  that  this  appraisal  shall  be  returned  to  the  land  office  at  Men- 
asha,  Wis.,  and  shall  be  subject  to  public  inspection  for  at  least  sixty 
days  before  the  day  appointed  for  the  sale  of  the  timber. 

Section  2  of  the  act  provides  that  the  timber  apprai  sed  shall  l>e  ad- 
vertised for  sale  by  notice  of  not  less  than  two  months,  to  be  published 
in  at  least  three  newspapers  in  said  district ;  that  it  shall  be  offered  at 
public  auction  at  such  suitable  place  as  may  be  designated  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  within  the  Green  Bay  Agency  to  the  highest  bid- 
der, in  lots  not  exceeding  eighty  acres,  but  shall  not  be  sold  at  less  than 
the  appraised  value. 
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The  bill  provides  farther  that  all  of  said  timber  remaining  unsold  at 
the  expiration  of  one  year  after  it  shall  have  been  offered,  shall  be  again 
advertised  and  offered  at  public  auction,  as  previously  pmvided,  at  not 
less  than  the  appraised  value  thereof,  and  that  in  all  cases  the  timber 
shall  be  sold  for  cash  only. 

Section  3  provides  that  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  deem  it 
for  the  best  interests  of  the  Indians  he  shall  authorize  the  Indian  agent 
to  employ  the  Indians  to  cut  all  or  any  portion  of  said  timber  into  logs, 
and  haul  the  same  to  the  bank  of  the  rivers,  in  lieu  of  selling  the  timber 
as  otherwise  provided  for,  said  logs  to  be  sold  in  such  manner  as  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  determine. 

By  section  4  the  sum  of  $5,000  is  appropriated  out  of  the  Treasury  to 
pay  the  expenses  connected  with  such  appraisal  and  sale.  These  ex- 
penses are  to  be  reimburse<l  to  the  Treasury  from  the  first  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  the  timber. 

Section  5  provides  that  this  act  shall  be  and  remain  inoperative  until 
full  and  satisfactory  evidence  shall  have  been  placed  on  the  files  of  the 
office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  that  the  sales  of  timber  au- 
thorized by  the  act  have  the  sanction  of  the  t^ibe,  evidenced  by  orders 
or  agreement  taken  in  full  council. 

It  was  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  the  case 
of  Beecher  vs.  Weatherby  (5  Otto,  p.  517),  that  the  State  or  Wisconsin 
is  entitled  to  every  section  10  within  the  limits  of  the  said  Menominee 
Beservation. 

It  is  in  accordance  with  this  decision  that  the  bill  excepts  the  six- 
teenth section  from  the  operations  of  the  bill.  The  bill  leaves  the  whole 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  The  timber  is  to 
be  sold  or  not  sold  as  he  determines.  The  original  bill  was  referred  to 
the  Commissioner  for  Indian  Affairs.  He  suggested  various  amendments. 
These  amendments  have  been  incorporated  in  a  new  bill.  The  commit- 
tee therefore  recommend  that  the  original  bill  he  indefinitely  postponed, 
and  they  report  a  new  bill  from  the  committee  and  recommend  the  pas- 
sage of  this  new  bill. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Repoet 
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June  21, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  priuted. 


lir.*  Hampton,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1745.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 1745) 
to  authorize  the  President  to  restore  Tenedore  Ten  Eyck  to  hisjormer 
ranJc  in  the  Army^  and  to  place  hivi  vpon  the  retired  list  of  Army  on- 
cers j  beg  leave  to  report : 

That  an  examination  of  the  papers  shows  the  following  facts:  Cap- 
tain Ten  Eyek  entered  the  volunteer  service  as  a  private,  and  was  com- 
missioned as  a  captain  in  the  Eighteenth  United  States  Infantry  in 
1862.  In  1863  he  was  brevetted  major,  United  States  Army,  for  gal- 
lant conduct,  and  at  the  battle  of  Chickamauga  he  was  taken  prisoner. 
After  his  exchange  he  rejoined  his  regiment,  serving  with  it  on  the 
western  frontier  until  1871,  when  he  was  dropped  from  the  rolls  under 
the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  July  15, 1870.  As  a  generJal 
rule  the  committee  have  not  recommended  the  restoration  to  the  Army 
of  oflSicers  dropped  under  the  operation  of  this  act,  and  they  make  an 
exception  in  the  case  of  Captain  Ten  Eyck  only  for  the  following  reasons: 
In  1870,  while  on  sick  leave,  and  a  confirmed  invalid  on  account  of  dis- 
eases contracted  in  the  line  of  duty,  he  was  ordered  before  a  medical 
board  for  examination,  with  a  view  to  retirement.  This  board,  com- 
posed of  two  Army  surgeons,  while  admitting  the  chronic  character  of  the 
disease  from  which  MajorTen  Eyck  was  suflfering,  reported  him  as,  in  their 
opinion,  fit  for  duty.  But  his  health  has  not  been  restored,  and  certifi- 
cates from  a  large  number  of  prominent  physicians,  laid  before  the  com- 
mittee, show  that  from  the  time  of  his  examination  to  the  present  he 
has  been  a  great  sufferer  and  a  confirmed  invalid.  This  fact  indicates 
that  the  examining  board  were  mistaken  in  the  opinion  expressed,  that 
Major  Ten  Eyck  would  be  fit  for  duty.  Subsequent  events  have  shown 
that  his  health  had  been  permanently  impaired  at  the  time  of  his  ex- 
amination, and  that  he  can  look  for  no  improvement  in  the  future.  In 
view  of  these  facts  your  committee  regard  this  case  as  an  exceptional 
one,  where  justice  requires  that  Major  Ten  Eyck  should  be  placed  on  the 
retired  list.  They  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  as 
amended  by  adding  in  the  twelfth  line  the  words  "And  provided  fur- 
ther that  he  shall  receive  no  pension  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this 
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Mr.  Dawes,  from  the  Committee  on  Iiidiaii  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accooipaDy  bill  S.  1959.] 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to  whom  teas  rejftired  the  bill  {8. 1959) 
granting  the  right  of  tcay  to  the  Arizona  Soutliern  Railroad  Company 
through  the  Papago  Indian  Reservation  in  Arizo7iaj  report: 

That  said  right  of  waj'  is  very  necessary  to  said  company,  they  hav- 
ing, under  the  law,  secured  the  right  of  way  for  their  whole  line  except 
for  this  small  section  of  about  8  miles,  which  runs  through  the  said 
reservation.  The  Indians  occupying  the  reservation  are  not  only  satis- 
fled  but  anxious  to  have  said  railroad  built  on  the  route  as  surveyed,  it 
being  much  to  their  advantage.  The  agent  in  charge  of  said  Papago 
Indians,  as  well  as  the  receiver  and  register  of  the  land  office  nearest 
to  said  reservation,  recommend  the  granting  of  the  right  of  way  as 
asked.  The  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  and  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior, after  full  examination  of  the  question,  see  no  objection  to  the  pass- 
age of  the  bill  after  being  amended  as  suggested  by  them. 

We  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  after  amendment 
as  follows: 

Strike  out  all  of  section  1  after  the  word  ^'and^'  in  line  13,  and  insert 
**  Such  compensation  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
be  paid  to  him  by  the  said  railroad  company,  to  be  by  him  expended  for 
the  benefit  of  the  said  Indians." 

The  said  bill  was  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  by  him 
transmitted  to  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs.  The  letters  of  the 
Secretary  and  of  the  Commissioner  are  hereto  appended. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

Waahiitgiofif  June  7,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  lett-er  of  the  6th  instant, 
inclosing  Senate  biU  g^ranting  right  of  wa^  to  the  Arizona  Sonthern  Railroad  Com- 
pany through  the  Papago  Indian  Reservation  In  Arizona,  and  to  invite  your  attention 
to  the  inclosed  copy  of  report  on  the  same  bv  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  of 
this  date  suggesting  an  amendment  to  the  bill. 

This  department  sees  no  objection  to  the  bill,  amended  as  suggested  by  the  Commis- 
flioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 
The  bin  is  herewith  respectfully  returned. 
Very  respectfuUy, 

H.  M.  TELLER, 

Secretary, 
Hon.  Angus  Cameron, 

0/  Senate  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 
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Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  Indian  Affairs, 

WashingUmt  June  7,  ld82. 

Sir:  I  am  in  receipt  by  yonr  informal  reference  of  a  letter  from  Hon.  A.  Cameron. 
Senate  Committee  on  Indian  Aifairs,  dated  the  6th  instant,  transmitting  Senate  bill 
^antinff  a  right  of  way  to  the  Arizona  Southern  Railroad  Company  through  the 
Papago  Indian  Reaerration  in  Arizona,  according  to  the  plans  of  route  and  survey  of 
said  company,  now  on  the  files  of  this  department. 

I  have  examined  said  bill,  and  snegest  the  following  amendment: 

On  page  2,  line  3,  after  the  word  ^"and,''  strike  out  all  concluding  words  of  the  sec- 
tion,  and  in  lieu  thereof  insert  the  following  words:  "Such  compensation  as  may  be 
fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  be  paid  to  him  by  the  said  railroad  company, 
to  be  expended  by  him  for  the  benefit  of  the  said  Indians.^ 

The  bill,  with  accompanying  letter,  is  herewith  returned,  and  a  copy  of  this  letter 
is  inclosed. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

H.  PRICE, 

Commissianer, 

The  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 


i\ 
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Mr.  Hoar,  from  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1699.] 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary j  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {S.  1699) 
for  the  relief  of  Anson  Aticood^  have  considered  the  same,  and  report: 

Mr.  Atwood  was  a  dealer  in  tobacco  in  the  year  1867.  At  that  time 
it  was  the  practice  of  the  internal-revenue  agents  to  put  an  inspector's 
stencil-mark  on  wholesale  packages  in  bulk,  indicating  the  payment  of 
the  tax.  In  this  way  it  was  left  open  for  x>ersons  who  saw  fit  to  de- 
fraud the  government  by  selling  small  packages  at  retail,  which  wholly 
escaped  taxation. 

Mr.  Atwood  suggested  tliat  there  should  be  a  revenue-stamp  attached 
to  each  package  retailed.  It  appearing,  however,  that  stamps  would  not 
stick  to  the  tin-foil  in  which  small  quantities  of  tobacco  are  retailed,  he 
then  proposed  that  the  stamp  should  be  printed  on  the  tin-foil,  so  that 
it  would  be  destroyed  when  the  package  was  broken.  He  devised  a 
stamp,  consisting  of  the  head  of  Washington  and  the  words  ^'  United 
States  internal  revenue,  one  ounce,  two  cents,  chewing-tobacco,"  which 
he  had  copyrighted. 

The  device  was  adopted  by  the  government,  and  proved  exceedingly 
efficient  in  securing  the  tax.  He  now  asks  compensation  for  the  use  of 
his  copyright  by  the  government. 

But  it  seems  to  us  he  has  no  claim  which  should  be  allowed  by  Con- 
gress or  submitted  by  special  legislation  to  the  Court  of  Claims.  Con- 
sidered as  a  mere  device,  which  is  all  that  he  could  copyright,  it  is  in 
substance  what  has  been  in  use  by  the  government  for  postage  and 
other  stamps.  It  seems  to  us  that  if  this  were  so  far  an  origincd  intel- 
lectual product  as  to  be  properly  the  subject  of  copyright  if  intended  for 
sale,  as  a  picture  or  work  of  art,  it  was  not  for  the  designer's  own  use* 
It  was  something  he  had  no  right  to  use,  and  therefore  he  could  not 
protect  it  by  copyright.  Whether  this  be  true  or  not,  the  government 
got  no  advantage  from  the  device  copyrighted.  Any  clerk  could  have 
made  as  good  a  design  in  five  minutes.  What  Mr.  Atwood  did,  which 
was  a  public  benefit^  was  making  the  suggestion  that  the  stamp  should 
be  printed  on  the  foil.  Such  a  suggestion  cannot  be  the  subject  of  a 
claim  upon  Congress. 
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Mr.  Hampton,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bin  8.  2066.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  tchom  teas  referred  the  petition* of 
Jessie  Benton  Fremont^  for  relief  in  relation  tq  the  seizureof  her  property 
at  Point  San  JosSj  in  San  FraneiscOy  for  military  purposes^  in  1863,  heg 
leave  to  submit  the  following  report: 

The  subject  embraced  in  the  petition  has  been  heretofore  carefolly 
considered  and  reported  upon  by  committees  both  of  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  the  facts  so  fully  set  forth  that 
the  committee  lind  very  little  to  be  added.  On  the  8th  of  April,  1872^ 
Mr.  West,  from  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  made  the 
following  report: 

[Senate  Report  Xo.  114,  42d  Congress,  2d  sesKlon.] 
April  8, 1872.— Ordered  to  be  printetl. 
Mr.  West  made  the  following  report,  to  accompany  bill  S.  755 : 

The  Commiitee  on  J^iliiary  Affairs  and  the  Militiaf  1o  whom  was  referred  a  Jnll  entitUd  *'A 
hill/or  the  relief  of  the  former  occupants  of  the  present  military  reservation  at  Point  San 
Jose,  in  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco,"  beg  leate  to  report : 

The  qnefition  of  the  equitable  title  of  the  former  occnpants  of  the  military  reserTa- 
tion  at  Point  San  Jos*^  has  heretofore  been  fnlly  consicfered  by  this  committee.  The 
report  presented  by  the  committee  February  8,  1870,  upon  ^'A  bill  to  relinquish  the 
interest  of  the  United  States  in  certain  lands  to  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco/' 
contains  the  following  statement  of  facts : 

'*From  the  organization  of  the  State  government  of  California,  the  city  of  San  Fran- 
cisco has  contended  that  there  was  a  pueblo,  or  town,  under  the  Mexican  government, 
at  the  site  of  the  present  city,  on  the  acquisition  of  the  country ;  that  such  pueblo 
owned  the  land  within  the  limits  of  four  square  leagues,  to  be  measured  off  from  the 
northern  portion  of  the  peninsula  upon  which  the  city  is  situate;  and  that  the  city 
succeeded  to  this  interest. 

'*The  cit^,  in  1852,  presented  her  claim  for  the  four  square  leagues  to  the  board  of 
land  commissioners,  created  under  the  act  of  Congress  of  March  3,  1851,  for  the  settle- 
ment of  private  laud  claims  in  California,  and  asked  its  confirmation. 

''The  United  States  contested  this  claim,  denying  the  title  of  the  city,  but  did  not 
make  any  claim  of  reserves,  nor  of  any  right  to  make  reserves. 

''In  1854  the  board  confirmed  the  claim  to  a  portion  of  the  four  square  leagues,  and 
rejected  it  for  the  balance.  The  portion  confirmed  embraced  the  reservation  atFoint  San 
Jo94. 

"  Both  the  United  States  and  the  city  appealed  from  this  decision ;  the  United  States 
because  they  denied  the  entire  claim  of  the  city,  and  the  city  because  dissatisfied  with 
the  quantity  confirmed. 

"Subsequently  the  United  States  withdrew  their  appeal,  and  consented  that  the  city 
have  leave  to  proceed  upon  the  decree  of  the  boanl,  rendered  in  its  favor,  as  under  final 
decree.  The  United  States  district  court  dismissed  the  appeal  accordingly.  The  city 
continued  to  prosecute  her  appeal. 
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^^  The  withdrawal  by  the  government  of  the  appeal  from  the  decree  of  the  board  was 
neceasarily  regarded  as  an  admission  and  recognition  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
of  the  facts  upon  which  the  claim  of  the  city  rested,  and  as  closing  the  controversy 
l>etween  the  city  and  the  government,  as  to  the  land  to  which  the  city's  claim  was  con- 
firmed. The  titles  to  property  within  the  limits  of  the  city,  to  the  value  of  many  mil- 
lions, rested  upon  this  recognition. 

**  The  supreme  court  of  California  declared  th«tthe  United  States  had  no  title  to  the 
land  within  the  limits  confirmed.  The  common  council  of  the  city,  in  1855,  by  ordi- 
nance, which  was  afterward  confirmed  by  the  State  legislature,  released  and  granted 
the  city's  title  to  the  parties  in  actual  possession  of  the  land  within  the  corporate 
limits  of  1851.  The  supreme  court  of  the  State  then  declared  that  this  release  had  the 
effect  of  a  perfect  title, 

'*  Encouraged  by  the  action  of  the  general  government,  the  city  council,  the  State 
legislature,  and  the  decisions  of  the  highest  tribunal  of  the  State,  citizens  pnrchased 
lands  at  Point  San  Jos^,  the  same  as  in  other  part«  within  the  city  limits,  and  very 
extensive  and  permanent  improvements  were  erected  on  them. 

'^  In  September,  1864,  ten  years  after  the  decision  of  the  United  States  board  of  land 
commissioners,  the  case  on  appeal  from  the  decision  was  transferred  from  the  district 
court  to  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States.  In  October,  1864,  it  was  heard  by  the 
circuit  court,  and  then,  by  stipulation  filed  October  31,  1864,  for  the  first  time  in  that 
case^  the  evidence  of  the  rosevvation  of  Point  San  Josd,  made  by  order  of  President 
Fillmore  in  1850  and  1851,  was  produced.  The  decree  of  the  circuit  court,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  opinion  of  the  court,  read  October  31,  1864,  affirmed  the  validity  of  the 
claipa  of  the  city  to  four  square  leagues  of  land,  excepting,  however,  the  reservations 
from  the  confirmation.  By  the  action  of  Congress  this  decree  lias  become,  with  some 
modifications,  final.  • 

'*  The  same  ignorance  of  the  existence  of  a  reservation  of  lands  at  Point  San  Jos^, 
«hown  by  the  law  agents  of  the  government  during  the  twelve  years  of  the  pendency 
•of  the  litigation  between  the  United  States  and  the  ciiy,  was  shown  by  the  military 
duthorities.  While  the  Presidio  reserve,  in  dose  proximity  and  in  plain  sight  of  Point 
San  Jos<s  was  protected  by  a  fence,  and  always  guarded  by  a  military  force,  and  the 
claim  of  the  government  was  open,  public,  and  notorious,  there  was  nothing  done  at 
Point  San  Jos6  to  indicate  any  such  claim,  and  none  of  the  many  citizens  who,  from 
1852  to  1864,  made  improveiueuts  and  large  expenditures  at  this  point,  were  ever  cau- 
tioned or  notified  to  desist." 

By  the  act  of  Congress  of  July  1,  1870,  the  right  and  title  of  the  United  States  to 
the  said  reservation,  except  the  portion  thereof  which  is  now  held  for  military  pur- 
poses, were  relinquished  for  the  benetit  of  *'  the  parties  severally  who  are  at  the  date 
of  the  passage  of  this  act  in  the  actual  bona  fide  possession  thereof  by  themselves  or 
their  tenants,  and  in  such  parcels  as  the  same  are  so  held  and  possessed  by  them  ;  or 
who,  if  they  have  not  such  possession,  were  deprived  thereof  by  the  United  States 
military  authorities  when  they  went  into  the  occujiancy  of  said  military  reservation." 

The  equitable  title  to  the  lands  so  held  by  these  parties  was  thus  recognized  by 
Congress  as  the  legal  title  of  the  city  of  San  Francisco,  from  whom  they  derived  their 
right  of  possession,  and  had  previously  been  admitt^^d  and  recognized  by  the  Attomey- 
Creneral  by  the  withdrawal  of  the  appeal  of  the  United  States  from  the  decree  of  the 
board  of  land  commissioners. 

But,  while  relieving  all  the  parties  whose  lands  happened  to  be  outside  of  the  por- 
tion which  was  then,  and  is  now,  considered  necessary  for  military  purposes,  by  re- 
storing to  them,  without  condition,  their  lands  and  improvements  —among  them  sev- 
eral extensive  manufacturing  establishments,  the  city  water-works,  &c.-— Congress 
failed  to  provide  a  similar  measure  of  justice  for  the  parties  who  had  precisely  the 
same  title  to  the  lands  of  which  they  had  been  deprived,  and  who  in  reality  had  a 
stronger  claim  for  relief,  from  the  fact  that  they  were  forcibly  turned  out  of  their 
homesteads  and  obliged  to  seek  shelter  elsewhere,  while  the  more  fortunate  owners  of 
the  mauufacturiug  establishments  aforesaid  never  were  disturbed  in  their  possession. 

The  memorialists  have,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  a  just  claim  for  relief  ou  two 
grounds: 

Fil8^.  That  the  United  States  withdrew  their  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  board 
of  land  commissioners,  created  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1851,  and  consented  that  the 
city  have  leave  to  proceed  under  the  decree  of  that  board,  rendered  in  its  favor,  as 
under  final  decree. 

Second.  That  President  Fillmore  by  his  order  of  reservation,  dated  November  6, 
1850.  modified  by  the  subsequent  ordcr^  dated  December  31,  1851,  failed  to  give  by 
proclamation  due  notice,  as  recjuired  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  September  4,  1841  (5 
Statutes,  p.  435).     The  eighth  section  is  as  follows: 

'^Sisc.  8.  Jnd  be  it  further  enacted^  That  there  shall  be  granted  to  each  State  specified 
in  the  first  section  of  this  act  five  hundred  thousand  acres  of  land  for  the  purposes  of 
iutirnal  improvement :  Provided,  That  t>  each  of  the  said  States  which  have  already 
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received  grants  for  said  parpoees,  there  is  hereby  granted  no  more  than  a  anantity  of 
land,  which  shall,  together  with  the  amount  such  State  hafl  already  received,  as  afore- 
said, make  tive  hundred  thousand  acres,  the  selections  in  all  of  the  said  States  to  be 
made  within  their  limits  respectively,  in  such  manner  as  the  legislature  shall  direct, 
and  located  in  parcels  conformably  to  sectional  divisions,  of  not  less  than  three  hun- 
dred and  twenty  acres  in  any  one  location,  on  any  public  land  except  such  as  is  or  may 
be  reserved  from  sale  hy  amy  lav  of  Cangressoi proclamation  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States f  which  said  locations  may  be  made  at  any  time  alter  the  lauds  of  the  United 
States  in  said  States,  respectively,  shall  have  been  surveyed  according  to  existing  laws ; 
and  th  ere  shall  be,  and  hereby  is,  granted  to  each  new  State  that  shall  be  hereafter 
admitted  to  the  Union,  upon  such  admission,  so  much  land  as,  including  such  quantity 
as  may  have  been  granted  to  such  State  before  its  admission,  and  while  under  a  Terri- 
torial government)  for  purposes  of  internal  improvement  as  aforesaid,  shall  make  five 
hundred  thousand  acres  of  land,  to  be  selected  and  located  as  aforesaid." 

The  dwelling-houses  and  other  improvements  erected  by  the  former  occupants  of 
the  lands  within  the  present  limits  of  this  reservation  have  been  in  use  by  the  gov- 
erament  for  the  past  seven  and  nine  years,  respectively.  Had  they  not  existed  when 
military  possession  was  taken  of  this  point,  a  considerable  expenditure  of  the  public 
money  Vould  have  been  necessary  for  officers'  quarters  aud  other  purposes,  which  has 
thus  been  saved  to  the  government. 

The  owners  of  these  premises  were  excluded  from  th^  relief  granted  by  the  act  of 
July  1,  1870,  for  no  other  reason  than  that  their  lands  and  improvements  were  useful 
and  necessary  to  the  government. 

Under  these  circumstances,  it  appears  to  the  committee  eminently  just  aud  incum- 
bent upon  the  government  that  compensation  be  made  for  the  property  thus  retained 
for  public  use. 

when  it  is  considered  that,  at  the  rates  of  interest  prevailinf'  in  California,  the  loss 
of  eight  years'  income  from  lands  is  equivalent  to  the  loss  of  the  cai>ital  invested,  it 
will  be  seen  that  the  relief  granted  by  the  bill  will  barely  amount  to  one-half  of  the 
actual  losses  suft'ered  by  the  parties  who  were  deprived  of  i>roperty  to  which,  as  the 
highest  tribunal  of  the  State  of  California  had  declared,  they  had  a  perfect  title. 

This  bill  provides  that  compensation  shall  be  paid  for  the  cash  value  of  the  lands 
within  the  present  limits  of  this  reservation,  and  the  cash  value  of  the  improvements 
thereon  at  the  time  when  the  military  occupation  co  mmenced,  and  that  the  Court  of 
Claims  shall  determine  the  respective  amounts  of  damage  sustained  by  the  several 
persons  who  were  deprived  of  said  lands  when  taken  for  public  use. 

On  the  8th  of  June,  1878,  Mr.  Butler,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary of  the  House  of  Repiesentatives,  made  the  following  repoi-t: 

[House  report  No.  022,  45tk  Congress,  2d  session. ] 
Ji'KE  10,  1878.— Committed  tu  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Butler,  from  the  Coni  niittee  on  the  Judicial y,  submitted  the  following  report 
to  accompany  bill  H.  K.  5178 : 

This  bill  asks  relief  for  the  claimants  of  a  part  of  an  alleged  military  reser>'ation  at 
Point  San  Jos^  for  the  benefit  of  the  parties  who  had  in  good  faith  obtained  title  there- 
to under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California,  before  they  had  any  notice  that  the  lands 
were  claimed  in  any  way  by  the  United  States. 

The  state  of  the  title  seems  to  your  committee  to  be  this : 

By  the  laws  of  Mexico  a  pueblo  or  town  owned  the  lands  in  the  limits  of  four  square 
leagues.  San  Francisco  claimed,  under  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe  Hidalgo,  to  be  such 
pueblo  aud  to  own  the  four  square  leagues  from  the  northern  portion  of  the  jieninsula 
OQ  which  it  is  situated.  Such  rights  were  recognized  in  the  treaty  and  are  well  known 
to  the  public  law,  and  are  coutirmed  by  the  Supreme  Court,  5  Wallace,  p.  U'U>. 

The  United  States  established  a  board  of  land  commissioners,  a;id  in  1H52  the  city 
presented  her  claim  to  those  four  square  leagues  to  the  board  of  commissioners  created 
under  the  act  of  Congress.  The  United  States  contested  this  claim  before  the  commis- 
eioners,  under  a  general  claim  to  all  the  property,  but  set  u])  no  claim  to  the  premises 
in  (question  as  a  military  or  other  reservation,  nor  any  right  to  make  any  such  reser- 
Tation ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  United  States  did  claim  the  presidio,  which  was 
fenced  in  and  held  by  the  military  authorities  as  a  reservation  for  a  public  use. 

In  1854,  the  commission  confirnled  the  title  of  the  city  to  a  portion  of  tiie  four  square 
leagues,  embracing  the  land  now  in  question,  but  rejected  tlie  claim  for  some  other 
]>ortion.  Both  the  United  States  aud  the  city  appealed  from  this  decision,  the  United 
Estates  denying  the  entire  claim  of  the  city,  and  the  city  not  being  content  with  the 
rejection  of  a  part  of  the  claim  which  is  not  here  material.  Afterward  the  United 
States  withdrew  their  appeal  from  the  circuit  court,  and  consented  to  the  filing  of  a 
decree  in  favor  of  the  city,  aud  the  appeal  was  accordingly  dismissed. 

This  closed  between  the  city  and  the  United  States  as  to  the  title  of  this  laud.    On 
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this  action  of  the  United  States  the  title  to  the  whole  lands  within  the  limits  of  the 
city  of  San  Francisco  rests^  and  has  since  heen  contirmed  by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  above  refen'ed  to. 

The  claimants  obtained  title  to  the  land  in  question  from  the  city  so  as  to  make  a 
perfect  title,  as  it  was  confirmed  from  the  supreme  court  of  the  State.  The  claimants 
then  entered  upon  the  occupation  of  their  lands,  and  made  very  lai^e  and  ]>ennanent 
improTements.  Meanwhile,  the  apx>^al  of  the  city  went  on  before  the  circuit  court-  of 
the  United  States,  was  heard  by  that  court  in  October,  1864,  when,  for  the  first  time, 
was  filed  an  order  of  President  Fillmore,  issued  in  Ih.50,  and  the  second  order,  being 
a  modification  of  the  first,  of  1851,  making  a  reservation  for  military  purposes  of  Point 
San  Jos^. 

The  fact  of  this  reservation  by  the  government  of  the  land  in  question  for  military 
purposes  had  never  been  made  known  by  proclamation,  and  an  order  had  never  been 
fileu  in  the  surveyor-general's  olfire  of  California,  and  was  not  known  to  those  seek- 
ing this  relief.  The  decree  of  the  circuit  court  confirmed  the  claim  of  the  city 
to  the  four  square  leagues,  but  excepted  the  reservation,  while  the  presidio  res- 
ervation before  referred  to  was  in  full  sight  of  Point  San  Jos^,  and  was  held  by  the 
military  and  protected  by  a  fence,  while  no  such  action  was  taken  against  Point  San 
Jos6,  and  the  possession  was  open,  public,  and  notorious  in  the  claimants,  and  those 
under  whom  tney  claim.  After  the  decree  of  the  circuit  court  the  military  authorities 
took  possession  of  eight  hundred  yards  of  the  northern  portion  of  the  noint  and  claim^ 
to  hold  it  as  a  reservation  under  an  order  of  General  Halleck,  of  October,  1863,  as  a 
military  necessity,  and  it  is  now  held  by  military  authority. 

The  claimants  now  come  forward  and  contest  the  validity  of  this  reservation,  al- 
though it  was  confirmed  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  on  technical 
grounds  only. 

But  the  main  ground  on  which  the  claimants  rest  their  claim  against  the  United 
States  does  not  appear  in  the  decision  of  the  court,  and  that  is  that  the  reservation 
for  military  purposes  could  not  be  made  secretly  by  the  President,  and  lay  ten  years 
without  notice  to  the  owners  of  the  land,  and  without  being  published  either  by  proc- 
lamation or  filing  in  the  records  of  the  land  office  for  the  proper  district  of  California. 

The  proceedings  in  the  Supreme  Court  do  not  appear  to  have  informed  the  court  when 
this  order  seeking  to  make  this  reservation  was  forwarded  to  California  or  made  known 
to  the  public  residents  there ;  and,  in  fact,  it  did  not  reach  the  surveyor-general's  ofllce 
until  the  27th  of  June,  1S64,  more  than  ten  years  after  the  city  of  San  Francisco  had 
obtained  title  thereto,  although  the  order  was  dated  in  1851,  three  years  before  the 
commissioners  passed  upon  the  claim. 

By  referring  to  the  statute  (5  Stat,  at  Large,  435)  under  which  the  President  is 
authorized  to  declare  military  reservations,  it  appears  that  that  must  be  done  by 
proclamation.  Here  was  no  proclamation,  and  the  claimants,  in  the  judgment  of  your 
committee,  well  contend  that  this  reservation  could  not  affect  their  title,  honestly 
acquired,  without  an^  notice  ever  being  filed  in  the  surveyor-general's  ofiice,  and  with- 
out any  notice,  published  or  otherwise,  to  any  party. 

Bills  for  relief,  under  this  state  of  facts,  were  reported  upon  favorably  in  the  Forty- 
first  Congress,  and  afterward  passed  the  Senate  by  a  very  decided  majority.  It  was 
also  favorably  reported  upon  by  the  House  committee  in  the  same  Congress.  It  was 
again  reported  favorably  in  the  Forty-second  Congress  in  the  Senate,  the  bills  provid- 
ing for  different  methods  of  relief. 

Your  committee  can  have  no  doubt  that  the  proper  relief  ought  to  be  granted  and 
the  title  confirmed  in  the  present  claimants  to  so  much  of  the  ground  as  is  set  forth  in 
the  biU,  and  then,  if  the  United  States  desire  to  obtain  any  portion  of  the  land  for  mil- 
itary purposes,  the  government  can  do  so  as  other  proper^  is  taken  for  public  use. 
But  the  probability  in  the  mind  of  your  committee  is  that  the  United  States  will  never 
require  any  portion  of  it  for  purposes  of  defense,  it  being  now  a  part  of  the  city  of  San 
Francisco,  and  the  range  of  artillery  having,  within  the  last  twenty-five  years,  been 
so  greatly  extended  that  any  defensive  works  erected  at  Point  San  Jos6  would  more 
endanger  the  safety  of  the  city  by  drawing  the  fire  of  an  enemy  upon  it  than  they 
would  aid  in  repelling  an  enemy;  for  whatever  enemy  gets  within  the  reach  of  the 
guns  from  San  Jos<$  will  be  able  to  destroy  the  city  of  San  Francisco  by  shells  from 
their  ships. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  substitute  herewith  submit- 
ted for  House  bill  No.  730. 

An  abstract  of  the  title  of  Jessie  Benton  Fremont  has  been  filed  with 
the  committee,  showing  clearly  that  the  title  to  the  property  in  question 
is  in  her,  and  unclouded,  except  by  the  claim  that  has  been  set  up  in 
behalf  of  the  United  States.  This  claim  of  the  United  States  to  the 
land  within  the  military  reservation  at  Point  San  Jos6  is  sufficientlr 
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treated  of  in  the  above  reports.  By  the  act  of  July  1, 1870,  this  claim 
of  the  United  States  was  practically  abandoned,  and  the  legal  and  equit- 
able right  of  the  private  owners  conceded.  The  property  of  several 
persons,  within  the  said  reservation,  was  seized  by  the  United  States 
for  military  purposes  duiing  the  late  war  between  the  States,  and  the 
owners  put  out  of  x)OSsession.  But  the  greater  part  of  the  land  within 
the  reservation  was  not  so  seized,  but  continued  in  the  x)Ossession  of  the 
owners  or  their  agents. 

When  the  war  closed  the  owners  of  the  property  which  had  been 
seized,  and  was  still  held  by  the  United  States,  applied  for  a  restitution 
of  their  property.  The  military  authorities  refused  to  restore  it,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  still  necessary  to  hold  it  for  military  purpoi?es,  and, 
in  addition  to  this  ground  for  the  refusal,  they  suggested  the  old  claim 
of  the  United  States  to  the  w^hole  property  in  the  reservation,  and  set 
it  up  in  defense  of  the  actual  possession  which  had  been  acquired  by 
military  seizure.  This  revival  of  the  old  dispute  in  regard  to  the  title 
induced  the  owners  of  that  portion  of  the  reservation  which  had  not 
been  seized,  to  apply  to  Congress  for  relief  by  some  act  quieting  their 
title?  On  July  1, 1870,  an  act  was  accordingly  passed  relieving  this 
class  of  owners  by  releasing  all  claim  of  the  United  States  to  such  parts 
of  the  reservation,  at  Point  San  Jos^,  as  were  not  then  held  for  military 
purposes. 

But  this  property  of  Jessie  Benton  Fremont  was  then  held  for  military 
purposes,  so  that  she  took  no  relief  under  the  act.  The  title  to  all  the 
land  within  the  reservation,  both  that  which  was  actually  seized  and 
that  which  was  not,  rested  upon  precisely  the  same  grounds.  The  act 
of  July,  1870,  was  therefore  a  full  recognition  of  the  rightfulness  and 
justice  of  the  title  of  these  private  owners,  and  an  abandonment  of  the 
old  claim  of  the  United  States. 

The  property  of  Jessie  Benton  Fremont  and  of  the  fewothers  which  was 
still  held  for  military  purposes  seems  to  have  been  excluded  from  the  act 
from  considerations  of  present  expediency  alone.  The  relief  given  by  the 
act  wasa  surrender  of  the  property  to  the  owners,  and  the  abandonment  of 
all  claim  to  it  on  the  part  of  the  United  States.  It  was  not  deemed  expedi- 
ent, at  the  time,  to  surrender  possession  of  the  property  of  Jessie  Ben- 
ton Fremont,  because  it  was  believed  that  the  defense  of  the  city  of  San 
Francisco  required,  or  might  require,  it  to  be  held  by  the  United 
States.  But  her  right  to  relief  of  some  kind  has  never  been  directly 
denied.  If  her  property  was  really  necessary  to  the  defense  of  the  city 
the  relief  to  be  given  her  was  to  pay  her  for  the  value  and  detention  of 
her  property.  But  there  seems  to  have  been  a  ditference  of  opinion 
whether  the  property  was  necessary  for  the  defense  of  the  city  or  not. 
The  report  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
is  upon  the  ground  that  it  had  become  unnecessaiy  for  the  defense  of 
the  city  because  of  the  great  extension  in  late  years  of  the  range  of 
artillery,  and  that  committee  therefore  recommended  a  surrender  of  the 
property. 

While  this  difference  of  opinion  on  this  point  has  remained  unsettled 
the  relief  of  the  petitioner  has  been  delayed,  as  your  committee  be- 
lieve, unreasonably.  If  the  same  relief  which  was  given  to  her  more 
fortunate  neighbors  by  the  act  of  July,  1870,  cannot  be  safely  extended 
to  her,  payment  of  the  value  of  the  property  to  her  ought  not  to  be 
longer  delayed.  It  is  believed  that  the  Court  of  Claims  is  the  best 
tribunal  to  ascertain  and  determine  this  value.  Justice  requires  that 
it  should  be  ascertained  and  paid  to  her  without  further  delay,  unless 
the  Secretary  of  War,  upon  proper  consideration  and  advice,  shall  deter- 
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mine  that  the  property  is  no  longer  necessary  for  the  defense  of  the  city 
of  San  Francisco,  and  that  it  may  be  safely  surrendered  to  the  owner. 
But  the  settlement  of  this  question  should  not  be  longer  deferred. 

The  committee  therefore  report  the  accompanying  bill  and  recom- 
mend its  passage. 


47th  Gongbess,  \  SENATE.  i  Befobt 

Ist  Session.       I  \  No.  749. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Junk  27,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  1237.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (H,  R,  1237) 
granting  a  pension  to  Isador  Rohrer^  having  examined  the  saine^  make 
the  following  report: 

That  said  Bohrer  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  H,  Second  Illinois 
Light  Artillery,  September  15, 1861,  and  was  discharged  July  29, 18d5, 
when  his  company  was  mustered  out  of  the  service.  On  the  12th  Oc- 
tober, 1869,  he  filed  his  application  for  invalid  pension^  alleging,  as  the 
basis  of  his  claim,  that  while  in  the  service  and  in  the  line  of  his  duty— 

On  Cumberland  River,  in  the  State  of  Tennessee,  on  the  20/^  Aprils  1864,  he  con- 
tracted or  received  the  following  disability ,  viz:  That,  without  any  fault  or  negli- 
^nce  on  his  part,  in  the  night-time,  his  horse  stejpjied  in  a  hole  and  stumbled,  throw- 
ing affiant  over  his  head,  severely  injuring  his  left  shoulder  in  the  faU,  and  producing 
partial  paralysis  in  the  same,  unfitting  him  for  physical  labor. 

In  a  subsequent  affidavit,  filed  November  16, 1872,  the  claimant  states 
that  he  was  first  treated  for  his  injury  by  hospital  surgeon  at  Clarks- 
ville,  Tenn.,  but  was  never  confined  in  any  hospital  during  the  service 
for  the  injury  received.  The  company  roll  shows  him  present  for  duty 
from  December  31, 1863,  to  June  30, 1865.  The  roll  of  the  company  for 
March  and  April,  1864,  is  dated  April  30, 1864,  at  Clarksville,  Tenn. 
There  is  no  evidence,  record  or  otherwise,  that  the  claimant  ever  lost  a 
day's  service  because  of  the  alleged  injury.  Henry  C.  Whiteman,  the 
captain  of  claimant's  company,  in  an  affidavit  filed  November  16,  1872, . 
states  that  claimant,  while  on  a  scouting  expedition  on  White  Oak. 
Creek,  between  Cumberland  and  Tennessee  Rivers,  on  or  about  Au- 
gust  8, 1864,  was  accidentally  thrown  from  his  horse,  falling  on  his  left 
shoulder,  and  receiving  a  severe  injury  of  his  shoulder  at  that  time. 

It  will  be  noticed  that  this  affiant  fixes  a  different  date  and  place  of  the 
alleged  accident  from  that  of  the  claimant.  Lieut.  James  Eckdale,  in  an 
affidavit  filed  December  15, 1873,  states  that  claimant,  while  on  a  scout- 
ing expedition  on  November  18,  1864,  between  Cumberland  and  Tennes- 
see Rivers,  was  accidentally  thrown  from  his  horse,  the  horse  falling  on 
his  left  shoulder;  by  which  he  received  an  injury  of  the  left  shouhler  at 
that  time.  This  affiant  gives  November  18, 1864,  as  the  date  of  the 
alleged  accident,  and  states  that  the  horse  fell  upon  iflaimant's  left 
shoulder,  causing  some  injury  at  the  time. 

These  discrepancies  as  to  the  time  of  the  alleged  accident  are  uuex- 
plained,  and  cast  a  shade  of  suspicion  upon  thi'  ciaim.    It  was  not  usual 
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for  the  artillery  arm  of  the  service  to  be  engaged  in  scouting  expeditions. 
It  is  not  shown  that  any  disability  existed  at  that  date  of  claimant's  dis- 
charge. Ko  physician  or  other  person  testifies  as  to  his  condition  or 
the  existence  of  any  disability  at  that  time.  In  a  third  affidavit,  filed 
^  by  him  December  8, 1873,  the  claimant  states  that  after  his  discharge 
he  was  advised  b^'  one  Dr.  Cooper,  whose  residence  is  now  unknown  to 
him,  that  he  could  not  be  cured.    He  further  states: 

I  have  been  told  by  all  the  physicians  whom  I  have  consulted  that  they  conid  do 
nothing  for  me,  and  having  no  money  to  spend  on  uncertainty  I  have  had  no  medical 
treatment  since  my  discharge.  Sometimes,  when  I  would  have  the  neuralgia  very 
bad,  I  have  gone  to  physicians  to  get  some  relief;  the  only  ones  whose  stateuiente  I 
can  get  were  Drs.  Allen  and  McEwen. 

Dr.  McEwen  states  that  daring  the  year  1873  he  examined  claimant 
and  found  that  he  had  a  diseased  shoulder,  ^^  giving  rise  to  neuralgia, 
which  is  aggravated  by  exposure  to  damp  weather.''  Dr.  Allen  states 
that  during  1873  he  ti-eated  claimant  for  neuralgia,  and  "  believes  the 
predisposing  cause  is  from  wounded  trunk  of  some  of  the  nerves  of  the 
left  shoulder."  Dr.  Wood  also  treated  him  for  injury  of  left  arm  and 
shoulder  for  nine  months  during  the  year  1872.  Aside  from  claimant's 
own  statement,  this  was  the  first  medical  attention  he  received  after  his 
discharge.  Neither  of  these  doctors  express  any  opinion  as  to  date  or 
origin  of  the  alleged  disability. 

Dr.  Samuel,  the  examining  surgeon,  after  giving  the  claimant's  state- 
ment as  to  the  origin  of  the  disability,  says  it  has  resulted — 

In  the  injury  of  the  upward  and  backward  motion  of  the  arm,  which  renders  him 
unable  to  do  hard  work  without  producing  considerable  pain  and  increaj^ing in  some 
degree  paralysis,  which  is  slight. 

The  chiimant  was  subsequently  again  examined  by  Examining  Sur- 
geon, Dr.  Joseph  O.  Hamilton,  who,  under  date  of  April  1,  1874,  de- 
scribes his  condition  as  follows: 

Rheumatism  of  the  deltoid  trapezius  and  supra  spinatus  muscles,  causing  stiffnesa 
and  debility  of  above-named  muscles. 

These  examining  surgeons  both  certify  that  the  disability  is  uncer- 
tain as  to  time  and  of  indefinite  duration. 

The  claim  was  rejected  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  upon  the 
ground  that  there  was  no  record  of  the  alleged  disability  in  the  service 
or  at  date  of  discharge,  and  because  of  the  claimant's  inability  to  fur- 
nish satisfactory  testimony  to  connect  it  with  his  military  service.  The 
case  stands  before  Congress  just  as  it  did  before  the  Commissioner.  No 
additional  evidence  has  been  produced.  The  House  has  passed  the  bill 
for  claimant's  relief,  but  after  a  careful  examination  of  the  evidence 
your  committee  see  no  good  or  valid  reason  for  overruling  or  reversiag 
the  decision  of  the  Pension  Bureau,  and  accordingly  recommend  that 
the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed  by  the  Senate. 


47th  Congbess,  \  SENATE.  i  Repobt 

1st  Session.      ]  \  No.  750. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  27, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following- 

REPORT: 

[To  accompaDy  bill  S.  1520.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  a  Mil  granting  a  pension 
to  Ann  Lallyj  having  examined  the  same,  make  the  following  report : 

That  petitioner,  Ann  Lally,  is  the  sister  of  Patrick  Pillion,  who  en- 
listed in  Company  D,  Twenty-third  Begiment  Illinois  Yolanteers.  in 
June,  1861,  and  who,  as  alleged,  was  killed  in  action  July  3, 1864  (at  wnat 
place  or  battle  is  not  stated).  The  petitioner  claims  to  have  been  the 
foster-mother  of  her  brother,  Patrick  Pillion,  and  as  such  she  asks  that 
by  special  act  of  Congress  her  name  be  placed  upon  the  pension-roll.  It 
appears  that  the  mother  and  father  of  the  soldier  died  when  he  was  only 
about  three  and  one-half  years  of  age,  and  that  from  that  time  to  the 
date  of  his  enlistment  in  the  Army  he  resided  with  his  sister,  Mrs.  Lally, 
who  states  that  she  supported  him  till  he  was  able  to  earn  a  living  for 
himself.  After  he  commenced  earning  wages,  he,  from  time  to  time, 
handed  his  sister  small  amounts ;  and  while  in  the  service  he  sent  her 
two  remittances.  Petitioner  has  made  no  application  to  the  Pension 
Bureau  for  a  pension,  and  the  papers  on  file  in  support  of  her  applica- 
tion to  Congress  do  not  affirmatively  establish  her  right  to  a  pension 
as  dependent  foster-mother  of  the  deceased  soldier.  It  appears  that 
the  petitioner's  husband  was  living  at  the  date  of  her  brother's  enlist- 
ment and  death.  It  is  not  shown  that  the  husband  did  not  support 
X)etitioner,  or  that  she  was  dependent  upon  her  brother.  The  real 
relation  of  the  parties  was  that  of  sister  and  brother,  and  it  is  not  sat- 
isfactorily shown  that  she  ever  assumed  the  relation  of  foster-mother  to> 
the  soldier.  No  record  evidence  of  the  soldier's  death  is  produced,  nor 
is  any  explanation  given  for  the  failure  to  produce  it.  On  the  case 
presented  your  committee  do  not  consider  x>etitioner  entitled  to  the 
special  relief  sought  by  the  bill,  and  accordingly  recommend  that  it  be 
indefinitely  postponed  by  the  Senate. 


4'4Ta  CONGBESS,  >  SENATE.  i  Repobt 

l8t  Session.       )  )  No.  751. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


Junk  27, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printe<l. 


Mr.  Chilcott,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1819.] 

The  Committee  o»  Pensions^  to  whom  tra«  referred  the  bill  [tt.  1819)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs,  Elizabeth  C.  Custer^  tcidoiv  of  Gen- 
eral George  A.  Custer^  having  carefully  considered  the  samcj  report  as 
follows : 

That  the  evidence  on  file  in  this  case  proves  conclusively  that  the 
applicant  is  the  lawful  widow  of  George  A.  Custer,  who  entered  the 
Army  as  a  second  lieutenant  in  1861,  and  served  with  conspicuous  gal- 
lantry throughout  the  war  of  the  rebellion.  For  such  gallant  and  mer- 
itorious service  he  was  rapidly  i>romoted  until  on  March  13,  1865,  he 
was  brevetted  a  major-general  in  the  United  States  Army. 

General  Custer  was  honorably  mentioned  and  received  promotions 
for  distinguished  conduct  at  the  battles  of  Gettysburg,  Yellow*  Tavern, 
Winchester,  Fisher's  Hill,  and  Five  Forks. 

After  the  war,  to  wit,  on  July  28, 1866,  General  Custer  was  appointed 
lieutenant-colonel  of  the  Seventh  Cavalry. 

In  1876  General  Custer  was  ordered  to  participate  in  the  Little  Big 
Horn  expedition,  and  was  killed  in  battle  on  the  Little  Big  Horn  Kiver^ 
in  Montana  Territory,  on  the  25th  day  of  June,  187(>.  The  extraordi- 
nary sad  details  of  this  unfortunate  battle  are  too  fresh  in  the  minds  of 
the  American  people  to  require  repetition  here;  the  entire  command  ac- 
companying General  Custer  was  annihilated,  not  one  escaping  to  tell 
the  story. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  widow  of  this  valiant 
officer  ought  to  be  granted  a  pension  of  $50  per  month. 

On  June  26, 1876,  Mrs.  Custer  was  granted  a  pension  of  $30  per 
month. 

Your  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  Senate  bill  1819,  with  the- 
following  amendment,  viz,  strike  out  all  after  the  word  "to"  in  line  4,, 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "  increase  the  pension  of  $30  now 
received  by  Mrs.  Elizabeth  C.  Custer,  widow  of  General  George  A.Cus- 
ter, to  $50  per  month,  to  take  effect  from  and  after  the  passage  o£  this, 
act." 

O 


47th  CoNaBESs, )    .  SENATE.  .  i  Bepobt 

lat  Seamn.      J  \  No.  752. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  27,  1882.^0rdered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from   the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1904.] 

Hie  Committee  on  PenaionSj  to  wham  was  referred  the  hill  {8. 1904)  grant- 
ing  a  pension  to  Sophia  A.  Melson^  having  examined  the  same^  make  the 
follomng  report : 

That  Sophia  A.  Melson  is  the  mother  of  Minor  I.  Melson,  who  en- 
listed, October  4,  1861,  as  a  private  in  Company  E,  First  Begiment 
Ddaware  Volunteers,  and  who  died  September  17,  1862,  of  wonnds 
received  in  action  at  the  battle  of  Antietam,  leaving  neither  wife 
nor  child  surviving  him.  His  mother  made  application  for  pension  on 
21st  October,  1862. 

Altera  thorough  examination  of  the  claim  it  was  rcgectedin  January, 
1876,  ^n  the  ground  that  the  soldier  did  not  contribute  to  the  support 
of  the  claimant,  or  in  any  way  recognize  his  obligation  to  aid  in  support 
of  his  mother.  This  conclusion  is  clearly  sustained  by  the  evidence  on 
file  before  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  No  additional  proof  has  been 
produced  before  your  committee.  It  is  shown  by  the  affidavit  of  Hen- 
ietta  Byrd  that  the  claimant  lived  with  her  in  service  for  seventeen 
years,  ftom  1867  to  1874,  and  was  paid  a  small  sum  as  monthly  wages 
in  addition  to  her  board;  and  that  her  son,  who  for  several  years 
previous  to  his  enlistment  lived  as  a  hired  man  with  Saimuel  P.  l^uitt^ 
about  12  miles  from  deponent^s,  did  not  contribute  to  his  mother's  sup- 
I>ort  during  the  time  she  lived  at  deponent's  house. 

In  the  opinion  of  your  committee  there  are  no  sufficient  reasons  pre- 
sented for  annulling  the  decision  of  the  Pension  Bureau  in  this  case^ 
and  they  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  RepobT 

Ist  Session,       ]  '  ( No.  753. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  27,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  priuted. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Coinmittee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  547.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  ( 8,  547)  granting 
a  pension  to  E.  G.  Hoffman^  having  examined  the  same^  make  the  follow- 
ing report : 

That  said  Hofi'man  entered  the  United  States  military  service  in  July, 
1861,  as  sergeant  of  Company  A,  Fifth  New  York  Volunteers.  At  the 
battle  of  Gaines's  Mill,  Va.,  June  27, 1862,  he  received  a  gunshot  wound 
in  his  left  arm,  shattering  the  bone  and  necessitating  a  resection  above 
the  elbow,  which  left  his  arm  practically  useless.  He  was  mustered 
out  of  service  July  31, 1862. 

In  November,  1862,  afte^*  his  wound  had  healed,  he  re  entered  the  serv- 
ice as  first  lieutenant,  company  D,  One  hundred  and  sixty-fifthNew  York 
Volunteers,  and  was  subsequently  promoted  to  the  captaincy  of  com- 
pany F. 

At  the  close  of  the  war  his  regiment  was  ordered  to  South  Carolina, 
and  in  July,  1865,  he  was  appointed  chief  of  military  police  of  the  sub- 
district  of  Charleston.  On  the  1st  of  September,  1865,  his  regiment  was 
sent  to  Hart's  Island  to  be  mustered  out  of  service,  but  General  Burnett, 
the  commanding  officer  at  the  post  of  Charleston,  would  not  allow  Hoft- 
man  to  be  retired  or  discharged  with  his  regiment,  but  continued  him 
on  duty  in  Charleston  as  chief  of  military  police.  While  in  the  per- 
formance of  his  duties,  at  a  fire  on  Hayne  street,  October  18,  1865,  he 
was  severely  injured  by  the  walls  of  the  burning  building  giving  way 
and  falling  upon  him,  breaking  his  right  thigh  in  two  places  and  burn- 
ing him  badly.  His  right  hand  was  so  badly  burned  as  to  contract  the 
sinews  and  leave  the  hand  drawn  up.  His  injuries  confined  him  in  bed 
for  three  months ;  his  right  leg  is  almost  two  inches  shorter  than  the 
left,  and  his  right  hand  is  practically  disabled.  General  Burnett,  in  an 
order  bearing  date  October  21, 1865,  appointing  another  chief  of  military 
police,  states  that  Captain  Hoffman  was  ^<  in  the  faithful  discharge  of 
his  duties"  when  he  received  said  injuries. 

In  April,  1866,  Captain  Hoffman  went  to  New  York  and  obtained  his 
discharge,  which  was  ante  dated  to  September  1, 1865,  so  as  to  make  it 
correspond  with  the  date  his  regiment  was  mustered  out  of  the  service. 
He  was  in  fact,  however,  not  relieved  from  duty  or  discharged  until 
after  receiving  the  injuries  aforesaid. 

In  1867  he  applied  for  a  pension  and  was  allowed  $4  per  month  for  the 
gun  shot  wound  in  left  arm,  received  at  the  battle  of  Gaines's  Mill,  Va., 
but  for  injuries  received  while  acting  as  chief  of  military  police  no  al- 
lowance was  made.    The  War  Department  having  ruled  that  Captain 
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Hoffmanns  time  of  service  ceased  with  the  musteriDg  out  of  his  regiment, 
the  CommissioBer  of  Pensions  held  that  he  was  not  pensionaible  for  injuries 
received  after  that  date.  This  ruling  may  be  technically  correct,  but, 
under  the  special  circumstances  of  this  case,  your  committee  are  of  the 
opinion  that  Captain  Hoffman  should  be  relieved  firom  its  operation. 
He  was  denied  a  discharge  when  his  regiment  was  mustered  out  (being 
on  special  detail  duty  at  the  time),  and  his  commanding  officer  required 
him  to  continue  in  the  performance  of  the  special  service  to  which  he 
had  previously  been  assigned.  He  did  so  and  was  iiyured  in  the  service 
and  in  the  line  of  his  duty.  It  would  be  unjust  on  the  part  of  the  gov- 
ernment, after  having  detained  him,  as  already  stated,  in  its  service,  to 
urge  as  a  bar  to  his  claim  for  pension  that  he  was  constructively  dis- 
charged with  his  regiment  before  receiving  his  iiyuries. 

Your  committee  think  the  bill  should  be  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  of  the  eighth  line  the  following,  viz :  <<  To  commence  from  the  pas- 
sage of  this  act,  and  to  be  in  lieu  of  the  pension  he  is  now  receiving  ^  ]  and 
as  thus  amended  they  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47Tn  UONOBESS, )  SENATE.  {  Eepobt 

1st  Session.       J  ( No.  754. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JuxE  27,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

EEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1733.1 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  which  trew  referred  the  bill  {S.  1733),  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  JElizabeth  G.  Crawford,  having  carefully  examined  the 
same,  makes  the  foUoicing  report : 

Claimant  filed  declaration  for  pension  December  1, 1879,  stating  that 
she  is  the  widow  of  John  Crawford,  who  served  in  Colonel  Austin's  or 
Colonel  Youngblood's  regiment  of  South  Carolina  militia  in  the  war  of 
1812.  She  also  states  that  her  husband  could  not  write  his  name,  but 
made  his  ( x )  mark.  The  records  show  that  no  one  by  the  name  of  Jshn 
Crawford  is  borne  on  the  rolls  of  Captain  Austin's  company,  or  on  the 
rolls  of  Colonel  Austin's  regiment  of  South  Carolina  militia,  but  that 
the  name  of  John  L.  Crawford  is  borne  on  the  rolls  of  Capt.  William 
Austin's  company  of  South  Carolina  militia,  and  that  he  wrote  his  name 
in  a  fai^,  legible  hand.  The  records  also  show  that  the  name  of  John 
Crawford  is  not  borne  on  the  rolls  of  either  Captain  Frazier,  Key,  or 
Cheathem,  of  South  Carolina  militia.  The  roll  of  Captain  Purness' 
company  shows  that  John  Crawford  serred  from  December  10, 1813,  to 
March  15, 1814.  All  the  above  companies  belonged  to  Colonel  Young- 
blood's  regiment.  The  rolls  also  show  that  this  Crawford  signed  his 
name  by  a  ( x )  mark.  There  is  but  one  John  Crawford  borne  on  the 
rolls  of  Colonel  Youngblood's  regiment,  and  he  was  alive  and  applied 
for  a  bounty-land  warrant  several  years  after  claimant  states  her  hus- 
band had  died. 

The  claimant  states  that  she  knows  of  no  surviving  comrade  by  whom 
she  can  prove  the  identity  and  service  of  her  deceased  husband ;  that 
his  services  were  before  their  marriage. 

The  claim  was  rejected  by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  on  the 
ground — 

that  claimant  failed  to  establish  her  identity  as  the  widow  of  any  soldier  who  ren- 
dered service  in  the  war  of  1812 ;  that  she  is  unable  to  state  of  her  own  knowledge  the 
name  of  the  captain  under  whom  her  husband  served.  The  record  shows  that  but 
one  John  Cr^^wford  was  borne  on  the  roUs  of  Colonel  Youngblood's  regiment,  and  the 
files  of  this  office  show  that  that  man  was  alive  and  applied  for  bounty  land  several 
years  after  the  death  of  claimant's  husband,  as  shown  by  the  evidence  on  file.  The 
name  of  JohnL.  Crawford  appears  on  the  rolls  of  Col.  William  Austin's  regimenti  but 
this  man  signs  his  name  to  the  company's  rolls  in  a  fair,  legible  hand.  The  claimant 
testifies,  and  so  does  a  witness,  that  her  husband  could  not  write  his  name. 

Your  committee,  after  a  careful  examination  of  the  case,  is  of  opinion 
that  the  evidence  on  file  is  not  sufficient  to  authorize  granting  a  pension 
by  special  act  of  Congress,  and  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement 
of  the  biU. 

O 


47th  Conobess,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       )  \  No.  755. 


IN  TBE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  27,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

EEPOET: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1494.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  ichom  teas  referred  the  hill  {8. 1494) /or  the 
relief  of  Catharine  Johnson^  having  carefully  examined  the  same^  submit 
the  following  report : 

That  claimant  is  the  widow  of  Zachariah  Johnson,  late  private  in 
Company  C,  Sixtieth  Eegiment  Indiana  Volunteers.  That  the  soldier 
enlisted  December  3, 1861,  and  died  July  2, 1862. 

Claimant  filed  application  for  pension  in  July,  1863,  declaring  that 
her  husband  was  drowned  in  Green  River,  Kentucky,  while  attempting 
to  cross  in  a  skiff. 

The  records  of  the  Adjutant-General's  Office  show  that  the  soldier 
-was  '* drowned  in  Green  River,  Kentucky,  July  2, 1862.  Supposed  to 
Lave  drowned  himself  while  insane." 

Your  committee  find  on  file  with  this  case  evidence  tending  to  prove 
the  soldier's  disposition  to  insanity  previous  to  his  demise,  he  having 
some  two  months  prior  attempted  to  take  his  own  life  by  cutting  his 
throat. 

Your  committee  find  nothing  in  the  shape  of  evidence,  either  medi- 
cal or  otherwise,  to  connect  the  soldier's  disability  with  his  military 
service,  and  therefore  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the 
bill. 


47th  CoNaBESs, )  SEKATE.  i  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.      §  \  No.  756. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  27,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Maxey,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1275.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill{S,  1275) 
for  the  relief  of  First  Lietit.  Eugene  Oriffiny  U.  8.  Army^  having  care- 
fully comidered  the  same^  respectjully  submit  the  following  report : 

The  chairman  of  the  committee  addressed  a  note  to  the  Secretary  of 

War,  requesting  such  pertinent  information  in  respect  to  said  bill  as 

the  department  might  be  able  to  furnish,  and  received  the  following 

reply : 

Wak  Department, 
Washington  City^  March.  4,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yoar  letter  of  the  21st  ultimo, 
inclosing  S.  1*^75,  Forty-seventh  Congress,  first  session,  which  is  a  bill  to  relieve  First 
Lient.  Eiigene  Griffin,  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  acting  assistant  commissary  of  subsist- 
ence of  the  post  of  Willets  Point,  from  all  responsibility  for  the  loss  of  |144.82,  stolen 
by  the  then  commissary  serffeaot,  now  a  deserter  from  the  United  States  Army. 

In  reply  to  your  request  for  such  papers  and  information  as  the  department  may 
have  in  relation  to  the  matter,  I  beg  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  report 
on  the  subject,  dated  the  1st  instant,  from  the  Commissary-General  of  Subsistence. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Military  Affaire ^  United  States  Senate, 

Which  communication  was  accompanied  by  the  following  communi- 
cation from  the  Commissary-Oeneral  of  Subsistence : 

War  Department, 
Office  Commissary-General  of  Sttbsistexce, 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  1,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  letter  of  the  chairman  of  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  of  21st  instant,  inclosing  Senate  bill  No.  1275,  for  the  relief 
of  First  Lieut.  Eugene  Griffin,  Con>8  of  Engineers,  U.  S.  Army,  and  requesting 
such  papers  and  information  as  the  War  Department  may  have  in  relation  thereto. 

In  reply  I  have  to  report  that  upon  receipt  at  this  office  of  the  money  accounts  of 
Lieutenant  Griffin,  reporting  the  loss  for  which  he  is  now  seeking  relief  in  Congress, 
they  were  referred  for  settlement  to  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury,  who,  not 
having  power  to  allow  a  credit  claimed  for  money  alleffed  to  have  been  stolen 
(decisions  of  Second  Comptroller,  1865,  paraffrapU  34,  paeeo).  refused  to  recognize  the 
loss  as  a  credit  in  the  officer's  accounts,  and  ne  became  thereby  **  held  responsible''  at 
the  Treasury  and  acquired  the  right  to  bring  suit  for  relief  in  the  Court  of  Claims 
under  the  act  of  May  9,  1866  (14  Statutes,  44,  now  sections  1059  and  1062,  Rev.  Stat.). 
(See  Clark's  case,  13  Court  of  Claims  Reports,  560  561.) 

The  object  of  the  act  of  May  9,  1866,  as  stated  in  the  debate  upon  its  passage  (Con* 
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groasional  Globe,  first  session  Thirty-ninth  Congress,  1865-'6G,  part  3,  page  2202)  being 
to  provide  in  ail  cases  of  alleged  losses  by  paymasters,  quartermasters,  and  commis- 
saries of  subsistence,  that  ^Mustead  of  each  case  bein^  adjusted  and  settled  in  the 
hurry  of  Congressional  business  by  a  committee  of  either  House  or  Senate,  and  a 
special  enactment  passed  for  the  purpose,  there  shall  be  a  general  law  referring  to  the 
Court  of  Claims  all  cases  of  this  character,  authorizing  that  court  to  report  what  are 
the  facts  in  each  case  and  whether  credit  should  or  should  not  be  allowed  to  the  dis- 
bursing officer,''  this  office  advised  Lieutenant  Griffin  to  institute  proper  proceedings 
in  the  Court  of  Claims  under  the  above  act,  that  court  having  decideain  Glenn's  case 
(4  Court  of  Claims  Reports,  page  501)  that  the  act  was  prospective  in  it«  operations 
and  gave  jurisdiction  of  cases  which  might  occur  after  as  well  as  cases  which  had 
occurred  at  the  time  of  its  passage. 

This  office  has  had  official  information,  through  the  Department  of  Justice,  that  suit 
was  re^pilarly  begun  by  Lieutenant  Griffin  under  the  law  cited.  If  the  suit  has  not 
been  disposed  of  oy  that  court,  it  is  doubtless  still  pending  in  that  tribunal. 

Copies  of  all  papers  connected  with  the  case  which  are  on  file,  or  of  record  in  this 
office,  have  been  furnished  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  such  as  have  been  called 
for  by  Lieutenant  Griffin,  which  could  be  furnished,  have  been  furnished  that  officer. 
All  the  most  important  papers,  however,  are  on  file  with  Lieutenant  Griffin's  accounts 
for  April  and  May,  1881,  in  the  office  of  the  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasuir. 

If,  after  knowledge  of  the  foregoing  facts,  the  Military  Committee  of  the  Senate 
desire  copies  of  the  papers  on  file  and  of  record  here,  they  can  be  readily  furnished. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  MACFEELY, 
Commissarjf'General  8uh9i9tenoe, 

Hon.  the  Secretary  of  War. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  committee  that  jarisdiction  was  complete  in 
the  Court  of  Claims ;  that  jurisdiction  attached  by  reason  of  the  insti- 
tution by  Lieutenant  Griffin  of  proceedinKS  in  that  court. 

Wherefore  the  committee  is  of  opinion  that  the  claim  of  Lieutenant 
Griffin  is  not  a  proi>er  subject-matter  of  inyestigation  by  the  committee. 

Wherefore  the  committee  reports  the  bill  (S.  1275)  back  with  recom- 
mendation that  the  same  do  not  pass,  and  that  the  committee  be  dis- 
charged from  its  further  consideration,  and  that  said  bill  be  indefinitely 
postponed. 
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Mr.  GocKBELL,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

TTo  accompany  bill  S.  1606.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {S.  1606) 
for  the  relief  of  George  A.  Jaeger ^  have  duly  considered  the  same^  ana 
submit  the  following  report: 

Your  committee  referred  the  bill,  which  proposes  to  pay  to  claimant 
$1,016  for  property  destroyed  by  fire  October  7, 1874,  at  Camp  Halleck, 
Nev.,  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  received  from  him  the  following: 

War  Department, 
Washington  City,  May  3,  1883; 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  27th  ultimo, 
incloeiug  a  copy  of  the  bill  (S.  1606)  authorizing  payment  t-o  George  A.  Jaeger,  late  a 
lieatenant  in  the  Twelfth  United  States  Infantry,  of  the  aum  of  |1,016,  as  compensa- 
tion for  his  property  destroyed  by  fire  at  his  station  in  Camp  HaUeck,  Key., 
October  7,  1874. 

In  reply  to  yoar  reqaest  for  such  information  as  the  department  may  be  able  to 
f Ornish  upon  the  subject,  I  beg  to  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  the  official  report  of  the 
destruction  bv  fire  of  certain  officers'  quarters,  &.C.,  at  Camp  Halleck,  Nov.,  October 
7,  1874,  as  submitted  by  the  post  commander,  which  report  contains  all  the  informa- 
tion possessed  by  the  department  in  relation  to  the  matter  in  question. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War. 

Hon.  F.  M.  COCKRELL, 

Of  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  U.  S.  Senate. 

Headquarters  Camp  Halleck,  Nev., 

Octoher  7,  1874. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  the  two-story  frame  building  used  as  officers' 
quarters,  took  fire  this  morning  between  7  and  8  o'clock,  and,  despite  the  utmost  ezer-> 
tions  of  the  whole  command,  burned  down.  Fortunately  the  morning  was  stiU  and 
we  were  enabled  to  confine  the  fire  to  the  building  in  which  it  ori^nated. 

The  fire  was  caused  by  the  studding  for  the  inside  casing  being  m  contact  with  the 
briek  chimney.  The  fire  had  obtain^  such  headway  before  it  was  discovered  that 
no  efforts,  however  well  directed,  could,  with  the  appliances  on  hand  (water  buckets), 
have  extinguished  it. 

Acting  Assistant  Surgeon  £.  E.  W.  Corson,  U.  S.  A.,  lost  nearly  all  his  efiecte^ 
Lieut.  SeoTge  A.  Jaeger,  Twelfth  Infantry,  also  lost  a  considerable  portion  of  hia 
effects. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  GRANT, 
First  Lieutenant  First  Cavalry,  Commanding  Fost^ 

Assistant  Adjutant  General, 

Department  of  California, 

San  Draneisoo,  Cal. 
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I  First  Indonement  ] 

Headquarters  Miutary  Division  of  the  Pacific, 

San  Frandico,  October  17,  1874. 

Reapectfally  forwarded  to  the  assistant  adjutant-general  headqnarttirs  of  the  Army, 
Saint  Lioais,  Mo. 

J.  M.  SCHOFIELD, 

Majwr-General, 

fHeoond  indorsement.] 

.  Headquarters  of  the  Army, 

Saint  LouiSf  October  24,  1874. 

Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

W.  T.  SHERMAN, 

General. 

Your  committee  fiud  that  the  fire  originated  without  any  fault  or  ue^- 
ligence  on  the  part  of  claiuiant,  and,  following  the  precedents  in  similar 
cases,  report  in  favor  of  paying  him  for  such  property,  destroyed  by  fire, 
as  was  useful,  necessary,  and  proper  for  him  to  have  in  quarters  in  the 
service  in  the  line  of  duty,  and  recommend  striking  out  all  after  the  en- 
acting clause  and  inserting  what  follows  in  italics. 

The  claimant  filed  a  schedule  of  property  claimed  to  have  been  lost, 
in  which  there  are  many  items  which  may  have  been  convenient  and 
pleasant  to  have,  but  which  were  by  no  means  necessary  for  an  officer 
in  the  service  in  the  line  of  duty,  even  in  quarters. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  that  the  amount  to  be  paid  shall 
not  exceed  $500,  which  sum,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  is  amply 
sufficient  to  compensate  claimant  for  the  actual  cash  value  of  all  neces- 
sary and  proper  articles  which  may  have  been  destroyed. 
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Mr.  Chilcott,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  tlie  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3581.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Pen8io7iSj  to  uchmn  teas  referred  the  bill  {H.  R.  3681) 
ffranting  a  pension  t4>  Lizzie  M.  Mitchell^  having  carefully  considered  the 
same,  snbmit  the  follotcing  report : 

The  House  Committee  on  Pensions,  in  their  report,  have  correctly 
stated  the  facts  of  the  case,  which  your  committee  adopt  as  their  own. 
Their  report  is  as  follows : 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PenniovH^  1o  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  3581)  granting  a 
pension  to  Mm.  Lizzie  M,  MitcheU,  having  had  the  same  under  consideration ^  beg  leave  to 
submit  the  following  report: 

Upon  examination  of  the  papers  in  this  case,  your  committee  adopt  substantially  the 
following  re))ort  made  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  and  recommend  the  passage  of 
the  bill : 

"We  find  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  submitted  to  the  committee  and  origi- 
nally file<l  at  the  Pension  Office  that  the  petitioner  is  the  widow  of  Capt.  John  Mitcli- 
ell,  of  the  First  Uuit-ed  States  Infantry,  who  served  faithfully  in  the  Army  cf  the 
United  States,  both  before  and  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion.'  When  the  First  and 
Forty-thinl  Regiments  of  United  States  Infantry  were  consolidated.  Captain  Mitchell, 
then  brevet  lieutenant-coUmel,  was  examined  by  a  board  of  officers  and  found  to  be  so 
severely  wounded  as  to  be  unable  to  do  active  duty.  He  was  placed  on  *  waiting 
orders/  and  afterwards  sent  on  several  details  with  recniits  to  the  forts  in  the  Indian 
Territory  and  other  remote  points.  Just  after  the  performance  of  one  of  these  duties 
he  returned  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  laboring  greatly  with  his  wound,  and  died  at  that 
point  November  13,  18H9.  The  widow  has  made  an  earnest  attem])t  to  obtain  a  pen- 
sion, but  in  view  of  the  record  the  Pension  Office  declines  to  admit  her.  This  record 
is  the  certiticate  of  the  assistant  surgeon  of  the  post,  in  which  the  cause  of  the  death 
of  the  soldier  is  given  as  '  alcoholism  '  and  disease  not  incident  to  the  service  and  line 
of  duty.  The  petitioner  has  tiled  with  your  committee  a  mass  of  evidence  of  the  most 
respectable  character,  which  is  undoubtedlv  entitled  to  credence,  and  from  a  thorough 
examination  of  the  same,  your  committee  believe  that  she  is  entitled  to  the  relief  she 
seeks. 

"Briefly  recapitulated,  Uie  evidence  against  the  record  made  by  the  surgeons  at  Fort 
Leavenworth  is  about  as  follows: 

**  The  commanding  officer  of  the  deceased  officer's  rejjiraent,  in  a  eulogistic  letter, 
says :  '  His  death  was  undoubtedly  owing  to  the  effect  of  wounds  received  during  his 
gallant  and  efficient  service  in  the  Army.'  One  of  the  lieutenants  of  his  company, 
who  was  preseot  with  him  at  Fort  Leavenworth  at  the  time  of  his  death,  states  as 
follows : 

"  *I  know  Captain  Mitchell  to  be  a  strictly  temperate  man  in  every  respect,  com- 
manding the  respect  of  those  under  him  and  the  contidence  of  those  above  him.  The 
last  time  I  met  him  was  on  recruiting  service  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  in  1869.  The 
principal  duty  which  he  was  performing  was  conducting  recruits  across  the  plains  to 
I>ost8  on  the  remote  frontiers,  a  duty  most  arduous  and  trying  in  its  nature,  and  re- 
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quiring  the  officerB  iu  charge  not  only  to  perform  their  duties  efficiently  and  discreetly, 
but  to  exercise  a  paternal  care  over  the  inexperienced  recruits.  If  my  opinion  should 
be  of  any  weight,  from  knowing  Captaiu  Mitchell  so  long  and  intimately  as  I  have,  I 
shonld  unhesitatingly  assign  the  cause  of  his  death  to  wounds  received  in  action.' 

**  Thomas  Hill,  who  was  the  body-servant  of  the  officer  from  1B64  until  his  death, 
states : 

"  *  He  was  ba<lly  shot  in  one  arm,  »o  that  I  hwl  to  be  near  and  asnist  him.  Knew  his 
character  and  hjibits  well ;  they  were  good.  The  captain  was  not  a  drinking  man  in 
the  sense  in  which  that  term  was  un<lerstocMl ;  he  was  always  present  for  every  duty, 
even  more  so  than  any  of  the  lieutenants  under  his  command. 

**  ♦  I  was  with  Captain  Mitchell  at  Fort  Leavenworth  before  and  at  the  time  of  his 
death.  The  captain  had  been  on  (luty  about  two  weeks  when  he  died.  He  was  suffer- 
ing from  cold,  and  was  not  well  when  he  was  ordered  to  take  recruits  out  to  Fort 
Scott.  When  he  returned  he  was  suifering  very  much  with  a  cold,  and  was  otherwise 
very  unwell.  His  friends  tried  to  get  him  to  remain  in  the  house  and  not  to  do  so 
much  duty,  but  after  returning  from  his  trip  he  took  his  tour  as  officer  of  the  day, 
which  entirely  prostrated  him.  He  was  taken  down  sick,  and  never  Icit  his  bed.  The 
assistant  surgeon  came  to  see  him  on  Friday,  the  I2th,  but  did  not  appeiir  to  think  he 
was  very  sick.  I  was  uneasy  about  him,  and  I  thought  he  was  sicker  than  the  assist- 
ant surgeon  seemed  to  consider  him.  In  the  afternoon  of  the  13<h  the  assistant  sur- 
geon came  to  see  the  captain,  but  did  not  appear  to  couHider  him  very  sick. 

"  *  I  asked  the  assistant  surgeon  what  was  the  matter  with  the  captaiu.  Herepliexl, 
*It  was  very  strange;  I  do  not  know  exactly,  but  think  it  is  from  having  been 
wounded  so  severely  and  so  often  during  tiie  war.'  The  captaiu  suffered  very  much 
from  the  wounds.' 

*'Dr.  Edward  W.  Lee.  surgeon  P.  F.  W.  and  C.  Railroad,  certifies  that — 

"  *He  was  acciuainted  with  the  deceased  officer  from  the  latter  part  of  1866  to  the 
time  of  his  death.  During  that  time  he  had  frequent  opportunities  of  observing  his 
habits,  and  that  at  all  times  his  condition  was  such  as  became  an  officer  and  a  gentle- 
man ;  at  no  time  did  he  seem  untit  to  do  his  duty.  He  was  suffering  from  necrosis  of 
the  bones  of  the  right  leg,  and  at  times  a  blood-vessel  would  ulcerate  through,  caus- 
ing profuse  hemorrhage.  There  was  an  ulcer  on  the  leg  all  the  titue,  and  several 
pieces  of  bone  came  through  at  different  times.  He  had  been  wouuded  no  less  than 
four  times.  The  right  elbow  was  excis^^d  from  injury,  and  he  had  a  bullet  in  the  left 
hip.     These  injuries  undermined  his  health. 

'*  *  I  saw  Captaiu  Mitchell  for  the  last  time  alive  (September,  1869)  on  his  way-to  the 
West,  and  from  my  observation  I  can  truthfully  say  that  his  physical  condition  was 
such  as  to  untit  him  for  the  exposure  thcit  he  subsequently  underwent.  I  had  an  op- 
portunity to  examine  the  body  after  its  arrival  at  Chicago,  and  considering  that  no 
special  means  were  used  for  preservation,  the  condition  of  the  remains  would  preclude 
the  notion  that  the  cause  of  death  was  alcoholism.' 

**  Corroborating  the  testimony  as  to  the  good  character  and  even  habits  of  the  de- 
ceased Jire  letters  from  several  general  officers  who  ha<l  personal  and  intimate  knowl- 
edge i»f  the  deceased.  The  surgeon  who  made  the  record  in  lr569  has  been  written  to, 
and  we  find  the  following  n  emoranda  in  the  case : 

**  Maj.  David  S.  Magruder,  surgeon,  U.  S.  A.,  under  date  of  February  7,  1>78 :  *That 
it  is  nor.  possible  to  give  any  information  about  the  case  of  Capt.  John  Mitchell,  as  at 
this  date  he  has  no  recollection  of  it  whatever.' 

"  B.  J.  D.  Irving,  surgeon  and  brevet  colonel,  U.  S.  A.,  in  a  statement  written  at  Fort 
Wayne,  Mich.,  January  24,  1871,  says  that  in  the  summer  and  autumn  of  1866,  while 
he  was  serving  as  post  surgeon  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kans.,  he  knew  Captain 
Mitchell  during  a  period  of  six  or  seven  months,  and  that  his  habits  were  good — those 
of  a  temperate  man;  th.it  he  was  badly  crippled  from  severe  wouufls,  but  was  looked 
ui>on  as  one  of  the  most  promising  and  efficient  young  officers  at  the  jKist. 

"The  evidence  of  the  body-servant  above  referred  to  shows  that  this  surgeon  had 
never  seen  or  attended  the  captain  except  immediately  before  his  death,  when  he  ex- 
presse<l  ignorance  of  the  immediate  disease. 

**  Th<3  record  of  the  Adjutant-General's  office  gives  the  following  showing  of  the 
wounding  of  this  officer: 

"  '  Wounded  August  11,  18G0,  shot  in  left  hip,  rifle  bullet,  in  engagement  with  Gosh 
Utes  and  Bannocks  in  the  Ute  territory.  2d.  Antietam,  right  hand  and  face,  Septem- 
ber 17,  1862,  by  premature  explosion  of  r2-ton  gun.  :M.  On  or  about  November  14, 
1863,  pistol  wound  received  in  right  leg  accidentally  by  horse  falling  through  bridge 
near  ihippahannock  Station,  Va.  4th.  Wounded  in  light  elbow  in  action  on  Quaker's 
Road,  near  Boydtown  Plank  Road,  Va.,  March  14,  1835.  Operation,  resection  head 
of  ulva  and  radius,  union  of  extremities  of  these  bones  and  humerus  motion  very 
slight.' 

"  Yo:ir  committee,  after  a  thorouirh  cousideration  of  the  ca<»e,  believe  that  the  arbi- 
trary record  made  by  the  siirgeosi  h;is  done  great  injustice  to  the  petitioner,  and  that 
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w^hile  the  Pension  Office  is  precladed  from  action  in  her  behalf  by  that  record,  her 
case  is  entitled  to  the  consideration  and  action  of  Congress.  We  therefore  report 
favorably  upon  her  prayer,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill." 

Your  committee,  in  adopting  the  report  made  by  the  House  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions,  think  it  proper  to  say  that  in  a  case  where  "  chronic 
alcoholism"  is  alleged  to  have  been  the  cause  of  death  it  is  highly 
proper  that  evidence  should  be  received  as  to  the  general  reputation  of 
the  deceased  for  sobriety  and  temperate  habits  for  some  time  prior  to 
his  death.  "Chronic  alcoholism"  is  not  the  result  of  a  single  spree,  or 
even  of  a  series  of  periodical  sprees,  but  becomes  a  disease  of  the  sys- 
tem by  long-continued  drunkenness;  therefore,  when  reputable  men 
make  oath  that  the  decee^ed  bore  the  reputation  of  being  a  temperate 
man  up  to  the  time  of  his  death,  when  their  association  with  the  de- 
ceased was  of  such  a  character  that  they  must  have  had  knowledge  of 
long-continued  drunkenness,  had  it  existed,  their  evidence  is  entitled  to 
great  weight.  Your  committee  report  the  bill  (H.  R.  3581)  back  with 
a  recommendation  that  it  pass. 


47th  CoNaRESS,  \  SENATE.  i  Rbpoet 
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Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  ou  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT; 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2089.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition  of  Caroline 
French^  praying  for  a  pension^  leaving  considered  the  same,  make  the  fol- 
lowing report: 

Petitioner  is  widow  of  Col.  William  H.  French,  U.  S,  A.,  who  died 
May  20, 1881,  while  on  the  retired  list,  of  apoplexy.  Her  son,  Frank 
S  .French,  who  wa^  a  captain,  died  September  4, 1865,  as  she  alleges,  in 
conseqaence  of  exposure  and  sickness  contracted  in  service  and  in  the 
line  of  duty. 

The  petitioner  asks  for  a  pension  of  $50  per  mouth,  because  of  the 
long  and  faithful  service  of  her  husband,  the  loss  of  her  son,  and  her 
alleged  necessitous  circumstances.  She  has  other  children  who  sup- 
port her,  but  whom  she  alleges  have  resources  barely  adequate  for 
their  own  support. 

Colonel  French  was  a  graduate  of  West  Point ;  appointed  ^gcond  lieu- 
tenant of  First  Artillery  July  1, 1837.  He  was  promoted  to  be  first 
lieutenant  January  9, 1838,  captain,  September  22, 1848,  major,  Second 
Artillery,  October  26, 1861,  lieutenant-colonel,  February  8, 1864,  colonel. 
Fourth  Artillery,  July  2, 1877.  He  was  made  a  brigadier-general  of 
Volunteers  October  24, 1861,  major-general  of  Volunteers,  February  1, 
1863 ;  mustered  out  of  Volunteer  service  May  6, 1864 ;  retired  with 
the  rank  of  colonel  U.  S.  A.,  at  his  own  request,  being  over  sixty-two 
years  of  age  July  1, 1880.  He  served  in  1837  and  1838  in  the  Florida 
war;  in  the  Mexican  war  in  1847;  against  the  Indians  in  18S6.  At  the 
breaking  out  of  the  war  he  was  stationed  at  Fort  Duncan,  Texas,  which 
post  he  evacuated  February  20, 1861,  marching  his  command  480  miles  to 
Fort  Brown,  where  he  took  transports  and  arrived  at  Key  West  March 
25,  1861,  saving  his  battery  by  his  prompt  action.  He  was  obliged  to 
leave  all  his  personal  property  behind  at  Fort  Duncan,  and  the  same 
alleged  by  the  petitioner  to  be  of  the  value  of  $1,200.  In  the  war  of 
the  rebellion  he  commanded  a  brigade  in  Sumner's  division.  Army  of 
the  Potomac,  from  December  1,  1861,  to  March,  1862 ;  brigade.  Second 
Corps,  to  September  12,  1 862 ;  third  division,  Second  Corps,  to  June 
24, 1863 ;  in  command  at  Harper's  Ferry,  from  June  27  to  29, 1863,  and 
of  troops  guarding  passes,  roads,  &c.,  to  July  7, 1863,  and  in  command 
of  Third  Corps,  Army  of  Potomac,  to  March  26, 1864.  His  aotive  service 
covered  a  period  of  forty-three  years.  He  was  a  faithful,  efficient,  and 
brave  officer. 


CAROLINE   FRENCH. 


In  view  of  the  long,  faithful,  and  distinguished  services  of  General 
French,  the  necessitous  condition  of  the  widow,  and  the  probability, 
shown  oy  evidence  in  the  case,  that  the  predisposing  cause  of  apoplexy, 
of  which  General  French  died,  existed  during  his  active  service,  the 
committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill,  giving  the 
petitioner  a  pension  of  $50  per  month.  / 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Kepobt 

l8t  Session.       )  \  No.  760. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JuxE  27,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Groome,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  follo^Ying 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  51«2.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  B.  53S2) 
granting  a  pension  to  Peter  J,  Welschbillig,  hare  carefully  considered  the 
same,  and  report : 

That  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives of  the  present  Congress  reported  ui)on  this  case  as  follows : 

That  Peter  J.  WelschbUlig  was  a  captain  in  Company  G,  of  the  Thirty-second  In- 
diana Regiment  Volunteer  Infantry.  He  enlisted  August  24, 1661,  and  was  discharged 
September  12,  18(>2,  for  disability  received  at  the  battle  of  Sbiloh,  Tenn.  A  shell 
struck  the  limb  of  a  tree,  knocking  the  limb  off,  which  struck  him  in  the  right  side, 
injuring  him  internally,  and  causing  a  fracture  of  the  ninth  and  tenth  ribs,  resulting 
in  inflammation  of  lungs  and  adhesion.  He  applied  for  a  pension  March  31, 1876,  and 
was  rejected  November  30,  1877,  on  the  report  of  a  special  agent  that  the  alleged  dis- 
ability was  not  due  to  the  service,  but  existed  at  date  of  enlistment.  The  evidence 
produced  and  secured  by  the  special  agent  does  not  contain  any  positive  proof  that 
the  injurj'  was  not  contracted  as  alleged  by  the  claimant.  On  the  contrary  all  the 
evidence  collected  by  the  special  agent  is  of  a  '^  hearsay''  character,  while  that  pro- 
duced by  the  petitioner  is  of  a  positive  and  straightforward  character.  Dr.  J.  Isler  tes- 
tifies that  petitioner  was  a  sound,  able-bodied  man,  not  afflicted  with  liver  disease,  lung 
adhesion,  or  injury  to  right  side,  or  any  disease  whatever  at  enlistment.  Col.  August 
Willich,  colonel  of  the  regiment,  testines  that  petitioner  was  injured  in  the  right  side 
by  heinff  struck  with  the  limb  of  a  tree  which  was  cut  off  and  thrown  by  a  shell  at 
Shiloh,  Tenn.,  April  7, 1862.  Jacob  Poster,  who  was  a  private  in  petitioner's  company, 
testifies  that  he  was  present  at  the  battle  of  Shiloh  with  the  petitioner,  and  was  en- 
gaged in  the  battle  with  him,  and  saw  the  limb  which  was  cut  off  by  a  shell  fall  upon 
him  and  knock  him  to  the  ground,  and  that  said  Captain  Welschbillig  was  assisted 
from  the  field  of  battle  by  three  comrades,  who  sprang  forward  to  his  aid,  and  that 
said  Welschbillig  at  the  time  of  said  accident  was  in  the  line  of  his  duty;  that  in 
stating  these  facts  he  speaks  from  his  own  personal  knowledge.  Charles  Franz  Weber, 
who  was  first  lieut>enant  of  the  company,  testifies  to  the  same  thing,  and  from  his  own 
personal  knowledge.  That  the  disability  still  exists,  and  has  been  continuous,  is  fully 
proven  by  the  testimony  of  Dr.  F.  D.  Leary,  who  testifies  that  claimant  is  now  and 
has  since  his  discharge  been  afflicted  with  adliesion  of  right  lung  caused  by  an  injury. 
He  also  testifies  he  was  called  in  October,  1862,  in  consultation  with  Dr.  Punehurst, 
and  Captain  Welschbillig  was  then  afflicted  with  said  disease  and  injury,  andlcnows 
of  his  own  personal  knowledge  that  the  disability  has  been  continuous.  Dr.  William 
F.  Cady  testifies  to  subst>autially  the  same  thing.  The  board  of  examiners  at  Lafay- 
ette, Ind.,  rate  his  disability  as  total,  and  say  that  it  is  the  result  of  a  limb  of  a  tree 
striking  him,  and  say  that  the  right  side  is  one  inch  less  in  expansion  than  the  left ; 
cannot  draw  a  full  breath  without  pain,  and  not  able  to  raise  his  right  arm  above  an 
angle  with  the  body ;  suffers  almost  constant  pain  in  side ;  dullness  over  right  lung ; 
crepitation  well  marked;  constant  cough;  appetite  impaired;  not  able  to  perform 
manual  labor  on  account  of  the  disability. 

In  view  of  all  these  facts,  which  seem  well  sustained,  your  committee  are  of  the 
opinion  that  Capt.  Peter  J.  Welschbillig  should  be  grauteu  a  pension,  and  report  the 
accompanying  bill,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


2  PETER   J.   WELSCHBILLIG. 

Your  committee  find  the  evidence  on  which  they  are  reqoired  to  pa«s 
to  be  substantially  as  stated  in  the  report  above  set  out.  They  find 
in  addition,  however,  that  Captain  Welschbillig,  when  tendering  his 
resignation,  did  not  put  it  upon  the  ground  that  he  was  disabled  by  an 
injury  received  in  the  service,  but  gave  as  the  reasons  therefor,  that 
during  the  last  few  weeks  his  health  had  come  to  such  a  low  state  that 
he  was  then  unable  to  perform  duty,  and  that  the  hearing  of  his  left 
ear  had  lately  been  lost;  and  that  neither  of  the  surgeons  who  gave  him 
certificates  of  disability  at  the  time  stated  the  fact  that  he  had  been  in- 
jured, while  one  of  them  stated  that  "the  history  of  his  family  would 
indicate  that  he  is  strongly  predisposed  to  pulmonary  phthisis." 

There  is  also  a  considerable  amount  of  "  hearsay"  evidence  firom  mem- 
bers of  his  company  who  were  in  the  battle  of  Shiloh  to  the  effect  that 
he  mysteriously  disappeared  from  said  battle-field,  and  they  believed  he 
was  not  injured  as  alleged,  but  that  he  left  to  avoid  danger. 

Your  committee  can  only  report  this  case  favorably  by  resolving  all 
the  doubts  which  surround  it  in  favor  of  the  applicant  for  pension.  The 
evidence  which  he  produces,  standing  alone,  would  be  sufficient  to  en- 
title him  to  a  pension,  but  the  committee's  faith  in  its  reliability  is  much 
shaken  by  that  taken  by  the  special  agent,  which,  while  of  a  hearsay 
and  negative  character,  furnishes  reason  to  doubt  whether  the  soldier's 
claim  is  entitled  to  favorable  consideration,  which  is  strengthened  by 
the  fact  that  the  apparently  strong  evidence  on  behalf  of  the  soldier's 
claim  is  ew parte  (as  under  the  law  it  necessarily  is),  and,  therefore,  en- 
titled to  less  weight  than  if  it  had  been  tested  by  a  cross-examination 
of  the  affiants.  On  the  whole,  however,  your  committee  prefer  to  err, 
if  at  all,  upon  the  side  of  liberality,  and  therefore  recommend  that  the 
bill  referred  to  them  do  pass. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Ebpoet 

1st  Session.      i  \  No.  761. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Juke  27. 1882.^0rdered  tp  be  priiited. 


Mr.  Oboome,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.2554.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (R.  B.  2554) 
granting  a  pension  to  Louis  Oroverman,  beg  leave  to  report  : 

That  they  find,  upon  examination  of  the  original  papers  on  file  in  the 
Pension  Office,  that  the  petitioner  was  a  private  in  Company  C,  First 
United  States  Infantry,  in  the  war  with  Mexico ;  that  he  enlisted  Sep- 
tember 29, 1845,  and  was  discharged  July  10, 1849.  His  application  for 
pension  was  filed  May  16, 1876.  The  records  of  the  War  Department 
fihow  him  to  have  done  duty  up  to  August  24, 1846.  when  he  is  reported 
*' absent,  sick,  at  Camargo";  rolls  for  January  and  February,  1847,  re- 
port him  present,  and  subsequent  rolls  up  to  1848,  in  August  of  which 
year,  he  is  reported  "  present,  sick.''  The  rolls  for  July  and  August  re- 
port him  discharged  for  disability  July  10, 1849,  at  Binggold  Barracks, 
Texas.  The  certificate  of  disability  on  which  he  was  discharged  the 
service  shows,  over  the  signature  of  the  officer  who  commanded-the  com- 
pany, that  he  had  been  unfit  for  duty  for  forty-two  days  during  the  last 
two  months  he  was  in  the  service.  The  surgeon's  certificate  finds  him 
^^  incapable  of  performing  the  duties  of  a  soldier  because  of  partial  pa- 
ralysis of  the  muscles  of  the  thighs  and  entire  paralysis  of  the  muscles 
of  the  legs." 

Two  comrades  of  Louis  Oroverman  testify  that  he  was  in  hospital 
sick  while  he  was  in  the  service,  and  that  they  ^'  know  and  remember, 
to  the  best  of  their  knowledge  and  eye-witness,"  that  he  had  at  that  time 
the  same  diseases  for  which  he  now  applies  to  be  pensioned,  namely, 
varicose  veins  and  heart  disease,  which  originated  in  the  service,  in  con- 
aeqnence  of  its  hardships  and  of  his  exposure  to  the  malarial  climate  of 
Mexico. 

On  the  23d  of  October,  1876,  the  petitioner  was  ordered  to  an  exami- 
nation before  a  board  of  examining  surgeons  of  the  Pension  Office  in 
Washington  City,  for  "  disability  resulting  from  varicose  veins  and  heart 
disease."    A  description  of  his  condition  was  given  as  follows: 

This  man  has  varicose  yeios  of  both  legs,  slight  of  the  rights  bat  large  and  tortnoas 
of  the  left,  extending  from  the  knee  to  the  ankle.  Has  slight  enlargement  of  the  heart. 
False  variable,  with  an  intermission  every  fifteen  or  twenty  beats.  Uses  tobacco,  bat 
not  to  excess.  He  says,  has  no  paralysis  now.  The  condition  of  the  veins  of  the  legs 
cannot  be  attribntable  to  paralysis,  nor  of  the  heart.  We  do  not  believe  his  condition 
is  in  any  way  dne  to  the  service. 

In  this  case,  it  will  be  observed,  there  was  no  application  for  a  pension 
until  nearly  twenty-seven  years  after  the  soldier  was  discharged,  and 


2  LOUIS   GROVERMAN. 

then  for  a  disability  different  from  that  for  which  the  soldier  was  dis- 
charged, and  of  such  a  character  that  the  board  of  examining  surgeons 
say  that  it  ^< cannot  be  attributable  to  the  original  disability,  which  no 
longer  exists." 

Under  these  circumstances,  your  committee  do  not  think  they  can  ac- 
cept the  statements  of  two  comrades,  made  upwards  of  twenty-seven 
years  after  the  soldier's  discharge,  and  who  only  testify  "to  the  best  of 
their  knowledge  and  eye-witness,''  as  sufficient  to  establish  or  render 
probable  the  fact  that  the  soldier  was  suffering  at  the  time  of  his  dis- 
charge from  a  disability  other  than  that  named  in  the  certificate  of  dis- 
charge. They  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  referred  to  them  do  not 
pass. 


^7th  CoNaBESS,  1  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.       )  )  ISo.  762. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  27,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Gboome,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  450.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {R.  B.  450)  for 
the  relief  of  Elizabeth  S/Seelej/j  have  considered  the  same,  and  report: 

That  Elizabeth  S.  Seeley  is  the  widow  of  Sherman  M.  Seeley,  late  a 
captain  iu  the  Twenty-seventh  Kegiment  New  York  Volunteers,  who 
died  in  September,  1873,  of  an  acute  fever,  without  ever  having  applied 
for  a  pension.  His  widow  applied  for  a  pension  in  January,  1875,  upon 
the  ground  that  the  remote  cause  of  her  husband-s  death  was  that  his 
health  was  greatly  enfeebled  and  his  constitution  undermined  by  disease 
contracted  in  the  service,  from  which  he  never  fully  recovered,  and 
hence  that  the  acute  fever  proved  fatal  when  otherwise  he  would  prob- 
ably have  recovered.  The  Pension  Bureau  rejected  her  claim  upon  the 
ground  that  the  disease  that  caused  her  husband's  death  was  not  the 
result  of  his  military  service. 

Your  committee  do  not  think  that  Mrs.  Seeley  has  established  the  fact 
that  her  husband's  death  is  traceable  to  his  military  service,  and  hence 
they  recommend  that  the  bill  referred  to  them  do  not  pass. 


\ 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       f  }  No.  763. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  27, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blair,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following^ 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.R.  803.] 

The  Cammittee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (H,  R,  803) 
granting  a  pension  to  Laban  Conner^  having  duly  cotisidered  the  samej 
submit  the  following  report : 

That  at  the  present  session  of  Congress  the  House  of  Representatives 
have  passed  a  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Laban  Conner.  The  report  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  which  correctly  states  the 
facts  in  the  case,  and  which  your  committee  adopt  as  their  own,  is  as 
follows : 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionSy  to  whom  woe  referred  the  hill  {ff.  R.  803)  granting  a 
pension  to  Laban  Conner ^  have  had  the  same  under  ooneiderationj  and  report : 

A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  this  claimant  was  favorably  considered  by  the  commit- 
tee on  Invalid  Pensions  at  the  second  session  of  the  Forty-sixth  Congress.  We  have 
again  examined  the  evidence  in  the  case,  and  find  the  report  made  to  the  Forty -sixth 
Congress  fnlly  sustained.    That  report  is  as  follows : 

''It  appears  that  Laban  Conner  was  serving  in  Company  K,  of  the  Eighth  Michigan 
Volunteers;  while  in  the  service  and  in  the  line  of  duty,  on  the  15th  day  of  Jnue^ 
1864,  at  Petersburg,  Ya.,  while  the  regiment  was  charging  the  enem^  the  company 
had  to  seek  cover  in  a  deep  rifle  pit ;  that  he  fell  just  at  the  edge  of  said  rifle  pit  roll- 
ing into  it,  and  before  he  could  raise  himself  up  the  men  who  were  Just  behind  him 
jumped  on  him  and  injured  his  back  so  that  he  could  not  get  up  or  away  without 
help.  A  few  days  alter  he  was  injured  he  was  sent  home  to  Michigan,  receiving  his 
discharge  and  a  pass  before  he  left  Petersburg.  On  his  way  home  he  lost  his  dis- 
charge, how  or  wnere  he  does  not  know :  he  was  not  treated  in  any  hospital  for  this 
disability,  but  came  on  to  his  home  in  Michigan,  where  he  was  treated  by  Dr.  Isaac 
Wixon,  his  family  physician,  who  also  testifies  that  he  was  acquainted  with  claimant 
and  has  been  since  1858,  and  before  he  enlisted  and  went  into  the  service  in  1864  he 
was  a  strong,  healthy,  and  sound  man.  The  CommiBsioner  of  Pensions  rejected  the 
claim  on  the  ground  that  he  was  not  mustered  into  the  service.  While  the  records  in 
the  War  Department  do  not  show  his  service  as  an  enlisted  man,  the  testimony  of 
Capt.  £.  M.  Hovey,  of  said  re^^ent,  is  to  the  effect  that  he  saw  the  claimant  mus- 
tered into  the  service.  This  is  corroborated  by  the  testimony  of  Edward  Marum^ 
captain  of  Company  £,  and  Ben.  F.  Pears,  orderly  sergeant  of  Company  G,  same 
regiment,  and  their  testimony  also  proves  conclusively  that  the  claimant  received  the 
disability  at  the  time  and  place  alleged.  And  Dr.  G.  £.  Wolers,  examining  surgeon 
at  Fentonville,  Mich.,  certifies  that  he  has  examined  the  claimant  and  finds  that  the 
disability  originated,  as  stated  by  claimant,  in  the  service  and  in  the  line  of  duty,  and 
that  the  disability  is  permanent  and  wiU  continue  to  increase.     He  says: 

*'  'I  find  soreness,  on  pressure,  in  the  spine  between  and  below  the  shoulder  blade ; 
also  curvature  of  the  spine.  There  is  a  pain  extending  from  the  spine  to  the  right 
side  just  under  the  bn-ast.  The  head  and  shoulders  are  thrown  forward  so  much  that 
he  cannot  stand  erect  The  curvature  is  on  the  increase.  There  is  extreme  weakness 
in  the  spine,  so  much  so  that  it  is  difficult  for  him  to  rise  when  down.' 

'*  In  sMldition  to  the  preceding  testimony  in  regard  to  the  service  of  Laban  Conner  iu 


2  LABAN   CONNER. 

the  regiment  aud  company  in  which  he  served,  Corporal  William  S.  Jewell,  of  the 
company  in  which  Conner  served,  testifies  nnder  oath  that — 

'*  *  He  is  personally  acquainted  with  Laban  Conner,  late  a  private  of  Company  E, 
Eighth  Begiment  Michigan  Infantry;  knew  him  before  he  enlisted;  saw  bim  in  the 
lines  at  the  city  of  Flint,  where  he  was  mustered,  together  with  myself  and  others. 
While  drawn  in  line  the  pavmaster  called  each  man's  name  in  the  order  in  which  it 
came,  and  he  heard  Laban  Conner's  name  called,  and  saw  him  draw  one  month's  pay 
and  hrst  installment  of  bounty,  amounting  in  all  to  $73,  and  saw  him  make  his  mark 
to  pay-roll,  and  knows  that  he  drew  his  clothiug,  gun,  and  rations ;  he  saw  him  in 
the  battle  of  the  Wilderness,  and  the  light  in  front  of  Petersburg,  and  the  battle  of 
Spottsylvania.  He  knows  of  him  being  disabled  and  discharged  for  his  present  dis- 
ability.' 

"  And  he  further  testifies  that  said  Conner  was  a  good,  faithful  soldier,  never  shirk- 
ing his  duty.  Capt.  Edwin  M.  Hovey,  captain  of  the  company,  testifies  to  substau- 
ticQly  the  same  thing  as  does  Corporal  Jewell,  and  says,  in  addition,  that  when  Conner 
drew  his  Hrst  month's  pay  and  part  bounty,  in  all  |73,  be  gave  it  to  him  (Captain 
Hovey)  for  safe  keeping.  He  also  testifies  to  tbe  faithful  service  of  the  soldier,  and  to 
the  fact  of  his  being  disabled  as  stated,  and  being  discharged  in  consequence  of  tbe 
disability. 

'^  John  Reason  swears  on  oath  that  he  was  the  neighborof  Laban  Conner,  and  when 
he  enlisted  in  the  Army  he  went  with  him  to  the  city  of  Flint,  and  was  there  when  he 
was  enlisted  and  sworn  into  the  service,  and  saw  him  after  he  received  his  bounty  and 
:first  month's  pay,  and  received  from  Captain  Hovey,  of  tbe  company  in  which  Conner 
had  enlisted,  the  said  sum  of  $73,  mentioned  in  the  afiidavit  of  Captain  Hovey,  on  the 
order  of  Conner.  This  seems  to  prove  clearly  the  service  of  the  soldier ;  and  the  fact 
that  his  name  is  not  on  the  rolls  of  the  War  Department  seems  to  be  an  omission  or 
neglect  on  the  part  of  some  one  whieh  has  worked  a  great  injury  to  this  claimant. 

'*  While  the  claimant  may  not  have  a  legal  right  to  a  pension,  in  oonsequfmce  of  this 
omission  in  the  records,  he  has  an  equitable  one ;  and  as  he  served  faithfully  as  a 
brave  soldier  in  the  Army  and  obtained  his  disability  while  in  line  of  duty,  and  his 
officers  and  comrades  all  testifying  to  his  general  worth  as  a  soldier,  and  the  medical 
testimony  proving  that  his  disability  is  such  that  demands  a  pension,  your  committee 
feel  that  this  is  a  meritorious  case,  and  waive  the  fact  that  the  records  in  the  War 
Department  do  not  show  his  enlistment,  and  report  in  fajror  of  the  bill  granting  said 
Laban  Conner  a  pension.  They,  therefore,  report  back  the  accompanying  bill  aud 
recommend  that  it  do  pass." 

There  seems  to  be  no  question  whatever  but  that  the  soldier  performed 
the  services  alleged,  and  that  he  was  regularly  enlisted,  and  was  dis- 
charged for  disability  incurred  in  line  of  duty.  The  only  irregularity  in 
the  record  appears  to  be  that  his  name  does  not  appear  on  the  muster- 
roll.  This  committee  has  given  relief  in  similar  cases,  and  they  believe 
that  Laban  Conner  is  equitably  entitled  to  a  pension,  and  accordingly 
report  back  the  bill  (H.  R.  803)  with  the  recommendation  that  it  pass. 


47th  Congbess,  >  SENATE.  i  Eeport 
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Junk  27,  1882.— Ordere^  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blaib,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  1048.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions  rejiorts  in  favor  of  bill  H.  B.  1048,  granting 
increase  of  pension  to  Bernard  Brady,  late  private  Company  I,  Fourth 
Begiment  United  States  Infantry,  from  $24  to  $50,  for  loss  of  left  leg  and 
part  of  right  foot.  The  report  of  the  House  committee  states  the  facts 
as  follows,  and  we  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill : 

That  Bernard  Brady  was  a  private  in  Company  I,  Fourth  United  States  Infantry. 
From  wonnds  received  in  the  service,  and  in  tne  line  of  dnty,  he  now  draws  a  pension 
of  $24  per  month.  He  applied  for  an  increase  of  i)ension  October  13, 1879,  alleeine  the 
loss  of  left  foot  and  the  toes  and  heel  of  his  right  foot,  rendering  him  totally  msabled, 
and  requiring  the  attendance  of  an  attendant  all  tne  time,  llis  application  for  in- 
crease of  pension  was  rejected  because  his  right  foot  was  not  ampntoted  above  the 
ankle.  While  it  is  tme  that  he  has  a  piece  of  a  foot,  that  is,  a  foot  without  toes  or 
heel,  it  is  equally  true  that,  so  far  as  locomotion  is  concerned,  he  is  worse  off  than  if 
the  foot  was  amputated.  This  is  the  view  of  the  board  of  medical  examiners  at  the 
Pension  Office,  and  they  so  certify.  He  is  a  man  virtually  without  feet,  and,  in  the 
opinion  of  your  committee,  is  entitled  to  the  same  pension  now  paid  to  men  who  have 
lost  both  feet  in  the  service.  Your  committee  therefore  report  oack  the  accompany- 
ing bill  and  recommend  that  it  do  pass. 


47Trf  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Repobt 
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June  "27 y  188*2.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Sherman,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1732.] 

The  Committee  on  Finance^  to  ichom  was  referred  the  hill  {8. 1732)  to  re- 
fund excessive  duties  levied  by  overvaluation  of  Austrian  paper  floriny 
have  considered  the  same,  and  respectfully  report: 

This  is  a  claim  of  importers  from  Austria-Hungary  to  recover  about 
9  per  centum  excess  of  ad  valorem  duties  levied  on  their  invoices 
shipped  from  Austria-Hungary  between  June  1,  1878,  and  January, 
1879.  The  excess  of  duties  was  due  to  an  overestimate  of  the  Austrian 
silver  florin,  used  as  a  medium  of  estimating  the  value  of  the  Austrian 
paper  florin  in  United  States  money,  the  invoices  all  being  made  out  in 
paper  florins. 

The  error  was  due  to  a  change  from  the  gold  to  the  silver  florin,  at 
an  obsolete  valuation  of  the  latter  of  45.3  cents.  This  error  had  been 
allowed  to  stand  in  the  tables  prepared  by  the  Director  of  the  Mint  fbr 
several  years,  though  the  silver  florin  was  not  being  used,  the  gold 
florin  having  then  been  used  as  the  standard.  This  error  could  not  be 
corrected  by  the  Director  of  the  Mint  until  the  1st  of  January  following. 
The  gold  florin  was  then  returned  to  as  a  standard  in  the  year  1879; 
but  in  1880  the  silver  florin  was  again  declared  the  standard,  at  its  true 
value  in  the  United  States  gold  dollar,  viz,  41.3.  Thus  the  estimate  of 
45.3  cents  was  officially  admitted  to  be  4  cents  per  florin,  or  about  9  per 
centum,  in  excess  of  the  true  value.  The  importers  appealed  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  but  he  had  no  power  to  correct  the  error 
until  the  end  of  the  year.  They  then  brought  suit,  but  the  Supreme 
Court  declared  that  it  had  no  i)ower  to  go  behind  the  Director  of  the 
Mint's  table,  the  table  not  showing  but  that  the  silver  florin  was  esti- 
mated at  its  true  value  in  the  gold  dollar,  as  required  by  law. 

Here,  then,  was  in  fact  an  overestimate  of  Austro-Hungarian  invoices 
for  seven  months,  which  could  only  be  redressed  by  Congress. 

The  Austro-Hungarian  Government  thereupon  demanded  the  refund 
of  the  excess  of  duties  to  the  importers  as  a  treaty  obligation.  The 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States  responded  by  letter  of  April 
28,  1881,  in  which,  after  stating  the  claim  of  Austria-Hungary,  he  says: 

Whatever  may  be  said  on  the  qiieHtion  from  a  purely  lecal  standpoint,  I  have 
reached  the  conclusion  from  that  of  equity  and  justice  that  tne  parties  who  pre8^>ni 
this  claim  through  your  government  have  been  obliged  to  pay  (in  the  year  1878)  im- 
port duties  on  a  valuation  of  the  goods  thus  imported  from  Austria-Hungary  in  excess 
of  what  that  valuation  should  have  been  under  the  revenue  laws  of  the  United  States. 
Upon  the  information  laid  before  me,  I  am  able  to  fix  the  excess  at  4  cents  per  florin, 
in  round  numbers,  or  9  per  cent,  excess  of  valuation. 

The  accounting  officers  of  tlie  Tn-asury  D<»partni«»nf,  liowever,  conceive  that  under 


2  AUSTRIAN   PAPER    FLORIN. 

existing  law  no  authority  is  left  with  that  department  to  refund  the  duties  thus  ex- 
acted and  collected,  without  express  direction  from  Congress.  In  deference  to  this 
view,  I  will  take  early  occasion  to  bring  the  subject  to  the  attention  of  the  President, 
wh0|  I  do  not  doubt,  will  direct  the  proper  application  to  be  made  to  that  bodv  for 
such  anthori'y  as  may  be  found  essential  to  a  just  and  equitable  settlement  of  the 
matter. 

This  bill  is  now  brought  before  Congress  to  refund  to  importers  the 
amount  that  may  be  found  to  have  been  exacted  from  them  by  reason 
of  the  overvaluation  of  the  silver  florin  within  the  period  named,  and 
its  passage  is  recommended,  as  amended. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  Report 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  27,  188'2.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Harrison,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs ,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  petition  of 
L.  A.  Thibouty  having  considered  the  same^  respectfully  report: 

The  petitioner  was  a  lieutenant  in  the  Seventy -third  United  States 
Colored  Troops.  On  August  26, 1863,  he  was  dishonorably  dismissed  the 
service  by  a  summary  order.  The  following  letters  from  the  Secretary 
of  War  and  the  Adjutant-General  of  the  Army  state  the  facts  as  they 
appear  in  the  War  Department : 

War  Department, 
WaMngton  City,  June  2,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  16th  altimO| 
inclosing  the  petition  of  L.  A.  Thibout.  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  formerly  second  lieutenant 
Seventy-third  Regiment  of  United  States  Colored  Troops,  requesting  a  revocation  of 
the  order  of  August  26,  1863,  dismissing  him,  from  the  military  service,  and  that  an 
honorable  discharge  be  granted  him,  to  date  from  September  27,  1865,  and  claiming 
that  his  dismissal  was  illegal  because  he  was  never  tried  by  a  court-martial. 

In  accordance  with  your  invitation  for  any  suggestions  I  may  have  to  make,  I  have 
to  remark  that  at  the  time  this  officer  wais  dismissed  it  did  not  require  the  sentence  of 
a  court-martial  to  expel  an  officer  from  the  service,  as  the  President  was  authorized 
to  summarily  dismiss  officers. 

It  would  seem  that  the  evidence  upon  which  this  officer  might  have  been  convicted 
upon  the  charges  preferred  against  him  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  July,  1863,  ^'for 
cowardice,  breach  of  arrest,  and  absence  without  leave,''  was  not  preserved,  and  to 
^ive  him  a  hearing  at  this  time  would  probably  result  in  his  vinaication,  however 
improper  such  resiut  might  be. 

lonr  attention  is  invited  to  the  accompanying  report  of  the  27th  ultimo,  from  the 
Adjutant-General,  oif  the  subject. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 

Hon.  B.  Harrison, 

Of  Committee  on  Military  Ajfairsy  United  States  Senate, 

P.  8. — ^The  petition  of  Mr.  Thibout  is  returned  herewith. 


War  DEPARTMB>fT,  Adjutant-General's  Office, 

Washington,  May  27,  1862. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  letter,  dated  16th  instant,  of  the  Hon. 
Benjamin  Harrison,  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate, inclosing  the  petition  of  L.  A.  Thibout  to  Congress,  for  an  honorable  dis- 
charge, with  request  to  be  furnished  with  such  information  relative  thereto  as  the 
records  of  the  department  may  afford,  and  to  report  as  follows: 

Louis  Arthur  Thibout  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  second  lieutenant  Seventy- 
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third  Re^ment  of  United  States  Colored  Troops,  to  date  September  27,  1862,  to  serv^ 
three  years. 

From  the  records  of  this  office  it  appears  that  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  July, 
1863,  charges  *' for  cowardice,  breach  of  arrest,  and  absence  without  leave ^  were  pre- 
ferred against  Lieutenant  Thibout  and  other  officers  of  his  regiment,  with  a  view 
to  their  trial  by  ceneral  court-martial,  but  upon  the  statement  of  tne  regimental 
commander  that  the  charges  could  be  substantiated  by  unimpeachable  evidence,  and 
the  recommendation  of  General  George  L.  Andrews,  commanding  Corps  d'Afriqne,  that 
these  officers  be  at  once  dismissed  the  service,  the  officers  named,  including  Lieu- 
tenant Thibout,  were  dishonorably  dismissed  the  service,  for  the  causes  stated,  in 
Special  Orders  from  the  Department  of  the  Gulf,  dated  August  26,  1863. 

At  this  late  date  the  department  is  powerless  to  revoke  the  dismissal  or  grant  him  an 
honorable  discharge,  and,  therefore,  any  relief  to  which  he  may  be  entitled  can  only 
be  afforded  by  Congressional  leffislation. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  vour  obedient  servant, 

CHALT^CEY  McKEEVER, 

A8»i9tant  Adjutant-General, 

Hon.  the  Secretary  of  War. 

The  petitioner  claims  that  he  was  illegally  dismissed,  but  in  this  he 
is  mistaken.  He  asks  that  a  committee  be  appointed  ^'  to  investigate 
his  case  and  refer  it  to  conrt-martial."  We  do  not  think  this  relief  can 
be  granted.  Nearly  twenty  years  have  gone  by  since  Jtiis  dismissal,  and, 
so  far  as  this  committee  are  advised,  no  application  for  relief  was  made 
nntil  now. 

We  recommend  that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  be  not  granted,  and 
that  the  committee  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of  it. 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  i  Report 
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June  28, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  HoAB,  fix>m  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2099.] 

The  Committee  on  Olaiins,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  the  'execu- 
tors of  John  W.  Forney  J  have  considered  the  same^  and  respectfully 
rqport: 

The  case  is  well  stated  in  the  petition  which  we  insert. 

Petition  for  ihe  relitf  of  the  estate  of  John  TV.  Forney ^  deceased. 

To  the  Honorable  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  of  America  : 

The  petition  of  the  Bubecriben,  citizens  of  Philadelphia,  in  the  Commonwealth  of 
Peunsylyania,  respectfollT  showeth: 

That  John  W.  Forney,  late  of  said  city,  died  on  the  9th  day  December,  A.  D.  1881, 
leaving  a  last  will  and  testament  dated  the  4th  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1874,  and  admitted 
to  probate  by  the  register  of  wills  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia  aforesaid  on  the  23d 
day  of  December,  A.  D.  1881,  and  that  letters  testamentary  were  granted  to  the  exec- 
utors in  said  will  named  (a  copy  of  which  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  Exhibit  A). 

That  your  petitioners  are  the  same  persons  named  as  executors  in  said  will,  which 
contains  inter  alia  the  following  provision,  to  wit : 

''2l8t  item.  Inasmuch  as  during  the  time  that  I  held  the  office  of  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  I  made  good  and  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the*  United 
States,  out  of  my  own  moneys,  a  large  sum  which  it  appeared  had  been  misappropri- 
ated or  taken  by  one  of  my  subordinates  out  of  the  moneys  for  which  I  was  officially 
accountable  as  such  Secretary,  but  under  circumstances  and  in  a  manner  which  did 
not  reflect  in  any  way  upon  my  administration  of  said  office  for  care  and  vigilance  in 
regard  to  the  public  funds  intrusted  thereto,  as  fully  appears  by  a  report  of  a  com- 
mittee of  said  Senate  appointed  to  investigate  the  matter,  and  such  making  good  and 
payment  bv  me  was  made  promptly  and  without  hesitation,  and  without  question  as 
to  my  legal  liability  to  make  good  such  loss,  of  which  there  was  a  strong  doubt ;  and 
inasmuch  as  Congress  has  in  several  instances  acted  for  the  relief  of  those  who  have 
made  payments  into  the  Treasury  under  circumstances  similar  to  my  own,  my  will  is, 
and  I  hereby  direct,  that  it  shall  and  may  be  lawful  for  my  said  executors  and  trustees 
at  any  time  to  take  such  measures  in  such  way  as  they  deem  best  and  most  expedient 
to  obtain  a  repayment  from  the  United  States  to  my  estate  of  the  sum  so  paid  by  me ; 
and  I  do  this  especially  because  some  amount  of  the  incnmbranbes  now  existing  against 
xny  real  totate,  and  ot  my  indebtedness,  and  which  may  embarrass  my  executors  and 
trustees  in  the  settlement  and  management  of  my  estate,  and  the  trusts  under  this 
will  were  created  and  had  their  origin  in  the  efforts  I  had  to  make  to  raise  the  money 
for  such  payment  into  the  Treasury  as  aforesaid." 

And  your  petitioners,  iu  accordance  with  the  direction  in  said  will,  hereby  make 
application  to  your  honorable  bmly  for  a  repayment  of  a  portion  of  the  moneys  paid 
into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  aforesaid,  and  submit  herewith  the  follow- 
ing facts  as  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  committee  of  the  Senate  to  audit  and  control 
the  contingent  expenses,  to  whom  was  referred  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  to  examine 
and  thoroughly  investigate  the  accounts  of  John  W.  Forney,  then  Seor«»tary  of  the 
Senate,  from  the  date  ot  his  election  (a  copy  of  which  report  being  hereto  annexed, 
marked  Exhibit  B),  together  with  certain  additional  facts  relating  thereto. 

John  W.  Forney  entered  upon  the  duties  of  Secretary  of  the  .Senate  on  the  15th  day 
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of  July,  A.  D.  1861,  and  remained  In  contlnno^'  service  as  such  bfififecn*  until  the  4th 
day  of  June,  A.  D.  1868.  when  he  resigned  the  officeC  In  October,  1867,'  rumors  appeared 
in  the  public  prints  alleging  a  defalcation  or  misuse'  df  the  funds  of  the  Senate  in  the 
hands  of  the  Secretary,  ana  led  to  the  passage  of  a  resolution  to  exanrine  the  accounts 
of  the  Secretary.  At  the  time  of  the  appointment  of  the' committee  under  the  resolu- 
tion and  during  the  progress  of  its  work,  it  appeared,  bv  reference  to  an  official  state- 
ment obtained  from  the  Treasury  Department,  dated  April  18, 1868,  that  the  whole 
sum  advanced  to  the  Secretary  before  that  time  was  |4, 125,713.99,  and  that  the  sums 
passed  to  his  credit  io  said  department  on  vouchers  paid  by  hhn  and  audited  there, 
together  with  the  sums  paid  by  him  and  not  yet  passed  by  the  accounting  officers,  but 
examined  by  the  committee  and  found  correct,  and,  with  the  cash  en  hand,  left  the 
Secretary  toe  creditor  to  a  small  amount,  and  that  no  losses  were  snstained  by  the 
government  through  his  action.  On  the  contrary^  the  evidence  taken  by  the  commit- 
tee completely  vindicated  him  from  such  Imputation. 

It  also  appeared,  however,  that  on  the  2:M  day  of  December,  1867,  there  was  an 
actual  deficit  in  the  Secretary's  accounts  adjusted  and  unadjusted  of  $35,486,  and  that 
to  make  good  the  deficit  as  soon  as  it  came  to  his  knowledge  the  Secretary  raised  and 
placed  in  the  official  safe  in  his  office,  subject  to  disbursement,  the  sum  of  $35,200. 

The  committee  say  :  "  Whilst  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  to  sign  the  requisi- 
tions ou  the  Treasury,  he  in  no  case  received  or  paid  out  the  money  drawn.  The 
actual  control  and  disbursement  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  is  with  the 
financial  clerk,  who  is  one  of  the  officers  of  the  Senate  and  assigned  to  that  particular 
duty  by  the  Secretaiy.  The  financial  clerkship  is  an  office  of  much  importance,  and  the 
I>er8on  who  fills  it  shonld  be  a  man  of  high  integrity  and  competency.  He  prepares 
requisitions  upon  the  Treasury,  fiom  which  all  moneys  are  drawn,  receives  the  money 
BO  drawn,  has  exclusive  control  of  the  safe  in  which  it  is  kept,  and  makes  all  disbarse- 
mente  therefrom." 

It  further  appears  that  Mr.  Samuel  Wagner,  of  York,  Pa.,  was  the  financial  clerk  in 
the  office  of  the  Secretary  at  the  time  the  default  occurred.    The  committee  say: 

*^  Mr.  Wagner  was  selected  by  the  Secretary  as  a  man  entirely  competent  and  reliable 
to  perform  the  duties  of  financial  clerk.  While  discharging  those  duties  he  was 
esteemed  by  members  of  the  Senate  and  by  others  with  whom  he  transacted  business 
as  a  very  fit  man  for  the  place  he  held.  He  had  been  for  a  long  time  cashier  of  a  bank 
at  York,  Pa.,  and  his  selection  by  the  Secretary  was  apparently  judicious.  The  trust 
reposed  by  the  Secretary  in  him  woold  seem,  therefore,  to  have  been  reasonable  and 
within  the  bounds  of  ordinary  prudence.  Tnere  is  no  evidence  that  he  suspected  his 
clerk  of  misconduct  prior  to  December,  1867^  or  that  circumstances  were  brought  to 
his  knowledge  which  should  have  induced  distrust. 

*^  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  financial  clerk  is  responsible  for  the  larger  I>art,  if 
not  the  whole,  of  the  $35,486.  There  is  no  evidence  which  points  to  any  one  except 
to  the  financial  clerk  as  responsible  for  its  loss  or  abstraction.  He  had  exclusive 
control  of  the  moneys  when  tne  default  occurred,'  he  acknowledged  a  misappropria- 
tion to  his  own  use  of  $20,000,  and  admits  that  he  is  responsible  for  whatever  deficiency 
existed  at  the  date  of  his  resignation." 

And  your  petitioners  further  say  that  the  said  Wagner  was  promptly  removed  from 
his  position  as  financial  clerk,  immediately  upon  the  discovery  of  his  defalcation  by 
the  said  Forney,  and  that  all  the  real  and  personal  property  of  the  said  Wagner,  that 
he  possessed  to  the  knowledge  of  the  said  Forney,  was  secured  by  and  surrendered  to 
the  latter  for  the  purpose  of  applying  to  and  liquidating  the  amount  of  monev  ab- 
stracted as  aforesaid,  and  that  the  said  Forney  proceeded  with  diligence  and  prudence 
to  realize  the  cash  value  of  the  property  surrendered  by  the  said  Wagner  as  aforesaid; 
that,  at  the  time,  it  was  represented  by  him,  the  said  Wagner,  as  ample  to  cover  the 
loss  occasioned  to  the  said  Forney,  but  it  was  subsequently  ascertained  to  have  been 
grossly  exaggerated  in  value,  producing  and  yielding  to  the  said  Forney  about  one- 
fourth  only  of  the  amount  abstracted  as  aforesaid.  (See  affidavit  hereto  annexed, 
marked  Exhibit  C.) 

And  your  petitioners  submit  for  the  consideration  of  your  honorable  body  the  follow- 
ing reasons  why  the  prayer  of  this  petition  should  be  granted,  viz: 

Ist.  The  financial  clerk  was  an  official  of  the  Senate  with  distinct,  defined  duties, 
and  his  appointment  was  authorized  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  simply  for  reasons 
of  convenience  and  propriety. 

2d.  In  point  of  fact,  and  in  accordance  with  law  and  usage,  the  said  Wagner  had, 
as  financial  clerk,  the  entire  and  exclusive  control  and  possession  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate,  from  the  time  the  money  was  received  by  him  from  the  Treasury 
Department,  deposited  in  the  office  safe,  to  which  he  alone  had  access  by  means  of  a 
combination  lock,  until  it  was  by  him  disbursed;  the  said  Forney  in  no  instance  re- 
ceiving or  disbursing  one  dollar  of  said  fund. 

3d.  The  said  Wagner,  at  the  time  of  his  appointment,  was  a  gentleman  of  unblem- 
ished reputation  and  undoubted  financial  integrity.     He  had  been  a  bank  officer  at 
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York,  Pa.,  for  twenty  years;  was  possessed  of  property,  had  excellent  personal  habits/' 
was  courteous,  industrious,  intelligent,  and  esteemed  by  all  the  Senators  to  be  a  model 
o^eer  of  trained  capacity,  and  whose  honesty  was  wholly  unsuspected  up  to  the  hour 
of  the  discovery  of  the  deficit. 

4t^  The  defalcation  of  Warner  was  the  result  of  acts  and  circumstances  of  which 
the  flftid  Fomev  had  no  knowledge,  direction,  or  control,  and  in  which  he  was  in  no  ' 
wajr  iiBpUcatea.  He  could  not  nave  prevented  it  by  any  exercise  of  ordinary  care 
Moa  ri^l^nce,  because  his  official  occupations  necessarily  prevented  constant  personal 
^upervisioo  over  the  acts  of  the  financial  clerk,  as  to  the  moneys  committed  to  hia 
car6.  The  s^d  Forney  himself  caused  an  exposure  of  the  wron^,  and  munedrately 
made  up  from  bis  private  means,  without  apology,  question,  or  quibble  as  to  ttts-legift^^ 


safe-keeping  and  4Ubnrsement  of  the  contingent  fund  imposed  upon  him  a  stmtty^ 
legal  resnonsibillif;  viz,  to  account  for  every  dollar  drawn  from  the  Treasury  ft>i4' 
Senatorial  use  wh»oey^^  required,  without  hesitation  or  excuse  for  a  failure  to  Kecr* 
to  the  lott^r  of  his  bouc),  y^t  this  theory  of  official  duty  is  not  inconsistent  with  billsr 
of  relief  f  ubiequently  enacts  upon  fit  occaaions  for  cause  shown  where,  as  in  this 
case,  the  otf  fiid  ^bo  tuttainf  ^  Jpss  by  the  default  of  another  is  himself  olear  of  mis- 
conduct or  fault. 

6tb.  The  said  Forney  has  always  maintained  that  he  was  not  equitably  liable  for 
the  amount  abstracted  bv  Wagner,  but  preferred  to  pay  the  amount  promptly  into 
the  Treasury  in  order  to  balance  his  accounts  with  tnat  department,  and  to  de]>end 
upon  the  Justice  and  generosity  Qf  Congress  to  refund  the  actual  amount  of  his  loss 
^nien  he  should  apply  for  the  fiame.  .  j  .  x 

Your  petitioners  are  advised  and  believe  that  the  said  sum  of  $35,486  so  paid  into 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  aforesaid  has  not  been  nor  has  any  part  thereof 
been  refunded  to  the  said  John  W.  Forney,  nor  to  any  one  for  him,  by  the  said  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  but  that  a  portion  of  said  sum.  to  wit,  the  sum  of 
$7,801.30  was  the  entire  amount  realized  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  property  surren- 
dered by  the  said  Wagner  as  aforesaid  and  ai>plied  by  the  said  Forney  in  his  lifetime 
in  part  payment  of  his  said  loss.    (See  Exhibit  C.) 

Your  petitioners  therefore  pray  that  the  United  States  will  refund  the  amount  of 
•aid  loss,  to  wit: 

Amount  paid  United  States  Treasury  by  John  W.  Forney *^*  ^  S 

Amount  realieed  by  him  from  sale  of  Wagner's  property 7,t^l  gu 

Balance 27,684  70 

and  that  said  baUmee  of  |27,684.70,  being  the  actual  loss  sustained  by  said  John  W. 
Forney,  be  granted  to  the  petitioners,  executors  as  aforesaid. 
And  they  will  ever  pray,  &c.  ^   ^  WEIGLEY. 

JAMES  FORNEY. 

Philadblphia  County,  m  : 

James  Forney,  being  duly  sworn  according  to  law,  doth  depose  and  say  that  the 
facts  set  forth  in  the  foregoing  petition  are  true  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge,  infer- 
m»ti0D,  and  beUef.  JAMES  FORNEY. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me  this  3d  day  of  April.  j^mES  CROWE 

t®*^l  Notary  Puhiie. 


Exhibit  A. 

Philadblphia  City  and  County,  m; 

I  W.  MatshaU  Taylor,  register  for  the  probate  of  wills  and  granting  letters  of  ad- 
miiiet^tion? and  for  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  in  the Commonwealthof 
PeSi^yLnia,  do  hereby  certify  and  make  known  that  on  tiie  20th  ^.^^^^^f^f 
hi  the  year  of  our  Lord  1881,  letters  testamentary  on  the  estate  of  Jo»^»  W..^2"J«y{ 
de^asSd,  were  granted  unto  W.  W.  Weiglev  and  James  Forney,  they  having  first 
been  qualified  well  and  truly  to  administer  the  same. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  office  this  2r2d  day  of  ^^^J^^g^^'^^^IELDS^ 
[SEAL.]  •  j)^p^iy  Reg\%'tT. 
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We  insert,  for  the  further  inforiuatiou  of  the  Senate,  the  report  of  the 
Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate, 
who  investigated  the  matter  at  the  time  of  its  occurrence. 

Exhibit  B. 

[Senate  Rep.  Com.  No.  98.    Fortieth  CongreM,  second  seaaion.] 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Mat  6,  1868.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Crag  IN,  fVoiu  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Ezpensea  of 

the  Senate,  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate  have^  in  oomplu 
anoe  with  the  resolution  of  the  Senate^  passed  on  the  fifteenth  day  of  April  last^  examintd 
and  thoraughly  investigated  the  accounts  of  John  W,  Forney,  Secretary  of  the  Senate^  from 
the  date  of  his  election  to  the  present  tifM,  and  beg  leave  to  report: 

That  by  reference  to  an  official  Btatemeut  obtained  from  the  Treasury  Department, 
herewith  presented,  dated  April  18.  1868,  and  marked  A,  it  appears  that  the  whole 
sum  advanced  to  the  Secretary  ot  the  Senate  is  $4,125,713.99;  that  the  snm  of 
$3,713,526.25  has  been  passed  to  his  credit  in  said  department  on  vouchers  paid  by 
him  and  audited  there ;  that  the  sum  of  $80,503.88  drawn  from  the  Treasury  was  de- 
posited by  him  and  is  now  standing  to  his  credit  on  the  books  of  the  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States,  subject  to  draft,  as  shown  by  the  letter  of  the  Treasurer  dated  April 
20,  1868 ;  that  the  vouchers  paid  by  him  since  November  30,  1867,  and  not  yet  passed 
upon  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury,  but  ready  to  be  transmitted  to  them, 
and  which  we  have  examined,  as  per  statement  herewith  presented  and  marked  B, 
amount  to  $311,704.08,  making  a  snm  total  of  $4,105,734.21,  and  leaving  a  balance  to 
be  accounted  for  of  $19,979.78.  The  cash  on  hand  and  vouchers  paid  since  this  inves- 
tigation began,  and  not  included  in  statement  B,  amount  to  $19,524.07;  and  there  is 
due  the  secretary  on  account  of  his  salary  $809.74.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  he  is  a 
creditor  to  a  small  amount,  and  that  no  losses  have  been  sustained  by  the  government 
through  his  action.  On  the  contrary,  the  evidence  taken  by  the  committee  com- 
pletely vindicates  him  from  such  imputation. 

The  foregoing  general  summary  of  results  exhibits  the  general  condition  of  the 
account  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  and  complies  with  the  demand  of  the  resolu- 
tion of  instruction  to  the  committee. 

But,  in  view  of  the  remarks  made  in  the  Senate  when  the  resolution  was  adopted, 
the  committee  have  bestowed  particular  attention  to  the  question  of  an  alleged  defal- 
cation or  misuse  of  the  funds  of  the  Senate,  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary. 

Inasmuch  as  that  question  had  been  a  topic  of  remark  in  the  public  press,  and  was 
one  well  calculated  to  provoke  serious  doubts  regarding  the  dish  rsement  of  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate,  it  was  clearly  proper  that  it  should  be  made  the  subject 
of  investigation. 

It  appears  that  on  the  23d  of  December  last  there  was  an  actual  deficit  in  the  Sec- 
retary's accounts,  adjusted  and  unadjusted,  of  $35,486.  At  that  date,  upon  an  inves- 
tigation wade  by  direction  of  the  Secretary,  the  amount  of  the  deficit  was  fixed  at 
$&,530.43,  but  b^  subsequent  corrections,  reducing  the  amount,  and  by  the  addition 
of  two  items  which  did  not  appear  upon  the  Secretary's  account,  but  which  w^ere 
shown  by  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  above  total  of  $35,486  was  pro- 
duced. Certain  advances,  however,  made  by  the  financial  clerk  to  officers  of  the 
Senate,  and  the  future  allowance  of  some  other  rejected  or  suspended  items,  may 
possibly  reduce  this  amount  by  about  $3,000. 

To  make  good  the  deficit,  as  soon  as  it  came  to  his  knowledge,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  raised  and  placed  in  the  official  safe  in  his  office,  subject  to  disbursement,  the 
sum  of  $26,000,  on  the  2Jth  dav  of  Decembe-,  and  on  the  16th,  20th,  and  22d  days  of 
A.prtl  of  tne  present  year,  further  sums  amouL ting  to  $9,200. 

The  Secretary  is  under  oond  in  the  sum  of  $40,(^  for  the  faithful  disbursement  of 
the  contingent  fund  according  to  law,  and  when  the  deficit  in  his  accounts  was  ascer- 
tained, in  December,  he  executed  a  new  bond,  with  good  and  sufficient  sureties,  which 
was  duly  filed  in  the  Treasury  Department. 

By  the  evidence  taken  it  will  appear  that  the  actual  control  and  disbursement  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  is  with  the  financial  clerk,  who  is  one  of  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Senate,  and  assigned  to  that  particular  duty  by  the  Secretary.    He  pre- 
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pares  requiaitiotis  upon  the  Treaaury,  from  which  all  moneys  are  drawn ;  receives  the 
money  so  drawn ;  has  exclusive  control  of  the  safe  in  which  it  is  kept,  and  makes  all 
disbursements  therefrom. 

The  Secretary  signs  the  requisitions  on  the  Treasury,  but  in  no  case  receives  or  pays 
out  the  moneys  drawn.  It  will  therefore  be  seen  that  this  financial  clerkship  is  an 
office  of  much  importance,  and  that  the  person  who  fills  It  should  be  a  man  of  hiffh 
integrity  and  competency.  It  is  stated  to  the  committee  by  the  witnesses  that  the 
duties  are  too  great  for  faithful  and  prompt  discharge  by  one  person,  in  view  of  the 
increased  amount  and  variety  of  expenditures  in  recent  years,  and  that  this  fact  will 
explain  in  part  the  delay  in  making  settlements  a|i  the  Treasury,  and  the  difficulty  in 
ascertaining  through  the  financial  clerk  the  exact  condition  of  the  Secretary's  account 
at  a  given  date. 

Mr.  J.  S.  Bo  wen,  the  present  postmaster  of  Washington  city,  was  financial  clerk 
from  the  1st  of  June,  1862,  until  the  1st  of  April,  1863.  He  was  asain  called  into  the 
Secretary's  office  in  December  last  to  assist  in  the  Investigation  of  the  accounts,  and 
since  the  23d  day  of  that  month  has  acted  as  financial  clerk,  and  has  rendered  valu- 
able service  in  investigating  and  placing  the  accounts  in  order. 

Mr.  Samuel  Wagner,  of  Pennsylvania^  became  financial  clerk  in  the  office  in  April, 
1863,  when  Mr.  Bo  wen  left,  and  continued  to  act  until  the  23d  of  December,  1867, 
when  he  resigned  and  left  the  office.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  he  is  res^ionsible 
for  the  larger  part,  if  not  the  whole,  of  the  deficit  of  $35,486.  He  had  exclusive  con- 
trol of  the  moneys  when  the  default  occurred ;  he  acknowledges  a  misappropriation 
to  his  own  use  of  $20,000,  and  admits  that  he  is  responsible  for  whatever  deficiency 
existed  at  the  date  of  his  resignation.  But  his  explanations  are  not  entirely  satisfac- 
tory, inasmuch  as  they  leave  unaccounted  for  the  misappropriation  or  loss  of  some 
$12,000  of  the  aggregate  amount  before  mentioned.  His  suggestion  that  there  may 
still  be  corrections  to  make  which  will  reduce  the  amount  of  defalcation  to  a  large 
extent,  is  not  supported  by  any  evidence  before  the  committee,  while  there  is  reason 
to  accept  the  statement  from  the  Treasury  Department  and  the  exhibit  by  Mr.  Boweu, 
herewith  reported,  as  substantially  accurate. 

Mr.  Wagner  was  selected  bv  the  Secretary,  as  a  man  entirely  competent  and  relia- 
ble, to  perform  the  duties  of  financial  clerk.  While  discharging  those  duties  he  was 
esteemed  by  members  of  the  Senate  and  by  others  with  whom  he  transacted  business 
as  a  very  fit  man  for  the  place  he  held.  He  had  been  for  a  long  time  cashier  of  a 
bank  at  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  his  selection  by  the  Secretary  waa  apparently  Judi- 
cious. 

The  trust  reposed  by  the  Secretary  in  his  financial  clerk  would  seem,  therefore,  to 
have  been  reasonable  and  within  the  bounds  of  ordinary  prudence.  There  is  no  evi- 
dence that  he  suspected  his  clerk  of  misconduct  prior  to  December,  1867,  or  that  cir- 
cumstances were  brought  to  his  knowledge  which  should  have  induced  distrust.  His 
absence  in  £urope  during  the  summer  of  1867,  and  his  engrossing  employments  when 
at  home,  perhaps  prevented  that  careful  auperviaion  of  his  subordinates  which  under 
other  circumstances  would  have  been  possible.  The  committee  think,  however,  that 
he  should  have  insisted  upon  and  secured  a  more  prompt  settlement  by  his  subordi- 
nates of  his  accounts  at  the  Treasury  Department.  It  is  no  doubt  true  that  in  such 
cases  delays  of  settlement  give  occasion  t^  delinquency  and  tend  to  produce  it,  and  the 
explanations  given  of  the  unsettled  state  of  the  accounts  towards  the  close  of  1867, 
though  entitled  to  due  consideration,  do  not  constitute  a  complete  excuse.  There  had 
been  an  unusual  accumulation  of  accounts,  mainly  caused  by  several  acHoumed  ses- 
sions of  Congress,  many  bills  of  outlay  were  unapproved  or  unadjusted  oy  the  Com- 
mittee on  Contingent  Expenses,  and  the  financial  clerk  was  probably  overworked. 
But,  notwithstanding  these  facta,  the  committee  cannot  think  that  unsettled  items  of 
disbursement  should  have  accumulated  to  the  extent  shown  by  a  communication  from 
Mr.  Tayler,  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  under  date  of 
October  30,  1867,  to  be  found  in  the  evidence  herewith  reported. 

Mr.  Wagner  repeats  to  the  committee  under  oath  the  statement  made  by  him  when 
the  deficiency  was  discovered  in  December.  It  is  in  brief  that,  being  indebted  to  a 
Mr.  Blagden  in  the  sum  of  $20,000,  and  being  called  u])on  suddenly  for  payment,  he 
took  that  sum  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  (in  the  safe  under  his  charge) 
and  applied  it  upon  the  debt.  He  explains  his  conduct  in  a  manner  quite  usual  with 
defaulters  who  misuse  public  or  trust  funds,  to  wit :  that  the  demand  upon  him  was 
unexpected ;  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  meet  it ;  that  the  public  moneys  under  his 
control  were  conveniently  at  nand,  and  that  he  expected  to  replace  the  amount  ab- 
stracted before  its  absence  from  the  safe  would  be  discovered. 

Beyond  this  statement  of  Mr.  Wagner  as  to  his  misappropriation  of  the  $20,000,  the 
committer  are  •unable  to  ascertain  wnat  became  of  the  mouey  covered  by  or  included 
in  the  deficit,  unless  the  small  items  of  advances  and  rejected  or  suspended  items  be- 
fore referred  to  should  be  taken  into  account.  As  these  would  probably  amount  to 
only  about  $3,000,  there  remains  $12^000  wholly  unaccounted  for.    There  is  no  evidence 
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which  poiDts  to  any  one  except  to  the  financial  clerk  as  reBponsihle  for  its  loss  or  ab- 
straction. He  disavows  all  knowledge  as  to  this  part  of  the  deficiency,  though  not  his 
responsibility  therefor.  B at  this  qaesti on  is  one  oi  interest  to  the  Secretarr  rather  than 
to  the  government.  The  Secretary  incurs  the  loss  and  must  bear  it  without  remedy, 
unless  he  shall  be  reimbursed  by  the  transfers  of  property  made  to  him  by  his  subor- 
dinate.   In  any  event  there  can  be  no  loss  to  the  Treasury. 

A. — Statement  showing  the  amount  of  money  advanced  to  John  W»  Forney,  Secretary  of  the 
Senate,  and  the  date  and  amount  of  each  9um  placed  to  his  credit  under  the  different  ap' 
propriations, 

COMPEirSATION  AND  MILEAGE  OP  SENATORS. 


D»t6. 


Jnlyie,  1861 

July  25.  1861 

NoYember  30,  1861 
I)ec«mbeT  11, 1861. 

Haioh4, 1862 

April  1,1862 

Jnly  1,1862 

ITovember  28, 1862 . 
Jannary  3, 186S  . ... 
FebrDaTy21, 1863.. 

March  4, 1863 

DefeemberS,  1863... 
J>eoem1>erlO,  1863.. 

HarohT,  1864 

Hay  23. 1864 

Joiie25, 1864 

Beoember  2, 1864. . . 
December  16, 1864. , 
February  28. 1865.. 
Norember  29.  1865 . 
December  6, 1866... 
December  21, 186!}.. 

MaKb  1,1666 

May  2,  1866 

July  27,  1866 

AngUBtl,  1866..... 
November  27,  1866 . 
December  19. 1866. . 

Karob  1,1867 

April  8. 1867 

April  18, 1867 

Junel,  1867 

July  1,1867 

July  13, 1867 

August  30,  1807 

September  23, 1867 . 
October  29, 1867.... 
November  27, 1867 . 


'«# 


Advanced. 


$30,000  00 
18,000  00 
50.000  00 
60,000  00 
20,000  00 
50,000  00 
28,000  00 
50,000  00 
25,000<K) 
80,000  00 
40,000  00 
75,000  00 
50,000  UO 
50,000  00 
25,000  00 
30,000  00 
50.000  00 
75,000  00 
50,000  00 
50,000  00 

7^000  00 
79,  MO  00 

50,000  00 
50,000  00 
50,000  00 
75,000  00 
75, 166  66 
100. 000  00 
60,000  00 
30,000  00 
85,000  00 
25,000  00 
23, 000  00 
23,000  00 
25,000  00 
23,000  00 
23.000  OO 
23,000  00 
75,000  00 


1,821,166  66 


Balance. 


226, 478  53 


January  16,  1862.. 
September  16, 1862 

July  3,  1863 

March  29,  1866 

September  11, 1865 
January  2, 1668.... 
January  22. 1868... 
Balaaoe 


$45,169  62 
191, 280  85 
147, 528  91 
256,682  17 
167, 154  01 
602,421  47 
184,456  10 
226,478  53 


1,821,166  66 


XJpoa  the  whole  ca«e,  the  committee  recommend  that  the  relief  prayed 
for  be  granted. 

The  creation  of  the  office  of  financial  clerk  indicated  the  expectation 
of  the  Senate  that  the  funds  of  the  Senate  should  be  received  and  dis- 
bursed by  him. 

The  other  duties  of  the  Secretary  were  enough  to  employ  his  whole 
time,  and  rendered  it  impossible  for  him  to  receive  or  disburse  these 
moneys  himself  or  to  supervise  his  financial  clerk  in  these  functions. 

Mr.  Forney  was  fully  justified  by  the  character  and  experience  of  the 
financial  clerk  in  appointing  him  and  in  confiding  in  him.  It  was  wise 
and  prudent  to  give  him  the  sole  charge  of  the  safe  and  not  to  allow  any 
other  person  to  go  to  it. 

While  the  Committee  to  Audit  the  Contingent  Funds  think  the  ac- 
counts should  have  been  settled  more  frequentiy  with  the  Treasury,  and 
that  unsettled  items  of  disbursement  should  not  have  been  allowed  to 
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accumulate  as  they  did,  yet  it  does  not  appear  that  greater  strictness  in 
this  respect  would  have  prevented  this  defalcation. 

We  think  the  Secretary  might  and  should  have  established  a  system 
of  checks  by  books  kept  by  a  separate  officer  and  by  frequent  personal 
examination  of  the  clerk's  balances.  But  Mr.  Forney  found  no  such  sys- 
tem in  existence  when  he  came  into  office.  He  did  all  that  ordinary  pru* 
dence  had  been  considered  to  demand  firom  the  beginning  of  the  gov* 
emment. 

We  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


V  k 


47th  Congress.  )  SENATE.  (  B£P0BT 

1st  Session.       )  (No.  768. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  26,  1382. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  1903.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  tchom  was  referred  thebill  {8. 1903)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Alfred  M.  Jarboe^  have  examined  the  same^  and  report: 

That  no  application  for  pension  has  been  made  at  the  Pension  Office, 
and  that  no  papers  are  on  file  showing  the  grounds  upon  which  claimant 
asks  to  be  pensioned,  except  that  claimant  received  a  bounty-land 
warrant  for  services  in  the  Mexican  war. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  claimant  shonld  make  applica- 
tion at  the  Pension  Office  instead  of  asking  relief  by  special  act  of  Con- 
£^ress^  and  therefore  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  biU. 


47th  Congbess,  )  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.      ]  \  No.  769. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


June  28,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Cameeon,  of  Wisconsin,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1602.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  were  referred  the  petition  and  an  ao- 
companying  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  H.  Poicelly  surviving  member 
of  the  late  copartnership  of  W.  H.  Powell  &  Co.^  of  which  F.  A.  McDow- 
ell, deceasedj  was  formerly  a  member j  have  had  the  sarhe  under  consider- 
ation j  and  submit  tlie  folloicing  report : 

The  aforesaid  firm  were  in  business  as  distillers  at  Chambersburg,  in 
the  third  collection  district  of  Ohio,  from  some  time  in  November,  1868, 
to  the  26th  day  of  January,  1869.  During  this  time  the  monthly  as- 
sessments upon  their  business  were  regularly  made  by  O.  G.  Maxwell, 
the  United  States  assessor  for  that  district,  were  promptly  paid  by  the 
firm,  including  an  erroneous  over-assessment  of  $65.76  hereinafter  men- 
tioned, and  the  several  amounts  paid  by  them,  aggregating  $834.33, 
were  receipted  tbr  in  full  by  D.  W.  Schaeffer,  Unit^  States  collector 
for  that  district. 

Powell  &  Co.  found  it  impossible  to  prosecute  their  business  success- 
fully on  account  of  the  scarcity  of  water,  and  the  bad  quality  of  grain  then 
to  be  had,  and  on  the  said  26th  day  of  January,  1869,  finally  discontinued 
it.  The  deficiency  of  water  was  so  great  they  were  unable  to  operate 
their  distillery  regularly  at  even  its  minimum  producing  capacity,  and 
were  obliged  to  reduce  and  then  increase  it  from  time  to  time,  and  to 
make  temporary  suspensions  to  accommodate  their  business  to  the  defi- 
ciency and  changing  supply  of  water. 

Prior  to  their  commencing  business,  and  when  those  changes  and  tem- 
porary' suspensions  were  ms^e,  and  when  they  finally  discontinued  busi- 
ness, they  gave  the  proper  notice,  and  made  the  proper  applications  to  the 
proper  revenue  officers,  and  obtained  the  proper  permits  required  by  law. 
The  assistant  asse.«sor,  however,  in  making  returns  to  his  superior  offi- 
cer of  the  aforesaid  temporary  suspensions,  omitted  to  state  in  some  of 
his  certificates,  what  was  in  fact  true,  that  there  were  at  those  times  no 
mash,  wort,  or  beer  in  the  distillery  or  on  the  premises.  Upon  each 
notice  of  suspension  or  resumption  of  business,  the  proper  locks,  seals, 
and  fastenings  were  placed  upon,  and  removea  from,  the  doors,  tubs, 
&c.,  by  the  proper  officers. 

After  the  final  discontinuance  of  the  business,  Mr.  Maxwell  went  out 
of  office  as  United  States  assessor,  and  was  succeeded  by  George  6. 
Johnson,  who,  on  account  of  technical  defects  and  omissions  in  the  cer- 
tificates of  the  assistant  assessor  before  mentioned,  made  a  reassessment 
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xm  Form  89,  for  the  month  of  January,  1869,  and  upon  the  maximnui 
capacity  of  the  di8tiller3\  Mr.  Maxwell,  who  wafi  assessor  during  the 
entire  period  in  which  Powell  &  Co.  were  in  business,  says,  in  an  afli- 
davit  on  file  in  the  department : 

It  was  my  duty  to  make  the  assessment,  and  it  was  made  with  fnll  knowledge  of 
the  facts.  It  was  reported  to,  and  confirmed  by,  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  ReYe- 
nue^  and  the  parties,  on  my  recommendation,  settled  the  same  in  fuU  and  quit  the 
business  of  distilling*  I  am  of  the  opinion,  and  then  was,  that  they  were  assessed  to 
the  full  amount  authorized  by  law,  and  believe  that  any  reassessment,  such  as  is  made 
in  Form  89,  is  erroneous,  and  consequently  illegal. 

The  reassessment  so  wrongfully  made  amounted  to  $1,491.87,  which 
Powell  &  Co.  declined  to  pay,  and  the  property  was  seized  by  the  gov- 
ernment and  sold  for  $220.50,  which  was  the  sum  needed  to  cover  the 
expenses  of  seizure  and  sale.  The  government  bid  it  in,  and  subse- 
quently sold  it  for  the  same  amount.  Suit  was  also  brought  on  the  dis- 
tiller's bond,  and  judgment  obtained,  after  the  death  of  5icDowell,  the 
junior  partner  .of  Powell  &  Co.,  for  $l,580.t50,  which  covered  the  reas- 
sessment, i)enalty,  and  interest.  McDowell  died  in  1870,  and  Powell, 
as  surviving  partner,  paid  $206.28  on  the  judgment  in  1874,  and  the 
Commissioner  ordered  that  it  be  no  further  enforced. 

It  hereinbefore  appears  that  Powell  &  Co.  were  assessed  under  the 
first  assessment  which  was  paid  by  them  $834.33,  but  an  inspection  of 
the  items  of  the  assessment  clearly  shows  it  should  have  been  but 
$768.57.  establishing  the  commission  of  an  error  against  the  claimant 
and  in  ravor  of  the  government  of  $65.76. 

A  portion  of  the  machinery  and  other  property,  after  its  seizure  and 
while  in  the  custody  of  the  Uu|ted  States  marshal,  prior  to  its  sale  by 
the  government,  was  clandestinely  removed  from  the  premises  by  per- 
sons unknown  to  PoweU  &  Co.,  and  has  never  been  accounted  for,  re- 
turned, or  recovered. 

The  seizure  and  the  first  and  subsequent  sales  of  the  property  by  the 
government  were  made  while  tlie  claimant  wafi  absent  from  the  State 
of  Ohio,  were  without  his  knowledge,  and  he  had  no  opportunity  to  bid 
in  the  property  or  to  procure  it  to  be  done,  or  to  appeal  for  relief  to  tlie 
proper  officer  of  the  Ih^easury  Department. 

Your  committee  think  that  relief  should  be  granted  with  respect  to 
the  over'a^essment  of  $65.76 ;  the  amount  which  the  government  re- 
ceived from  the  sale,  $226.50 ;  and  the  amount  collected  on  the  bond, 
$206.28;  making  in  the  aggregate  $498.54;  and  that  the  judgment  in 
the  action  on  the  bond  should  be  canceled,  and  both  Powell  &  Co.,  and 
W.  H.  Powell  as  survivor,  and  their  and  his  sureties,  relieved  from  all 
further  liability  and  obligation  of  every  kind,  and  accordingly  report 
back  said  bill  with  the  following  amendment,  viz :  Strike  out  the  words 
"five  hundred  dollars"  and  in  lieu  thereof  insert  the  words /owr  hvn- 
dred  and  ninety-eight  dollars  and  fifty-four  cents. 


47th  Congress,  i  SENATE.  i  Kepoet 

Ut  Session.       (  \  No.  770. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Junk  28,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Cameron,  of  Wiscx)nsin,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1139.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims^  to  ichom  was  referred  the  hill  {S.  1139)  for  the 
relief  of  the  estates  of  James  Vance  and  William  Vance^  report  thereon 
as  follows: 

This  claim  was  favorably  reported  from  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Claims  bv  Mr.  Teller,  on  the  29th  of  May,  1878,  and  by  Mr.  Hereford 
February  11, 1880. 

Your  committee  adopt  the  report  made  by  Mr.  Hereford,  which  is  as. 
follows,  viz : 

The  commiiiee  to  whom  ttas  referred  the  petition  of  James  Vance  and  William  Vance,  asking 
for  payment  for  use  ofeertnin  hmldings  ai  San  AntoniOy  Tex,,  report  as  follows : 

The  same  matter  was  before  the  Senate  in  the  Forty-fifth  Congress,  and  a  favorable 
report  was  made  thereon  by  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

This  claim  is  for  rent  for  the  use  and  ocoapation  of  certain  baildings  in  San  Antonin, 
Tex.,  from  the  5th  day  of  August,  1866,  to  the  20th  day  of  August,  1866,  as  well  as  the 
rental  of  a  certain  dwelling-house  from  September  1,  1865,  to  April  30,  i866. 

The  principal  buildings,  exclusive  of  the  dwelling-house,  were  five  in  number,  con- 
taining twenty-two  rooms;  two  of  these  were  store-houses,  each  30  feet  wide  by  110 
feet  deep,  with  two  barracks,  each  30  feet  wide  and  167  feet  deep.  These  buildings 
had  been  rented  before  the  war  of  the  claimants,  the  government  paying  rental  there- 
for at  the  rate  of  $625  per  month. 

At  the  time  actual  hostilities  ceased,  which  was  before  the  5th  of  August,  1865,  these 
buildings  w^ere  in  a  damaged  condition,  and  the  claimants  allege  that  at  the  request 
of  Capt.  II.  S.  Clubb,  assistant  ouartermaster,  they  repaired  the  buildings  at  an  ex- 
pense of  between  seven  and  eignt  thousand  dollars  in  gold ;  that  such  repairs  were 
made  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  the  government  to  rent  the  buildings.  On  the  5  h 
day  of  August,  1865,  the  government  went  into  possession  of  the  buildings  before  men- 
tioned as  well  as  the  dwelling-house  of  the  claimants. 

The  evidence  is  satisfactory  on  the  question  of  possession  having  been  given  the  gov- 
ernment by  the  claimants. 

It  was  in  no  sense  a  taking  of  possession  by  force,  or  by  virtue  of  the  war  power, 
or  without  the  consent  of  the  owners.  It  is  evident  that  the  claimants  and  the  assist- 
ant '[uartermaster  understood  that  rent  was  to  be  paid  for  the  use  and  occupation  of 
the  premises.  The  claimants  allege  that  there  was  no  positive  agreement  as  to  the 
amount  io  be  paid,  but  it  was  supposed  that  the  amount  allowed  would  be  the  same 
as  had  been  paid  befoits  the  war.  The  assistant  quartermaster  reported  the  use  and 
occupation  of  the  premises  to  the  department  at  Washington,  with  a  diagram  of  the 
buildings,  streets,  &.c.,  and  under  the  head  of  ^'Rate  of  hire  or  compensation,'*  entered 
**  Rate  not  settled."  This  statement  was  made  monthly  during  the  time  these  build- 
ings were  so  occupied,  and  the  testimony  shows  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  quar- 
termaster  and  the  claimants  that  rent  was  to  be  paid  at  such  sum  as  should  be  Hxe<l 
at  Washington,  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  case  that  will  warrant  the  idea  that  it  wa» 
taken  possession  of  by  force,  or  without  the  consent  of  the  owners  firat  obtained,  it 
is  evident  that  this  was  the  belief  of  the  claimants  (that  rent  was  to  ho  paid),  for,  in 
the  spring  of  1^^56,  the  claim  .ants  presented  the  claim  for  rent  of  the  preniiftes,  and 
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were  infonned.  May  9, 1866,  thafc  ''under  existing  decision  of  the  War  Department^ 
rent  in  States  heretofore  in  rebellion  cannot  be  paid  by  the  Quartermaster's  Depart- 
ment/' This,  the  department  claims,  brings  the  case  within  the  rule  laid  down  by 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  Filor  vs.  United  States,  9  Wallace,  page  45.  and  this 
is  undoubtedly  correct.  The  case  of  Filor  vs.  United  States  only  decided  tnat  there 
was  not  such  a  contract  as  would  entitle  the  plaintiff  to  sue  in  the  Court  of  Claims, 
and  it  must  be  admitted  that  in  this  case  the  claimants  have  no  standing  in  the  Court 
of  Claims.    If  they  had  they  would  doubtless  go  into  that  court. 

Congress  has  uniformly  aJlowed  rent  to  claimants,  where  the  premises  occupied  by 
the  Army  were  occupied  under  contract. 

It  is,  under  the  provision  of  law,  the  duty  of  the  Quartermaster's  Department  to 
furnish  quarters  for  officers,  and  the  Quartermajster's  Department  must  provide  store- 
rooms, warehouses,  depots  for  its  supplies,  and  it  cannot  be  said  that  while  the  Quar- 
tennaster's  Department  might  contract  for  officers'  quarters  it  could  not  contract  for 
a  building  in  which  to  put  the  storesjndispensable  to  the  existence  of  the  Army  rank 
and  file.  If  Congress  is  justified  in  recognizing  as  valid  the  contract  made  lor  the 
convenience  of  the  officers  of  the  Army,  and  the  clerical  force  necessary  for  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Army,  it  certainly  will  be  Justified  in  recognizing  the  contracts  made  by 
the  same  officers  for  the  rental  of  buildings,  without  which  the  Quartermaster's  De- 
partment would  hardly  have  been  able  to  discharge  the  duties  imposed  on  it  by  law, 
the  least  of  which  was  the  furnishing  quarters  for  officers  and  their  staff. 

The  claimants  were,  indeed,  to  expend  a  large  amount  of  money  in  repairing  the 
buildings,  putting  them  in  condition  to  be  occupied  by  the  government,  and  nuder  a 
contract  with  the  assistant  quartermaster  the  claimants  surrendered  to.  the  gOTemment 
the  possession  of  the  buildings  at  a  time  when  war  existed  only  in  name  and  not  in 
fact. 

Such  contract  was  made  out  about  two  months  after  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  had  officially  notified  the  governments  of  Europe  that  the  war  of  the  rebellion 
was  at  an  end,  that  the  authority  of  the  United  States  was  regarded  in  all  of  the  late 
rebellions  States.  No  armed  force  appeared  against  the  government  in  the  State  of 
Texas  after  August  1, 1865,  and  the  government  did  not  after  that  time  exercise  the 
right  (not  denied  to  it  in  war)  to  seize  the  property  of  the  citizens  of  disloyal  States 
and  occupv  the  same  without  compensation  to  the  owners. 

Under  all  circumstances,  vour  committee  think  it  was  the  duty  of  the  government, 
on  the  9th  of  May,  1866,  if  the  intention  was  to  repudiate  the  contract,  to  have  surren- 
dered to  the  claimants  the  possession  which  had  been  acquired  under  a  promise  to  pay 
rent,  and,  not  having  so  surrendered  the  premises,  your  committee  think  that  it  does 
not  comport  with  the  dignity  of  the  government  to  say  that  such  rent  ought  not  to  be 
paid. 

The  government  did  pay  rent  for  the  premises,  exclusive  of  the  dwelling-house, 
after  Auf^ust  20,  at  the  rate  of  $5,000  per  annum  for  a  period,  and  subsequently  at  the 
rate  of  SIX  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  and  your  committee  think  that  the  rent  for 
the  buildings  so  occupied,  exclusive  of  the  dwelling,  ought  to  be  paid  at  the  rate  of 
five  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  and  that  the  evidence  shows  that  the  rent  of  the 
dwelling-house  was  worth  at  least  fiftv  dollars  per  month,  making  the  total  rent  due 
the  claimants  the  sum  of  five  thousand  two  hundred  dollars  for  the  rental  of  the  prop- 
erty, exclusive  of  the  dwelling-house,  and  three  hundred  dollars  for  the  use  of  the 
dwelling,  or  a  total  of  five  thousand  five  hundred  dollars. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  that  amount  be  allowed  in  full  of  all  claims  of 
claimante,  and  report  the  accompanying  bill. 

We  recommeDd  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


4:7th  Congress,  i  SENATE.  i  Repobt 

Ist  Session,       )  )  No.  771. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  TBE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  28,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed.* 


Mr.  Fbye,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2013.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred \he  bill  (H.  E.  2013) 
refen-ing  to  the  Court  of  Claims  the  claim  of  Oallas  Kirchner,  have  con- 
sidered the  same,  and  adopt  the  annexed  House  report  as  a  correct 
statement  of  the  case.  The  Senate  committee,  Forty-fifth  Congress, 
by  Senator  McMillan,  made  an  adverse  report  on  the  same  claim,  using 
in  it  this  language: 

The  memorial  in  this  case  is  merely  au  argument  for  a  rehearing  of  the  case,  and 
contains  no  statement  that  any  evidence  has  been  discovered  since  the  report  of  the 
committee,  and  no  additional  evidence  whatever  is  submitted. 

Your  committee  find  that  additional  evidence  has  since  then  been 
taken,  tending  to  make  certain  as  to  the  stone  used  by  the  government, 
its  value,  amount,  &c.    They  recommend  the  passage  of  the  House  bill. 


The  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  were  referred  the  memorial  of  G alius  Kirchner  and  a 

bill  for  hie  relief,  suomit  the  following  report : 

On  the  first  day  of  July.  1864,  Kirchner  entered  into  a  contract  with  Capt.  J.  M. 
Whitman,  acting  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  to  deliver  1,500  cubic  yards,  more  or 
less,  of  stone,  at  North  Vernon,  Ind.,  to  be  used  in  the  construction  of  the  arsenal 
building  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Pursuant  to  this  contract,  he  delivered  a  large  quan- 
tity in  excess  of  what  was  used  in  the  main  building,  but  was  used  by  the  United 
States  in  various  other  ways.  For  the  stone  used  in  the  main  building  he  was  paid 
the  contract  price,  but  it  seems  he  has  received  nothing  for  the  remainder  of  the 
stone  used.  He' brought  suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  where  he  was  awarded  judg- 
ment  for  the  amount  that  remained  due  him  for  the  stone  used  in  the  main  building, 
leaving  unajudicated  the  stone  used  outside  the  main  buildiuj^,  the  proof  not  being 
satisfactory  as  to  the  (quantity  used.    The  court  say  in  their  opinion : 

"The  precise  quantity  of  stone  thus  delivered  is  not  shown  by  the  proof,  but  it 
abundantly  appears  that  he  delivered  mora  than  the  1,500  cubic  yards  requii-ed  of 
him  in  the  contract.  The  books  of  the  railroad  company  over  whose  line  of  road  the 
rock  were  shipped  show  that  442  car-loads  were  shipped  under  the  second  contract; 
and  the  proof  establishes  that  each  car-load  averaged  in  gross  4^  cubic  yards,  making 
in  the  agsregate  1,989  yards  in  gross.  The  claimant  has  been  paid  for  1,224^  cubic 
yards,  and  the  balance  remains  unpaid.  But  this  result  rests  on  the  average  estimate 
in  ffross  of  each  car-load  shipped  irom  the  ([uarry,  and  it  is  impossible  for  the  court 
to  ux  with  absolute  accuracy  the  specific  quantity  of  stone  delivered  by  the  claimant. 
But  vague  as  the  proof  is  in  this  respect,  it  is  certain  that  he  delivered  under  this 
contract  the  fuU  amount  of  ^500  yards  called  for  in  it;  and  for  this  amount,  less  the 
1,224^  yards  for  which  he  has  been  paid,  he  should  recover.  The  stone  delivered 
were  all  "dimension  stone,"  and  by  the  terms  of  the  contract  they  were  to  be  paid 
for  at  $5  per  cubic  yard,  which  fives  for  the  275^  yards  still  unpaid  for  the  sum  of 
$1,337.50,  for  which  jud^ent  will  be  entered.'' 

Judge  Loring,  dissenting,  says : 

''I  think  in  this  case  it  is  shown  that  the  petitioner  has  been  paid  for  all  stone  ac- 
cepted under  the  contract  and  used  in  the  arsenal  building.    But  the  evidence  also 
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hIiows  that  8touo  rcqaired  for  the  building  was  used  in  various  ways  by  the  United 
States,  but  how  much  so  used  is  not  shown,  and  as  the  buiden  of  proof  of  that  is  on 
the  petitioner,  I  think  he  is  not  entitled  to  judgment  had,  but  that  his  case  should  be 
remanded  to  the  docket  for  evidenoe.^'    (See  7  l^ott  &  Huntington,  579,  et  seq.) 

It  will  be  seen  by  the  foregoing  opinion  that  some  of  the  judges  desired  to  remand 
the  case  for  further  proof  on  the  point  as  to  how  much  stone  was  used  outside  the  main 
building,  the  evidence  showing  that  a  large  quantity  of  stone  was  actually  used  by 
the  United  States  for  which  claimant  has  received  no  compensation,  but  the  court 
say  **  it  is  impossible  for  the  oourt  to  fix  with  absolute  accuracy  the  specific  amount 
of  stone  delivered  by  claimant/'  The  memorialist  now  states  that  he  is  able  to  pro- 
duce the  proof  by  actual  measurement  of  all  the  stone  so  used,  so  that  the  court  may 
award  him  a  judgment  on  a  certainty.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  claimant  took 
the  contract  at  a  ruinously  low  rate  and  will  in  any  event  lose  largely  by  his  contract. 
As  the  Court  of  Claims  has  partly  adjudicated  this  case,  and  since  the  trial  the  claim- 
ant has  taken  evidence,  and  the  United  States  has  cross-examined  the  witness  with  a 
view  to  having  it  tried  again  by  the  court,  and  from  the  evidence  it  is  clearlv  proven 
that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  some  measure  of  relief,  they  recommend  that  the  Court 
of  Claims  be  directed  to  hear,  try,  and  determine  the  same  according  to  law,  and  to 
render  such  Judgment  as  to  them  shall  be  required  by  equity,  justice,  and  tne  law, 
the  same  as  if  said  claim  was  not  barred  by  any  statnte  of  limitation  or  any  former 
judgment  rendered  by  said  court  in  this  cause,  and  to  give  Judgment  for  the  tair  and 
reasonable  value  of  tne  stone  used  by  the  United  States.  A  slnular  bill  was  favorably 
reported  from  the  Senate  Committee  on  Claims  in  the  Forty-third  Congress,  second 
session,  and  also  a  favorable  report  from  the  House  Committee  on  Claims  in  Forty- 
sixth  Congress  (No.  1743).  Your  committee  therefore  rex^ort  back  House  bill  2013, 
with  the  words  "if  any"  added  after  the  words  United  Statts  in  the  twelfth  line,  and 
no  amended  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 


47th  Congbess,  )  SENATE,  i  Eepobt 

l8t  Session.       f  .  )  No.  772. 


IN  TUE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  28,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Miller,  of  California,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2101.] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial 
of  Rear- Admiral  David  McDongal,  United  States  Navy  (retired),  pray- 
ing that  he  be  allowed  the  pay  of  rear-admiral  on  the  retired  list, 
having  considered  the  subject-matter  of  the  memorial,  beg  leave  to 
report  to  tiie  Senate  the  accompanying  bill,  and  to  recommend  that  the 
same  be  passed.  They  also  report  back  the  memorial  above  mentioned, 
and  request  that  the  same  may  be  printed  as  a  part  of  their  report. 


To  the  honorable  the  Senate  and  House  of  JRepresentatives  of  the  United  States  of  America : 

Respectfully  represents  the  nndersigned,  David  McDongal.  a  retired  rear-admiral  of 
the  United  States  Navy  and  a  resident  of  San  Francisco,  Cai. :  that 'while  in  the  com- 
mand of  the  sonth  squadron  of  the  Pacific  fleet,  in  October^  A.  D.  1871,  he  was  notified 
by  the  Navy  Department  that  he  had  arrived  at  the  age  or  sixty-two  years,  and  that, 
in  compliance  with  section  1444  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  he  was  placed  on  the  retired 
list. 

As  no  vacancy  existed  in  the  next  higler  grade  (that  of  rear-admiral)  at  the  time 
of  the  retirement  of  the  undersigned,  he  was  retired  with  the  rank  of  conm^odore,  the 
rank  he  then  held. 

Subsequently  the  undersigned  was  nominated  and  promoted  on  the  retired  list  to 
the  rank  of  rear-admiral  for  meritorious  services,  and  to  take  rank  from  the  24th  day 
of  August,  A.  D.  1872,  being  the  date  of  the  first  vacancy  in  the  grade  of  rear-admiral 
after  the  retirement  of  the  undersigned  in  1871. 

By  section  1591,  Revised  Statutes,  officers  promoted  on  the  retired  list  shall  only 
receive  the  pay  of  the  grade  they  were  retired  on,  which,  in  his  case,  the  undersigned 
considers  peculiarly  unfortunate,  as  the  ^ade  above  him  bein^  limited  by  law,  and 
the  law  of  retirement  compulsory,  the  retirement  of  the  undersigned  as  a  commodore 
was  a  necessary  consequence. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  seven  rear-admirals  who  entered  the  service  the  same 
year  (182H)  as  the  undersigned  on  the  retired  list  who  were  more  fortunate  than  the 
undersigned  in  being  promoted  to  fill  vacancies  on  the  list  of  rear-admirals ;  therefore, 
the  undersigned  thinks  it  but  just  that  he  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  with  regard  to 
pay  as  the  more  fortunate  of  those  who  hold  the  same  rank  and  who  entered  the  service 
the  same  year  with  the  undersigned. 

The  undersigned  respectfully  requests  that  the  same  may  be  done  by  your  honorable 
bodies. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

D.  McDOUGAL, 
Hear- Admiral,  U,  S.  N,  {retired). 


47Tn  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Report 

1st  Session.       J  )  No.  773. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  28,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Miller,  of  California,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Revision  of  the 
Laws  of  the  United  States,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2100.] 

The  Committee  on  the  Revision  of  the  LatoSj  having  had  under  considera- 
tion the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  March  27, 1882,  instructing  them  to 
^Hnquire  what  further  legislation  is  necessary^  if  any  ^  to  define  the  mean- 
ing of  the  words  ^Indian  country ^^  as  used  in  the  Revised  Statutes  and 
other  laws  of  the  United  States j'^  beg  leave  to  report : 

That  in  revising  the  statutes  of  the  United  States  in  1873,  the  first 
section  of  the  act  of  June  30, 1834,  commonly  known  as  the  '^  trade  and 
interconrse  act,"  was  dropped  or  omitted  from  the  laws  as  revised;  that 
the  said  section  so  omitted  defined  the  meaning  of  the  words  '^  Indian 
conntry"  as  they  occurred  in  the  statutes,  and  that  nowhere  else  in  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  has  it  ever  been  attempted  to  define  this 
meaning ;  that  on  at  least  one  occasion  a  United  States  court  has  de- 
cided that  by  this  (omission  of  the  section  referred  te  it  was  repealed: 
that  under  the  circumstances,  there  being  numerous  laws,  criminal  ana 
otherwise,  passed  by  Congress,  applicable  to  and  referring  in  general 
terms  to  the  ''Indian  country,"  which  laws  are  necessary  and  ought  to 
be  enforced,  legislation  is  necessary  and  ought  to  be  had  to  define  the 
meaning  of  the  words  "Indian  country." 

The  committee,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  submit  a  bill  which  was  pre- 
pared by  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  upon  the  request^  of  the 
committee  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  to  define  the  meaning  of  the 
words  referred  to.  With  the  verbal  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  the  committee  have  stricken  out  of  the  bill  as  onginally  drawn 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  the  words  ''lauds  to  which  the 
original  Indian  title  has  never  been  extinguished,  but  which  have  not 
been  specially  reserved  by  treaty,  act  of  Congress,  or  otherwise,  for  the 
use  of  the  Indians,  or  for  other  purposes,"  because  they  believe  that 
there  are  no  such  lands  within  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  and  they 
recommend  that  the  bill,  thus  amende<l,  be  passed. 

The  committee  submit  herewith  draft  of  bill  above  referred  to,  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  dated  May  1, 1882,  transmitting  the 
said  bill,  with  the  report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  upon  the 
necessity  of  the  legislation  recommended  (which  said  report  is  also  here- 
with), and  letter  from  the  Hon.  George  W.  McCrary,  United  States  Judge 
for  the  eighth  judicial  circuit,  dated  March  25, 1882,  and  addressed  to 
Hon.  G.  F.  Hoar,  upon  the  subject  of  the  necessity  of  such  le-^nslarion. 


47Tn  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Repoet 

l8t  Session.       f  \  No.  773. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


June  28,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Miller,  of  California,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Eevision  of  the 
Laws  of  the  United  States,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  aocompanj  bill  S.  2100.] 

The  Committee  on  the  Revision  of  the  LatoSj  having  had  under  comidera- 
tion  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  March  27, 1882,  vistructing  them  to 
^Hnquire  wJiat  further  legislation  is  necessary^  if  any j  to  define  the  mean- 
ing  of  the  words  ^Indian  country,^  as  used  in  the  Revised  Statutes  and 
other  laics  of  the  United  States/^  beg  leave  to  report: 

That  in  revising  the  statutes  of  the  United  States  in  1873,  the  first 
section  of  the  act  of  June  30, 1834,  commonly  known  as  the  ''  trade  and 
intercourse  act,"  was  dropped  or  omitted  from  the  laws  as  revised;  that 
the  said  section  so  omitted  defined  the  meaning  of  the  words  ^^  Indian 
country"  as  they  occurred  in  the  statutes,  and  that  nowhere  else  in  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  has  it  ever  been  attempted  to  define  this 
meaning ;  that  on  at  least  one  occasion  a  United  States  court  has  de- 
cided that  by  this  (omission  of  the  section  referred  to  it  was  repealed; 
that  under  the  circumstances,  there  being  numerous  laws,  criminal  and 
otherwise,  passed  by  Congress,  applicable  to  and  referring  in  general 
terms  to  the  ^^  Indian  country,"  which  laws  are  necessary  and  ought  to 
be  enforced,  legislation  is  necessary  and  ought  to  be  had  to  define  the 
meaning  of  the  words  "Indian  country." 

The  committee,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  submit  a  bill  which  was  pre- 
pared by  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  upon  the  request^  of  the 
committee  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  to  define  the  meaning  of  the 
words  referred  to.  With  the  verbal  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  the  committee  have  stricken  out  of  the  bill  as  originally  drawn 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  the  words  "lands  to  wliich  the 
original  Indian  title  has  never  been  extinguished,  but  which  have  not 
been  specially  reserved  by  treaty,  act  of  Congress,  or  otherwise,  for  the 
use  of  the  Indians,  or  for  other  purposes,"  because  they  believe  that 
there  are  no  such  lands  within  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  and  they 
recommend  that  the  bill,  thus  amended,  be  passed. 

The  committee  submit  herewith  draft;  of  bill  above  referred  to,  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  dated  May  1, 1882,  transmitting  the 
said  bill,  with  the  report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  upon  the 
necessity  of  the  legislation  recommended  (which  said  report  is  also  here- 
with), and  letter  from  the  Hon,  George  W.  McCrary,  United  States  Judge 
for  the  eighth  judicial  circuit,  dated  March  25, 1882,  and  adilressinl  to 
Hon.  G.  F.  Hoar,  upon  the  subject  of  the  necessity  of  such  lei;ishir:ou. 
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Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington f  May  I,  1882. 

Sir:  I  bare  tfae  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  the  3d  altimo, 
inclosing  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  §7th  March  last,  instructing  your  committee  to 
inquire  inio  the  necessity  for  further  legislation  defining  the  meaning  of  the  words 
^*  Indian  country '^  as  used  in  the  Revised  Statutes  and  other  laws  of  the  United 
States;  and  a  letter  of  Hon.  George  W.  McCrary^  United  Stat«s  circuit  Judge  of  the 
•eight  judicial  circuit,  dated  Saint  Louis,  Mo.,  Apnl  8,  1882,  addressed  to  Senator  Hoar, 
upon  the  same  subject ;  al»o,  concurring  in  the  views  of  Judge  McCrary,  and  request- 
ing an  expression  of  the  views  of  this  department. 

The  subject  having  been  referred  to  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  I  inclose 
herewith  a  copy  of  his  letter  of  reply  of  the  25th  ultimo,  together  with  a  draft  of  a 
l>ill  which  it  is  believed  will  cure  the  defect  existing  in  the  case. 

The  bill  is  respectfully  presented  for  the  consideration  of  your  committee,  and  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate  and  the  letter  of  Judge  McCrary  are  respectfully  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  M.  TELLER, 

Secretary, 
Hon.  John  F.  Miller, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Sevision  of  the  LatcSj  United  States  Senate. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  Indian  Affairs, 

Washington,  ApHl  25;  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt,  bv  department  reference  for  re- 
port, of  a  communication  from  Hon.  John  F.  Miller,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Revision  of  the  Laws,  United  States  Senate,  dated  the  3d  instant,  in  which  he  in- 
closes a  letter  from  Hon.  Georse  W.  McCrary,  United  States  circuit  Judge  for  the. 
eighth  judicial  circuit,  1o  the  Hon.  George  F.  Hoar,  in  w^hich  he  states  that  he  has 
recently  had  occasion  to  decide  that  section  1  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  June  30,  1834, 
known  as  the  trade  and  intercourse  act  (4  Stat.,  729),  is  repealed  by  the  Revised 
Statutes,  portions  of  that  act  being  embraced  in  the  revision,  and  section  1  altogether 
omitted;  that,  therefor> ,  there  is  no  law  defining  or  locating  the  '* Indian  country'^ 
as  referred  to  in  numerous  statutes,  which  may  &ave  the  courts  powerless  to  enforce 
many  of  the  criminal  statutes  intended  for  the  protection  of  the  Indians  and  other  in^ 
habitants  of  what  has  heretofore  been  known  as  the  ^'Indian  conntry,"  and  snggest- 
ing  whether  some  action  of  Congress  is  not  desirable  in  the  premises ;  and  also  a  reso- 
lution of  the  United  States  Senate,  instructing  the  Committee  on  the  Revision  of  the 
Laws  to  inquire  what  further  legislation  is  necessary,  if  any,  to  define  the  meaning  of 
the  words  ^'Indian  country"  as  used  in  the  Revised  Statutes  and  other  laws  of  the 
United  States. 

Seuator  Miller  states  that  the  committee  concur  with  Judge  McCrary  in  the  opinion 
''that  there  is  no  act  of  Congress  now  in  force  defiuing  the  meaning  of  the  words 
'ludiau  country'  or  the  locality  or  boundaries  of  the  'Indian  country,' '*  and  re- 
quests that  you  will  advise  them  of  your  views  in  the  premises,  and,  if  you  concur 
"with  them,  will  cause  a  bill  to  be  prepared  and  forwarded  drawn  to  meet  tlie  require- 
ments of  the  public  service,  together  with  such  suggestions  as  you  may  wish  to  ad- 
vance. 

The  meaning  of  the  term  '' Indian  country"  has  been  the  subject  of  judicial  in- 
quiry and  determination  both  before  and  since  the  revision  of  the  statutes  of  the 
United  States. 

In  the  opinion  of  Judge  Hillyer,  United  States  district  court  for  the  district  of  Ne- 
vada, in  the  case  of  the  United  States  vs.  Leathers  (6  Sawyer,  17 )j  which  will  be 
noticed  mure  fully  hereafter,  there  is  a  very  thorough  review  of  legislation  relating 
to  the  *'  ludian  couutry,"  the  substance  of  which  is  here  given. 

lu  the  tirst  act,  "to  regulate  trade  and  intercourse  with  the  Indian  tribes"  (act  of 
July  23,  1790,  1  Stat.,  137),  this  expression  is  used.  No  defiuition  of  it  is  given,  bat 
the  tenor  of  the  act  shows  that  it  was  used  as  meaning  country  belonging  to  the 
Indians,  occupied  by  them,  and  to  which  the  government  recognized  them  as  having 
some  kind  of  title  and  right.  In  the  act  of  1793  (1  Stat.,  329)  ''  Indian  country"  and 
**  Indian  territory"  are  used  as  synunoinons. 

The  act  of  1796,  section  16  (1  Stat.,  469),  speaks  of  the  country  over  and  beyond  a 
l)oundary  line  from  Lake  Erie  down  to  Saint  Mary's  River  as  **  Indian  country." 

The  act  of  1799  (1  Stat.,  743)  fixed  the  same  line  and  called  the  territory  beyond 
•* Indian  country."    In  some  sections  "territory"  belonging  to  Indians  is  spoken  of. 

Th  '  act  of  1802  (2  Stat.,  139)  uses  the  words  ''Indian  country"  and  ''Indian  terri- 
tory" n»  meaning  tne  same  thin^,  and  in  both  instances  it  is  the  country  set  apart  by 
treaties  or  otherwise  for  the  Indians. 


DEFINITION    OF   THE    WORDS    "INDIAN   COUNTRY."  3 

By  the  act  of  1816  (3  Stat.,  382)  foreigners  are  excluded  from  auy  country  allotted 
to  Indian  tribes,  secured  to  them  by  treaty,  or  to  which  the  Indian  title  ha«  not  beeu 
extinguished. 

By  the  act  of  1822  (3  Stat.,  682)  the  President  was  authorized  to  cause  to  be 
searched  the  packages  of  traders  suspected  of  carrying  ardent  spirits  into  the  Indian 
countries. 

Then  conies  the  act  of  1834  (4  Stat., 729),  defining  the  " Indian  country  "  to  be  **all 
that  part  of  the  United  States  west  of  the  Mississippi,  and  not  within  the  States  of 
Missouri  and  Louisiana  or  the  Territory  of  Arkansas,  and  also  that  part  of  the  United 
States  east  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and  not  within  any  State  to  which  the  Indian 
title  has  not  been  extinguisned.''  Certain  acts  of  Congress  referring  to  the  Indian 
Territory,  meaning  the  country  known  by  that  name  south  of  Kansas,  when  incor- 
porated into  the  Kevised  Statutes,  change  the  term  to  Indian  c^ountry  (R.  S.  2-127, 
^138).  Chapter  4,  of  title  28,  Revised  Statutes,  is  headed  ^'Government  of  Indian 
country,"  not  the  Indian  country. 

In  the  act  of  1863  (12  Stat.,  793)  this  occurs:  Treaties  may  be  made  with  the  tribes 
residing  in  the  conn  try  south  of  Kansas  and  west  of  Arkansas,  commonly  known  as 
the  Indian  country. 

There  are  several  statutes  extending  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  1834  to  territory 
not  included  in  the  first  section  of  that  act  (see  9  Stat.,  437,  9  Stat.,  587,  and  17  Stat., 
530). 

In  the  case  of  the  United  States  vs,  Sevelolf  (2  Sawyer,  311),  Judge  Deady  held  that 
the  ''  Indian  country,^'  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  declaring  it  to  be  a  crime  to  in- 
troduce spirituous  liquors  therein,  is  only  that  portion  of  the  United  States  which  has 
been  declared  to  be  such  by  act  of  Congress;  and  country  which  is  owned  or  inhab- 
ited by  Indians  in  whole  or  in  part,  is  not,  therefore,  a  part  of  the  ''Indian  country." 

Angnst  12,  1873^  the  honorable  Attorney-General  of  tne  United  States  rendered  an 
opinion  to  the  effect  that  'Mt  is  unc^uestionable,  both  as  regards  the  region  west  of 
the  Mississippi,  orisinally  included  within  the  Indian  country  by  the  act  of  1834,  and 
as  regards  the  rejpon  formerly  included  within  the  Territories  just  mentioned  (Ore- 
gon, New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Alaska),  that  all  Indian  reservations  occupied  by  Indian 
tribes,  and  also  all  other  districts  so  occupied  to  which  the  Indian  title  has  not  been 
extinguished  are  Indian  couuti-y  within  the  meaning  of  the  intercourse  laws  and  re- 
main (to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  according  as  they  lie  within  a  State  or  Territory) 
subject  to  the  provisions  thereof."    (14  Opinions,  290.) 

In  the  case  of  the  United  States  r«.  Winslow  (3  Sawyer,  337),  it  was  held  that  the  ef- 
fect of  the  fifth  section  of  the  act  of  June  5,  1850  (9  Stat.,  487),  extending  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  of  1834  over  the  Indian  tribes  in  the  Territory  of  Oregon  was  to 
make  Oregon,  so  far  as  the  disposition  of  spirituous  liquors  to  Indians  is  concerned, 
"  Indian  country." 

The  case  of  Bates  vh,  Clark  (5  Otto,  204),  decided  at  the  October  term,  1877.  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  was  tried  subsequent  to  the  revision  of  tne  stat- 
utes, but  arose  before  the  revision.  The  act  of  1834  was  therefore  in  force,  and  gov- 
erned that  decision. 

It  was  held  that  *Mu  absence  of  any  different  provision  by  treaty  or  by  act  of 
Congress,  all  the  country  described  by  the  first  section  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1834,  as 
Indian  country,  remains  such  only  as  lone  as  the  Indians  retain  their  title  to  the 
soil." 

In  the  case  of  Waters  r«.  Campbell  (4  Sawyer,  121),  the  United  States  circuit  court, 
district  of  Oregon,  held  that  Alaska  was  not  •*  Indian  country"  in  the  technical  sense 
of  that  term,  any  further  than  Congress  has  made  it  so,  but  that  it  was  Indian  coun- 
try so  far  as  the  introduction  of  spirituous  liquors  was  concerned. 

It  will  be  s<  en  that  at  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  the  Revised  Statutes  the  bound- 
aries of  the  ^*  Indian  country"  had  been  largely  changed  since  the  passage  of  the  act 
of  1834,  but  generally  speaking,  the  provisions  of  that  act  had  been  extended  to  the 
various  Indian  reservations,  and  were  held  to  be  applicable  to  the  several  Indian  tribes 
wherever  located. 

The  question  as  to  the  country  to  which  the  provisions  of  chapter  4,  title  28,  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  are  applicable  is  fully  discussed  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  v«. 
Xjeathers  (6  Sawyer,  17),  before  referred  to. 

This  case  was  a^  criminal  one,  in  which  the  indictment  charged  the  defendant  with 
attempting  to  reside  as  a  trader,  and  to  introduce  goods,  and  to  trade  in  the  Indian 
country  without  a  license,  in  violation  of  section  2133  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and 
also  with  introducing  liquor  into  the  Indian  country  contrary  to  section  2139.  The 
indictment  alleged  this  Indian  country  to  be  the  Pyramid  Lake  Reservation  in  the 
State  of  Nevada. 

In  discussing  the  question  as  to  whether  the  reservation  mentioned  in  the  indict- 
ment was  Indian  country  within  the  meaning  of  the  two  sections  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes above  named,  the  court  says:  ''At  the  time  the  Revised  Statutes  were  adopted 
all  the  country  embraced  by  the  definition  of  Indian  country  in  the  act  of  1834  was 
organized  into  States  and  Territories,  to  which  the  world  generally  was  invited  to 


4  DEFINITION   OF   THE   WORDS    "INDIAN   COUNTRY.'* 

come  and  settle.  The  same  was  true  of  all  that  portion  of  the  United  States  lyin^ 
-west  of  the  Rocky  Mountains.  So  far  as  I  can  asc<Mtain,  all  the  tribes,  certainly  all 
the  tribes  of  note  within  this  vast  ten-itory,  have  been,  either  by  treaties  or  agree- 
ment, dealt  with  by  the  government.  The  tribes,  in  consideration  of  money,  goods, 
annuities,  i&.c.,  have  ceded  their  right  to  the  occupation  of  the  regions  over  which 
they  had  been  roaming  and  hunting,  and  have  had  a  specific  portion  of  land  or  terri- 
tory, or  country,  allotted  to  them  for  their  exclusive  use,  called  Indian  reservations. 
On  these  it  was  and  is  the  policy,  so  far  as  possible,  to  induce  the  tribes  to  settle  per- 
manently and  cultivat^^  the  soil  as  a  means  of  living,  in  lieu  of  their  former  roamiug 
life,  hunting  and  fishing. 

''This  is  the  general  situation  of  Indian  affairs. 

''It  follows  that  nnless  these  varions  Indian  reservations  are  Indian  country,  and  if 
we  are  still  bound  by  the  definition  in  the  act  of  1834,  there  is  little  or  no  country  to 
which  the  varions  sections  of  the  Reiased  Statutes  for  the  government  of  the  Indian 
country  can  apply. 

"But  if  we  regard  section  1  of  the  act  of  1834  as  repealed,  and  the  portions  of  the 
public  land  allotted  to  the  use  and  occupation  of  the  Indians  as  Indian  country,  the 
sections  of  the  Revised  Statutes  in  which  those  words  occur  will  have  such  operation 
as  to  carry  out  what  I  think  Congress  intended  should  be  accomplished  by  their  adop- 
tion. It  is  as  important  now  as  ever  that  the  introduction  of  liquor  into  the  reserva- 
tions set  apart  for  the  Indians  should  be  prevented,  and  trading  and  settling  among 
them  also.  I  am  constrained  to  adopt  this  as  the  trne  construction  of  the  present  law, 
and  therefore  hold  the  Pyramid  Lake  Indian  Reservation  to  be  Indian  country.'' 

It  is  perhaps  worthy  of  remark  that  this  reservation  was  set  apart  for  the  use  of  the 
Indians  by  an  executive  order  (March  23,  1874),  and  the  right  of  the  President  to 
make  such  disposition  of  public  lands  is  sustained. 

This  decision  was  affirmed  by  the  circuit  court  on  appeal.  My  own  views  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter  are  in  accord  with  those  expressed  by  the  court  in  this  case.  Fol- 
lowing this  opinion,  there  would  seem  to  be  no  occasion  to  anticipate  the  diiUcuUies 
fearea  by  Judge  McCrary,  and,  therefore,  no  actual  necessity  for  the  legislation  sug- 
gested. 

Should  it  be  thought  best,  however,  to  define  the  meaning  of  the  words  "  Indian 
country''  as  used  in  the  Revised  Statutes  by  legislative  enactment,  I  see  no  objection, 
provided  such  definition  corresponds  with  that  given  by  the  courts. 

I  have  accordingly  prepared  a  bill,  as  requested  by  tne  committee,  which  embodies 
the  principles  of  the  decision  above  quoted.     I  return  herewith  the  letter  of  Senator 
Miller,  with  its  inclosures,  and  inclose  a  copy  of  this  report  and  of  the  proposed  bill. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedlbut  servant, 

H.  PRICE, 
Cammissianer, 

Hon.  Secretary  op  the  Interior. 


[United  Stales  circuit  court,  eighth  Judicial  circuit,  at  chamben.] 

Saint  Louis,  Mo.,  March  25,  1882. 

My  Dear  Senator  :  I  have  recently,  in  a  case  tried  before  me  in  Minnesota,  had 
occasion  to  decide  that  section  one  of  the  act  of  Couj^ress  of  June  30,  1834,  known  as 
the  "trade  and  intercourse  act"  (4  Stat.,  page  729)  u*  repealed  by  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes of  the  United  States,  portions  of  that  act  being  embrace<l  in  the  revision,  and 
section  one  altogether  omitted. 

If  I  am  right  in  this  ruling,  there  is  no  act  of  Congress  now  in  force  defining  the 
meaning  of  the  words  "Indian  country,'*  or  the  locality  or  boundaries  of  the  "Indian 
country."  This,  you  will  readily  perceive,  leaves  a  large  body  of  legislation  relating 
to  the  "  Indian  country,"  much  of  it  criminal  in  character  and  very  important,  with- 
out a  situs.  There  are  numerous  statutes  referring  in  general  terms  to  the  "Indian 
country,"  but  if  the  section  above  named  is  repesded  there  is  no  statute  locating  or 
describing  the  country  thus  referred  to.  This  may  leave  the  courts  powerless  to  en- 
force many  of  the  criminal  statutes  intended  for  the  protection  of  the  Indians  and 
other  inhabitants  of  what  has  heretofore  been  known  as  the  "  Indian  country."  As 
these  criminal  statutes  must  be  strictly  construed,  it  is  difficnlt  to  see  how  any  of 
them  can  be  executed  as  the  law  now  stands.  I  have  thought  it  proper  to  call  your 
attention  to  this  subject,  and  to  suggest  Whether  some  action  of  Congress  is  not  desi- 
rable in  the  premises. 

I  remain  yours,  very  sincerely, 

GEO.  W.  McCRARY. 

Hon.  G.  F.  Hoar, 

United  States  Senate  Chamber^  Washingion,  D.  C. 


47th  Congress,  »  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       f  \  No.  774. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JuN'E  ^ZHf  1382. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  CiiiLCOTT,  from  tbe  Coiniuittee  on  GLaims,  submitted  the  followiag 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2317.] 

llie  Committee  on  Claims^  to  irhom  was  referred  the  hill  {H,  R.  2317) /or 
the  relief  of  Mary  Bullard,  have  considered  the  same^  and  submit  the  fol- 
lowing f  eport : 

The  bill  passed  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  13th  day  of  June, 
1882. 

i  The  petition  of  claimant,  verified  by  her,  and  filed  in  support  of  her 
claim,  alleges  a  claim  against  the  United  States  for  a  horse,  valued  at 
$100,  ridden  to  death  by  her  in  obtaining  aid  to  rescue  captured  Union 
soldiers. 

It  appears  from  the  affidavits  of  General  David  Moore  and  Capt. 
David  Wilson  that  Mrs.  Bullaord  was  living,  in  August,  1861,  at  her 
borne  near  Etna,  Scotland  County,  Missouri,  her  husband  being  a  Union 
soldier.  One  day  she  overheard  a  party  of  Confederates  describing  the 
capture  of  some  Union  soldiers  and  making  plans  for  capturing  others. 
The  petitioner  at  once  mounted  her  best  horse,  leaving  her  children 
alone,  and  made  all  speed  toward  the  Union  camp,  reaching  there  in 
season,  and  gave  the  information  that  was  the  means  of  releasing  the 
prisoners,  and  capturing  their  captors.  The  claimant's  horse,  however, 
was  so  exhausted  from  the  effects  of  the  hard  ride  that  it  died  next  day. 
She  borrowed  one  of  a  soldier  and  returned  it  afterward. 

The  petitioner  asks  that,  inasmuch  as  the  horse  died  from  the  effects 
of  the  service  rendered  to  the  United  States,  she  shall  be  paid  its  value. 

The  first  section  of  the  act  of  March  3, 1849  (9  Stat,  at  L.,  page  414), 
and  the  act  of  June  16, 1874  (18  Stat,  at  jL^  page  193),  provide  for  pay- 
ment for  horses  and  equipments  lost  by  officers  and  soldiers  in  the  mil- 
itary service  from  any  exigency.  The  second  section  of  the  first-men- 
tioned act  provides  that  when  the  property  of  a  private  citizen  is  taken 
into  the  military  service,  either  by  contract  or  by  imprisonment,  and  lost, 
the  owner  shall  be  paid  its  value.  The  act  of  July  4,  1864,  provides 
payment  for  property  permanently  appropriated  for  the  use  of  the  Army. 

The  present  case  falls  within  the  terms  of  neither  of  the  above  acts, 
yet,  equitably,  every  consideration  of  the  wisdom  and  justice  of  the  act 
of  March  3, 1849,  applies  herein  with  equal  force. 

The  committee,  in  view  of  the  foregoing  statement  of  facts,  report 
back  the  bill  and  recommend  its  passage. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepoet 

Ist  Session.       j  \  No.  775. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JCLY  1, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  2005.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {H.  B,  2005) 
granting  a  pension  to  Elijah  W.  Penny,  have  carefully  examined  the 
same,  and  report : 

That  the  claimant,  Elijah  W,  Penny,  is  now  drawing  a  pension  of 
$24  per  month  for  the  loss  of  an  arm  above  the  elbow ;  that  in  addition 
to  said  wound  he  was  also  wounded  by  gunshot  wound  in  the  right  side, 
which  has  become  serious,  resultiug  in  partial  paralysis  of  that  side. 

It  is  shown  by  the  sworn  statement  of  Dr.  John  B.  Moore,  a  regular 
physician  of  standing,  who  has  been  claimant's  family  physician  for  the 
past  two  years,  that  the  gunshot  wound  in  the  right  side  passed  near 
the  spine,  and  extending  to  the  right  side  of  the  fourth  lumbar  ver- 
tebra, the  whole  right  side  of  his  body  is  partially  x^aralyzed,  both  as 
to  motion  and  sensation;  and  that  claimant  is  subject  to  attacks  of 
prostration  that  confines  him  to  his  bed  for  weeks  at  a  time,  and  re- 
quires the  attention  of  an  attendant  at  such  times. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion,  after  careful  investigation,  that  claim- 
ant's disabihty  entitles  him  to  the  increase  asked,  and  therefore  rec- 
ommend the  passage  of  the  bill  with  tlie  amendment  recommended  by 
the  House  report. 


47th  Congress,  i  SENATE.  (  Repoet 

l8t  Session.       (  \  No.  776. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  1,  18S2. — Ordered  to  bo  priuted. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2634.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensioiis^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {R.  i?.  2634) 
granting  a  petision  to  Norton  L.  Newberry,  hare  carefully  examined  the 
same,  and  report: 

Tliatthe  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  have  correctly  stated 
the  facts  in  this  case  in  their  report  (No.  1172),  as  follows : 

Newberry,  while  serving  as  a  private  in  Company  A,  Fourth  Regiment  United  States 
Light  Artillery,  received  a  gunshot  wound  of  left  arm  in  battle  at  Gettysburg,  July 
'Sy  1863,  necessitating  amputation  of  the  limb  below  the  elbow,  for  which  he  was  pen- 
sioned at  $8  per  month  from  date  of  discharge,  at  §15  from  Juno  6, 1866,  and  at  $18 
fi'om  June  4,  1872,  at  which  rate  ho  is  now  paid. 

In  addition  to  the  loss  of  the  arm,  pensioner  is  suffering  to  some  extent  from  asthn^a, 
the  origin  of  which  in  the  service  is  clearly  established.  But  because  asthma  does 
not  exist  in  any  degree  sufficient  so  as  to  disqualify  him  for  the  performance  of 
any  manual  labor,  the  Pension  Office  is  debarred  from  allowing  pension  at  a  rate 
greater  than  that  provided  by  law  for  the  loss  of  the  arm  below  tne  elbow.  Hence 
the  rejection  of  the  claim  for  increase. 

Your  committee  cannot  agree  with  the  conclusions  reached  by  the 
*  House  committee  in  recommending  the  increase  of  pension  to  claimant, 
for  the  reason  that  claimant  is  now  receiving  the  full  amount  of  pension 
allowed  by  law  for  the  disability  occasioned  by  loss  of  arm;  and  the 
disability  from  asthma  is  so  slight  as  not  to  interfere  with  manual  labor. 
There  is,  therefore,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  no  grounds  for 
further  increase.  The  committee  recommend  the  indefinite  postpone- 
ment of  the  bill. 


47Tn  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eeport 


Ist  Session.       )  (  No.  777. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  1.  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr,  Blair,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompaDy  bill  H.  R.  1147.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  'whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R. 
1147)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Vernor  Henry,  have  carefully  ex- 
amined the  same,  and  report  favorably,  recommending  its  passage. 

The  conmiittee  adopt  the  statement  of  facts  contained  in  the  House 
report,  as  follows : 

The  clainlaut  is  aged  about  fifty-five  years.  Her  brother,  J.  Wilkes  Henry,  was  a 
inidshiproan,  and  was  kiUed  while  serving  in  the  line  of  his  duty  by  the  Fejee  Island- 
ers in  1840.  Her  brother,  Edmund  Wilkes  Henry,  was  a  commander  in  the  Navy,  and 
died  of  Bright's  disease  of  the  kidneys  in  March,  1873,  contracted,  it  is  believed,  while 
in  the  line  of  his  duty  in  the  naval  service. 

She  has  another  brother  civilly  dead.  Neither  of  said  deceased  brothers  left  any 
widow  or  descendant.  Neither  parent  of  claimant  is  living,  and  she  is  very  poor,  and 
was  dependent  upon  said  Edmund  Wilkes  Henry  at  the  time  of  his  death  for  her  sup- 
port. 

This  application  was  before  the  Housein  the  Forty-sixth  Congress,  and  the  bill  was 
fovorably  reported  upon  by  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  but  was  not  reached 
for  want  of  time. 

Tlie  Hon.  Horatio  Seymour,  the  Hon.  Ward  Hunt,  the  Hon.  John  Jay,  and  others 
indorse  the  application  as  meritorious  and  commend  the  applicant  as  deserving  of  aid. 

The  petitioner  now  comes  to  Congress  for  assistance.  In  view  of  the  valuable  serv- 
ices rendered  by  the  brothers  of  this  petitioner,  and  the  fact  that  they  left  no  imme- 
diate relative  save  her,  your  committee  deem  this  a  proper  case  for  a  gratuity  pension, 
and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  1147)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth 
Vernor  Henry,  amending  the  same  by  striking  out  the  last  eighteen  words  of  the  bill. 


47th  Conghess,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       i  \  No.  778. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  1,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blaib,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  tlie  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  70.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  ichom  was  referred  the  hill  {S.  70)  granting 
a  pension  to  Sirah  Hayne^  widow  of  Michael  Hayne,  having  considered 
the  samcj  report  a^  follows : 

Michael  Hayne  was  a  wealthy  and  prominent  citizen  of  Maryland,  who 
enlisted  as  a  seaman  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  performed 
duty  as  such  (and  also  in  the  capacity  of  an  officer,  although  never  com- 
missioned, on  account  of  disability  which  occasioned  his  premature  dis- 
charge), on  board  the  United  States  ships  Ontario,  Allegany,  and  IJrandy- 
wine,  during  the  late  war. 

Two  of  his  sons  entered  the  land  service  and  gave  their  lives  to  the 
countrj'. 

Tliroughout  the  war  the  wife  and  daughters  of  Mr.  Hayne  devoted 
their  home  and  means  to  the  cause  of  the  Union,  and  at  its  close  the 
father  was  crippled  for  life,  the  sons  were  dead,  and  the  survivors  reduced 
to  complete  poverty. 

A  photograph  taken  during  the  war  is  produced  before  the  committee^ 
which  represents  the  father  in  an  officer's  uniform  on  the  deck  of  his 
vessel,  surrounded  by  the  men  under  his  command,  also  in  uniform. 
The  father  is  said  to  have  exhibited  unusual  gallantry  while  in  the 
service.  xVdiniral  Porter  testifies  in  strong  terms  to  his  bravery  and 
patriotism. 

The  family,  being  in  destitution,  came  to  this  city,  where  they  have  since 
resided,  an  unmarried  daughter,  of  unusual  intelligence  and  capacity, 
having  given  the  most  diligent  and  self-sacrificing  eftbrt  night  and  day  to 
the  support  of  her  parents.  By  special  act  of  Congress  the  father  was 
pensioned  above  his  rank  at  the  rate  of  $50  a  month.  He  died  last  year 
from  disabilities  contracted  in  the  service,  having  been  in  receipt  of  his 
pension  only  about  six'months.  His  widow  survives,  at  the  age  of  about 
seventy-five  years,  in  broken  health,  and  incapable  of  work  of  any  descrip- 
tion. For  a  long  time  they  had  rented  rooms  in  this  city,  which  were 
furnished  with  such  remaining  articles  as  they  had  been  able  to  save 
from  the  era  of  their  better  fortunes.  Death  found  them  without  money, 
and  the  expenses  of  the  last  sickness  and  burial  are  still  unpaid.  The 
sheriff  has  sold  out  their  furniture  and  turned  them  upon  the  street 
while  they  were  begging  for  a  pension.  The  daughter  has  been  hunting 
for  work  all  winter,  and  found  none.  If  employment  was  found,  a  con- 
stitution broken  down  by  hardship  already  endured  unfits  her  for  active 
exertion.    The  mother  cannot  live  long.    There  are  two  younger  unmar- 
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ried  sisters;  but  wLile  others  liud  work  around  the  departments,  these 
friendless  girls,  whose  natural  protectors  have  put  their  lives  into  the 
l)rcservation  of  the  country-,  bep:  around  the  departments  for  work,  but 
utterly  fail.  This  is  a  shame,  but  the  committee  cannot  help  it.  The 
committee  recommend  the  passaffc  of  the  bill  so  amended  as  to  give  to 
the  widow  of  Michael  Hiiyne  a  pension  of  816  a  mouth  for  the  remainder 
of  her  natural  life. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ut  Session.       )  (  Xo.  779. 
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July  1,  18^*2. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BI4AIR,  from  the  Committee  ou  Pensions,  submitted  the  foHowiiig 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4719.] 

The  Committee  ou  Peusious,  to  whom  wjis  referred  the  bill  (H.  K. 
4719)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Bettie  Taylor  Daudridge,  liave  ex- 
umined  the  same,  and  report  recommending  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  facts  are  stated  in  House  Report  as  follows : 

Mrs.  Bettio  Taylor  Daudridge  is  the  youngest  of  the  three  daughters  of  Maj.  Gen. 
Zachary  Taylor,  the  hero  of  the  Mexican  war,  and  who  died  whuo  serving  as  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States.  She  is  the  widow  of  Lieut.  Col.  William  W.  S.  Bliss, 
whose  brilliant  military  record  ])laces  him  among  the  most  distinguished  graduates 
of  the  United  States  Military  Academy.  Ho  was  born  in  the  State  of  New  York; 
j^radnated  from  the  Acaderaj'  in  1H33;  served  as  professor  of  mathematics  from  lHi57 
to  1840;  was  engaged  in  the  Florida  war  in  1840-41;  was  nominated  lieutenant  of 
the  Topographic  Kngineers,  which  he  declined ;  was  brevettetl  as  captain,  and  ap- 
pointed chief  of  staff  of  the  commanding  general  in  1840 ;  served  on  the  frontiers 
until  1845,  wiien  he  was  appointed  chief  of  statf  to  General  Taylor;  was  engaged  iu 
the  battle  of  Palto  Alto,  and  in  the  battle  of  Kesaca  de  la  Pabna,  for  gallant  and  mer- 
itorious conduct,  in  which  he  was  brevetted  as  Major ;  was  in  the  battle  of  Monterey 
and  the  battle  of  Buena  Vista,  and  brevetted  as  lieutenant-colonel  in  1847  for  gallant 
and  meritorious  services  in  these  battles  ;  was  detailed  as  i>rivate  secretary  to  Pres- 
ident Taylor  in  1849,  and  in  1850  was  appoint<Jd  a<ljutant-general  of  the  western 
division,  when^  ho  died  of  yellow  fever  on  the  5th  of  August,  1853. 

In  addition  to  this  brilliant  militaiy  record  he  received  the  degree  of  master  of  arts 
from  Darmouth  College  in  1848  ;  was  presented  by  the  State  of  New  York  in  1849  with 
a  gold  medal  for  his  gallant  services  in  Mexico ;  was  made  a  member  of  the  Royal 
Society  of  Northern  Antiquarians  of  Copenhagen,  Denmark,  and  an  honorary  mem- 
ber of  the  American  Ethnological  Society  of  New  York. 

Mrs.  Dandridge  subsequently  remarried  and  became  a  widow,  and  is  now  living  at 
Winchester,  Va.,  in  such  circumstances  as,  your  committee  have  reason  to  believe, 
render  it  necessary  for  lier  to  ask  to  be  placed  upon  the  pension  list ;  and  in  view  of 
the  great  services  of  her  father  and  her  husband  your  committee  unanimously  concur 
in  the  propriety  of  this  request,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  herewith  favor- 
iibly  reported. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Eepobt 
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July  3,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Harrison,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Aflfairs,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

On  the  16th  of  March  last  there  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  the  following  Senate  resolution : 

Ix  THE  Senate  of  the  United  States, 

March  16,  1882. 

Whereao  the  following  provision  of  law,  enacted  in  1865,  is  contained  in  section 
1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  to  wit : 

**  Persons  houorablv  discharged  from  the  military  and  naval  service  by  reason  of 
disability,  resulting  from  wounds  or  sickness  incurred  in  the  line  of  duty,  shall  be 
preferred  for  appointments  to  civil  offices,  provided  they  are  found  to  possess  the 
business  capacity  necessary  for  the  proper  discharge  of  the  duties  of  such  offices  " : 

Therefore,  be  it 

Beaolvedj  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  in- 
structed to  inquire  into,  and  report  to  this  body — 

1st.  Whether  said  section  is  in  full  force  and  effect,  or  whether  it  has  been  in  any 
manner  repealed,  modified,  or  rendered  nueatory  and  void. 

2d.  Whether  said  section  has  been  faithnilly  executed  in  appointments  to  civil  offi- 
ces under  the  government,  or  whether  it  has  been  openly  and  habitually  disregarded 
and  violated. 

3d.  Whether  the  terms  and  meaning  of  said  section  apply  to  provost  and  de]  uty 
provost  marshals,  quartermasters,  and  sutlers  who  were  not  disabled  in  the  military 
or  fiaval  service  of  the  United  States,  or  whether  they  apply  solely  to  persons  who 
have  been  honorably  discharged  from  such  service  by  reason  ol  disability  arising  from 
wounds  or  sickness  incurred  m  the  line  of  duty  ;   and, 

4th.  Whether  any  additional  legislation  is  necessary  to  cause  the  provisions  of  this 
law  to  be  carried  out  and  enforced  by  the  various  departments  of  this  government. 

Attest : 

F.  E.  SHOBER, 

Acting  Secretary, 

The  committee  have  made  as  careful  an  examiuation  of  the  matters 
presented  by  this  resolution  for  their  consideration  as  the  time  and 
means  at  their  disposal  would  permit.  They  were  not  authorized  to  call 
and  examine  witnesses,  and  hence  have  not  extended  the  inquiry  fur- 
ther than  to  call  upon  the  heads  of  the  different  departments  for  reports. 
The  preparation  of  these  statements  has  required  some  time,  and  the 
answers  of  several  of  the  Secretaries  which  were  addressed  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  were  much  delayed  in  reaching  us,  owing  to  his 
absence  from  the  city  on  account  of  sickness. 

1.  The  committee  have  had  no  difficulty  in  ascertaining  that  section 
1754  of  the  Eevised  Statutes  is  still  in  force,  and  that  it  has  not  ^^been 
in  any  manner,  repealed,  modified,  or  rendered  nugatory  and  void.'' 
This  statute  was  enacted  just  at  the  close  of  the  great  civil  war  (March 
3, 1865).  It  was  a  legislative  expression  of  the  gratitude  of  the  loyal 
people  of  the  country  for  those  heroic  services  which  saved  the  country 
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from  dismemberment  and  dishonor,  and  was  intended  to  open  a  way 
for  the  disabled  veterans  of  the  war  to  such  public  civil  offices  as  they 
had  "the  business  capacity"  to  fill  with  credit.  It  was  not  intended  to 
impair  the  efficiency  of  the  civil  service  by  introducing  into  it  those  who 
from  physical  infirmity  or  from  other  causes  were  not  able  to  discharge 
official  duties  in  the  best  manner.  To  those  to  whom  wounds  and  sick- 
ness bad  brought  incapacity  for  such  services,  and  the  number  of  such 
was  very  great,  the  gratitude  of  the  nation  found  expression  in  liberal 
pension  laws.  The  committee  are  also  of  the  opinion  that  while  section 
1754  relates  in  terms  only  to  disabled  soldiers,  the  spirit  of  the  law  has 
a  much  wider  scope.  Section  1755,  enacted  at  the  same  time,  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

In  grateful  recoirnitioii  of  the  serrices,  sacrifices,  aud  sufferings  of  persons  honorably 
dincharged  from  tne  military  and  naval  service  of  the  country,  bv  reason  of  wounds, 
disenso,  nr  the  expiration  of  terms  of  enlistment,  it  is  respectfully  recommended  to 
bankers,  merchants,  manufacturers,  mechanics,  farmers,  and  persons  engaged  in  in- 
dustrial pursuits,  to  give  them  preference  for  appointments  to  remunerative  situations 
and  employments. 

This  section,  it  will  be  observed,  extends  to  all  soldiers  honorably  dis- 
charged, whetner  for  disability  or  expiration  of  their  terms  of  enlist- 
ment, and  it  cannot  be  supposed  that  Congress  intended  to  suggest  to 
business  men  in  their  private  employments  a  more  liberal  policy  towards 
the  soldiers  than  it  was  willing  to  adopt  in  the  civil  service  of  the  country. 

Your  committee  are  not  aware  of  any  attempt  to  repeal  or  modify 
these  sections  of  the  law,  and  therefore  report  that  they  are  still  a  part 
of  the  public  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  as  such  are  binding  upon 
the  appointing  power,  and  should  be  liberally  construed  and  faithfully 
enforced. 

2.  The  second  inquiry  presented  in  the  resolution  opens  a  very  wide 
and  difficult  field  of  investigation.  The  civil  list  of  the  United  States 
numbers  considerably  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  appointees,  scat- 
tered' over  the  entire  country.  The  records  in  the  departments  here 
would  furnish  very  Meager  information  as  to  the  Army  service  of  the 
appointees  whose  names  are  on  the  register,  and  even  if  this  informa- 
tion could  be  satisfactory  gleaned  from  such  sources,  many  months  of 
time  and  a  very  large  outlay  for  clerical  work  would  be  necessary  to  col- 
lect it.  And  even  then,  after  we  had  learned  the  exact  per  cent,  of  hon- 
orably discharged  soldiers  in  the  public  service,  we  should  have  to  pur- 
sue the  inquiry  much  further  before  we  could  convict  the  appointing 
power  of  a  violation  of  the  law.  We  would  need  also  to  know  whether 
any  soldier  was  an  applicant  for  the  particular  place,  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  possessed  ''  the  business  capacity  necessary  for  the  proper  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  such  office."  If  it  was  intended  that  the  committee 
should  make  an  investigation  as  wide  as  that  suggested,  we  must  ask  for 
further  time  nnd  for  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers. 

Your  committee  have  thought  that  by  inquiries  addressed  to  the  heads 
of  the  different  executive  departments  as  to  the  enforcement  of  the  law 
by  them  in  making  appointments  for  service  in  the  departments,  some 
valuable  information  might  be  had,  which,  however  imi>erfect,  would  in 
some  measure  answer  the  inquiry.  In  response  to  such  inquiries,  the 
committee  have  received  the  following  letters : 

Treasury  Department, 

March  25, 18e2. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  ri  ceipt  of  your  letter  of  the  16th  instant 
transmitting  a  copy  of  the  resdution  of  the  Senate,  Which  is  in  the  following  word.^ 
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[we  omit  the  reHolntioD,  already  copied],  and  requesting  to  be  advised,  so  far  as  regards 
this  Department,  in  relation  to  the  inquirieB  in  the  foregoing  resolution : 

In  reply  I  have  to  state  : 

First.  The  section  of  law  referred  to  is  in  full  force  and  effect  in  this  Department, 
and  has  not  b^en  rendered  nugatorv  and  void. 

Second.  That  the  section  referred  to  has  been  faithfully  executed  in  appointments 
to  positions  in  this  Department,  as  the  records  show  that  out  of  1,54b  appointments 
and  reappointments  from  March,  1877,  to  March,  1882, 803  were  persons  who  either 
served  in  the  military  or  naval  service,  and  were  honorably  discharged  therefrom,  or 
were  widows  or  orphans  of  soldiers  and  sailors. 

In  regard  to  the  fourth  section  of  the  resolution,  I  would  state  that,  so  fur  as  this 
Department  is  concerned,  no  additional  legislation  seems  to  be  necessary  to  cause  the 
provisions  of  the  law  to  be  carried  out  and  enforced,  as  is  shown  by  the  answer  to  the 
second  section. 

Very  respectfully, 

CHAS.  J.  FOLGER, 

Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

Chairman  of  Commiltee  on  Military  Affairs,  United  States  Senate, 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  included 
ill  the  figures  given  by  him  the  widows  and  orphans  of  deceased  sol- 
diers. While  these  most  deserving  classes  are  not  embraced  in  the  very 
terms  of  section  1754,  the  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  they  are  so 
clearly  within  the  spirit  of  the  law  as  to  justify  the  classification  made. 
It  will  be  seen  that  in  the  Treasury  Department  nearly  52  per  cent,  of 
all  the  appointments  made  since  1877  have  involved  a  recognition  of 
service  rendered  in  the  war  by  the  appointee,  or  by  a  dead  father  or 
husband. 

The  following  letter  has  been  received  from  the  Secretary  of  War: 

War  Departmrnt, 
Washington  City,  JpHl  11,  1882. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  16th  ultimo  inclosing  a  copy  of  certain  resolutions 
of  inquiry  adopted  by  the  Senate  and  directed  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
with  reference  to  the  force,  effect,  and  observance  which,  in  the  matter  of  appoint- 
ment^i  to  civil  offices,  have  been  given  to  section  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  which 
provides  that  *'  persons  honorably  discharged  from  the  military  and  naval  service  by 
reason  of  disability  resulting  from  wounds  or  sickness  incurred  in  the  line  of  duty 
shall  be  preferred  for  appointments  to  civil  offices,  provided  thev  are  found  to  possess 
the^  business  capacity  necessary  for  the  proper  discharge  of  the  duties  of  such  offices/' 
I  have  the  honor,  in  accordance  with  your  request,  to  transmit  herewith  reports  sut>- 
mitted  by  the  heads  of  the  bureaus  of  this  department,  giving  the  names  of  the  ap- 

r in  tees  in  their  respective  offices  since  the  passage  of  the  above-mentioned  law — March 
1665— with  statements  showing  those  who  have  served  in  the  Army  or  Navy,  and 
those  who  were  discharged  by  reason  of  disability  resulting  from  wounds  or  sickness 
incurred  in  the  line  of  duty. 

A  compilation  of  these  reports  shows  that  of  the  present  number  of  civilian  em- 
ploy^ in  the  War  Department  1,038  have  been  appointed  since  March  3, 1865,  of  which 
nnmber  there  are  68  females  and  15  boys,  leaving  as  male  adult  appointees  955.  Of 
this  number  602  (or  more  than  63  per  cent.)  have  served  in  the  Army  or  Navy,  and  137 
^or  more  than  22  per  cent,  of  those  who  served  in  the  Array  or  Navy)  were  discharged 
loT  disability  resulting  from  wounds  or  sickness  incurred  in  the  line  of  duty. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  John  A.  Looan, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  United  States  Senate, 

This  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War  is  more  directly  responsive  to 
the  inquiiy  than  others  received,  as  it  gives  the  per  cent,  of  disabled 
soldiers.  The  committee  have  also  learned  by  inquiry  that  of  the  68 
females  reported  as  employed  in  the  War  Department,  23  are  widows 
or  orphans  of  soldiers.  We  have  not  thought  it  best  to  incumber  this 
report  by  including  the  reports  of  the  heafi  of  the  different  bureaus  of 
the  War  Department  which  are  referred  to  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary. 
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The  following  is  the  response  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  our 
inquiry: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

WaahingtoHy  ApHl  22,  m82. 

Sir  :  In  response  to  request  of  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  inclosing  copy  of  preamble  and  resolution  relating  to  section  1754  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  united  States,  referred  by  order  of  the  Senate  to  that  committee  for 
inquiry  and  report,  and  asking  to  be  advised  in  relation  to  the  said  preamble  and 
resolution  so  far  as  the  same  appy  to  this  Department,  I  beg  leave  to  state  that  the 
said  provision  of  law  has  been  recognized  and  executed  in  the  appointments  made  in 
this  Department,  so  far  as  practioaole,  and  that  the  records  show  that  of  the  whole 
force,  457  persons,  or  more  than  34  per  centum,  served  either  in  the  Armv  or  Navy, 
and  that  of  the  female  force  of  the  Department,  128  persons,  or  more  than  36  per 
centum,  are  either  widows,  orphans,  wives,  or  daughters  of  Union  soldiers  and  sailors 
in  the  late  rebellion. 

Very  respectfully, 

H.  M.  TELLER, 

Secretartf. 
Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Military  Jffair$t  United  States  Senate, 

From  the  Postmaster-General  the  committee  have  received  the  fol- 
lowing : 

Post-Office  Department, 
Office  of  the  Postmaster-Oeneral, 

n'a$hingtony  D.  C,  March  '^7,  1882. 

Sir  :  In  reference  to  your  letter  of  the  16th  instant  inclosing  a  copy  of  a  resolution 
referred  to  your  committee  and  asking  for  certain  information  fW>m  this  Department 
as  to  whether  section  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes  is  faithfully  executed  in  appoint- 
ments in  this  Department,  or  whether  it  is  openly  and  habitually  disregarded,  I  have 
to  say  that  in  my  opinion  the  said  section  is  fairly  executed  in  this  Department.  Of 
this  yon  may  be  better  able  to  judge  from  the  following  statement  taken  from  the 
records  of  the  Department : 

The  total  number  of  employes  in  the  Post-Offlce  Department  is  496.  Of  these,  106 
are  females.  Of  the  remaining  388,  138  were  either  soldiers  or  sailors  during  the  late 
war. 

Considering  the  proportion  of  ex-soldiers  and  sailors  now  living  to  the  total  male 
adult  population  ojTthe  countiy,  it  seems  to  me  the  above  statement  shows  that  the 
section  referred  to  is  reasonably  well  executed  in  this  Department. 
Very  respectfully, 

T.  O.  HOWE, 

PoBtmaaier-  Genera  I 
Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Military  Affaire^  United  States  Senate, 

It  will  be  seen  from  this  letter  that  very  nearly  36  per  cent,  of  the 
male  employes  of  the  Post-Office  Department  served  in  the  Army  or 
Kavy  daring  tiie  late  war. 

From  the  Department  of  Justice  the  following  has  been  received: 

Department  of  Justice, 

March  23,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the  16th  instant 
to  which  yon  attach  a  copy  of  certain  resolutions  of  intxuir^*,  and  request  answers  to 
them  from  me,  for  this  Department. 

In  respect  to  the  first,  third,  and  fourth  of  the  series,  I  beg  most  respectfully  to  re- 
mark that  they  present  questions  of  law,  bringing  them  within  the  decisions  of  my 
predecessors,  which  have  been  recently  followed  by  me,  to  the  eifect  '*  that  the  Attor- 
ney-General is  not  authorized  to  give  his  official  opinion  upon  a  call  of  either  house 
of  Congress  or  any  committee  or  member  thereof  as  to  any  matter  pending  before  Con- 
gress." 

I  inclose  a  copy  of  a  letter  touching  this  subject,  addressed  by  me  on  the  d6th  of 
January  last  to  Hon.  William  W.  Crapo,  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

To  tlie  second  inquiry  I  answer,  that  concerning  the  views  and  practice  of  my  pred- 
ecessors, in  the  matter  inquired  of,  I  can  say  nothing,  because  I  have  no  knowledge : 
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but  siiu-t'  I  bave  hel<l  the  office  of  A'.  tnniev-General  there  lias  been  no  instance  v^herein 
the  provisions  of  section  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes  have  been  disregarded  or 
Tiolated. 

The  applications  of  persons  bearing  the  description  given  in  that  section  will  be  con- 
sidered by  me.  and  when  vacancies  are  to  be  filled  they  will  be  preferred,  if  they  are 
found  upon  examination  to  have  the  capacity  required  by  the  law. 
Very  resT>ectfully. 

BENJAMIN  HARRIS  BREWSTER, 

Attomey-Generah 
Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

United  States  Senate. 

The  letter  of  the  Attorney-General  does  not  give  the  per  cent,  of  ex- 
soldiers  employed  in  his  department,  bat  from  a  report  made  to  the 
Senate  in  October,  1S81,  it  appears  that  a  little  more  than  25  per  cent, 
were  of  that  class. 

The  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  ]Sravy  is  as  follows : 

Navy  Department, 

Washington,  May  22,  1882. 

Sir:  My  attention  htM  been  specially  called  to  tlie  resolution  proposed  in  the  Sen- 
ate in  relation  to  the  observance  of  section  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  'which  re- 
quires that  *' persons  honorably  discharged  from  the  military  or  naval  service  by 
reason  of  disaoility,  resulting  from  wounds  or  sickness  incurred  in  the  line  of  duty, 
shall  be  preferred  for  appointments  to  civil  offices,  provided  they  are  found  to  pos- 
sess the  business  capacity  necessary  for  the  prompt  [proper]  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
such  offices.'* 

Upon  examination,  I  find  that  in  selecting  persons  for  appointment  in  the  Navy 
Department,  since  the  close  of  the  late  war,  the  claims  of  discharged  sailors  and 
soldiers  have  received  full  consideration,  and  such  as  have  possessed  the  necessary 
business  capacity  have  been  given  the  preference  over  all  other  applicants  for  office. 

The  statute  has,  therefore,  been  duly  obeyed,  and,  so  far  as  I  can  learn,  in  full  ac 
cordance  with  both  its  letter  and  spirit. 

Attention,  in  this  connection,  is  called  to  section  1543  and  1544  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  which  specially  enact  that  the  officers  and  employes  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment shall  be  skilled  in  their  business. 

I  have  only  to  add,  that  this  statute,  giving  honorably-discharged  soldiers  and 
sailors  the  preference  in  civil  appointments,  commends  itself  to  my  heart  and  judg- 
ment, and  will  be  faithfully  and  fairly  observed  in  this  Department,  while  under  my 
control. 

Very  respectfully, 

WM.  E.  CHANDLER. 

Secretary  of  the  Xary. 

Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

Chairman  of  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

U,  S.  Sena  e,  Washington,  Z>.  C. 

This  letter  does  not  give  the  figures  which  were  desired,  but  by  re- 
fereuce  to  a  report  of  the  Navy  Department,  made  to  the  Senate  in 
December  last,  we  have  ascertained  that  there  were  then  208  male 
employes  in  that  department,  of  which  number  72,  or  a  little  more 
than  34J  per  cent.,  Yisd  served  in  the  Army  or  Navy. 

The  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  which  follows,  shows  that  he  is 
in  warm  sympathy  with  the  spirit  of  the  law : 

Department  of  State, 

Washington,  March  27,  1882. 

SiK :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  16th  instant, 
inclosing  resolution  of  inquiry  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Militarr  Affairs, 

In  reply,  so  far  as  the  action  of  this  Department  relates  to  the  requirements  of  the 
resolution,  I  qtate  the  following  facts  for  tne  information  of  the  committee  over  which 
you  preside : 

Ist.  That  since  the  pas.sage  of  the  resolution  of  the  3d  of  March,  1865,  this  Depart- 
ment has  directed  its  efforts  to  a  careful  and  faithful  observance  of  the  letter  and 
spirit  of  that  resolution. 
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The  clerks  ami  employes  in  the  Department  com  prise  less  than  80,  and  most  of  them 
require  special  training,  which  can  only  be  trained  by  long  experience;  but  even  of 
these,  25  per  cent,  of  the  number  of  male  clerks  are  discharged  soldiers. 

2d.  In  the  diidomatio  and  consnlar  service  not  less  than  40  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
number  are  honorably-discharged  Union  soldiers,  and  of  them  at  least  one-half  are 
discharged  for  disability. 

It  is  tne  desire  of  this  department,  in  the  selection  of  its  employes  and  the  appoint- 
ments to  offices  under  its  control,  to  comply,  so  far  as  the  interests  of  the  public  service 
will  permit,  with  every  requirement  or  recommendation  of  Congress;  but  even  with- 
out any  suggestion  from  Congress  it  is  and  will  continue  to  be  the  policy  and  dis- 
position of  tine  Department,  in  the  selection  of  its  officers  and  employes,  to  give  a 
preference  to  honorably-discharged  soldiers,  especially  those  who  may  have  been 
wounded  or  disabled  in  the  defense  of  their  country. 
I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

FRED'K  T.  FRELINGHUYSEN. 
X    Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

Ckairman  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  Senate, 

Yoiir  committee  feel  that  the  Senate,  having  as  a  part  of  the  natioDal 
legislature  helped  to  pla<!e  section  1754  on  the  statute  book,  is  as  a  body 
under  peculiar  obligations  to  enforce  this  law  in  selecting  its  own  officers 
and  employes.  An  inquiry  of  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Senate  upon 
this  subject  was  answered  by  him  as  follows : 

Office  of  Secrktary  of  the  Sexatk, 

f\'a$hington,  May  11,  1882. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  communication  of  the  9th  instant,  requesting  to  be  furnished 
with  the  foUowins  information :  * 'first,  the  number  of  persons  serving  in  the  Secretary's 
OfiBce,  whether  elected  or  appointed  by  the  Secretary ;  second,  the  number  of  these 
that  served  in  the  Union  or  Confederate  Army  or  Navy,  and  how  many  of  them  were 
disabled  in  the  service,*'  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following : 

Number  of  persons  in  the  Secretary's  Office 27 

Elected  by  the  Senate 2 

Appointed  by  the  Secretary 25 

Number  who  served  in  the  Union  Army , 4 

Number  who  served  in  the  Union  Army  and  were  wounded 2 

Number  who  served  in  the  Confederate  Army 6 

Number  who  served  in  the  Confederate  Army  and  were  wounded 1 

Number  who  served  in  neither  army 17 

Very  respectfully, 

F.  E.  SHOBER, 

Acting  Secretary. 
Hon.  Benjamin  Harrison, 

United  States  Senate, 

It  will  be  seen  that  only  a  little  over  14  per  cent,  of  the  employes  of 
the  Secretary's  OflSce  served  in  the  Union  Army  or  Navy,  while  some- 
thing over  22  per  cent,  served  in  the  Confederate  Army. 

From  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate,  the  following  letter  was  re- 
ceived : 

Sebgeant-at-Armb,  U.  8.  Senate, 

Washington^  May  20, 1883. 

Sir:  In  response  to  the  inquiry  made  by  you  on  behalf  of  the  Military  Committee,  I 
have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a  '*roll"of  the  officers  and  employ^,  with 
marks  indicating,  as  far  as  known,  the  service  rendered  in  either  the  Union  or  Confed- 
erate Service ;  also  a  report  of  the  chief  of  the  Capitol  police,  and  memoranda  pre- 
pared by  the  chief  engineer. 
RespectfuUy, 

R.  J,  BRIGHT, 
SergeanUat-Arms,  U,  S.  S. 
Hon.  Benjamin  Hebrison. 

The  roll  famished  by  Mr.  Bright  gives  the  name  and  employment  of 
each  person  under  him,  and  indicates  by  check-marks  opposite  the 
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names,  iu  different  colors,  those  who  served  in  the  Union  Army  or  Xavy, 
those  who  served  in  the  Confederate  Army,  and  those  who  saw  no  serv- 
ice in  either.  The  committee  have  not  thought  it  necessary  to  print 
this  entire  roll,  but  have  summarized  the  information  given,  and  find  the 
facts  to  be  as  follows :  The  number  of  male  employes  under  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms,  not  including  the  Senate  pages,  is  107 ;  of  these,  9  are 
messengers  nominated  by  the  committees  which  they  serve,  and  appoint- 
ed by  the  Sergeant-at^Arms.  Of  these,  Mr.  Bright  has  marked  17  per- 
sons, or  a  little  less  than  16  per  cent,  of  his  force,  as  having  served  in  the 
Union  Army,  and  16  persons,  or,a  little  less  than  15  per  cent.,  as  having 
served  in  the  Confederate  Army.  He  has  also  indicated,  upon  the  roll 
furnished,  those  persons  who  were  employed  before  he  was  elected  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms.  From  these  marks  it  appears  that  30  of  the  107  persons 
who  are  reported  as  now  employed  were  appointed  by  Mr-  Bright's  pre- 
decessor. Of  these  30  persons  retained,  8  are  marked  as  Union  soldiers 
or  sailors.  It  follows,  then,  that  of  the  77  new  appointments  made  by 
Mr.  Bright,  including  the  9  made  upon  the  suggestion  of  the  committees, 
only  9,  or  less  than  12  per  cent.,  were  appointed  from  that  class  which 
the  statute  says  shall  be  preferred. 

It  appears  also  from  the  roll  that  of  the  16  Confederate  soldiers  now 
employed  only  2  were  on  the  rolls  when  Mr.  Bright  took  the  office. 
In  other  words,  9  Union  soldiers  and  14  Confederates  have  been  ap- 
pointed. 

Mr.  Bright  furnished  the  committee  with  the  following  letter  from  the 

captain  of  the  Capitol  police: 

Office  of  the  Capitol  Police, 

May  12,  1882. 

Sir:  Agreeable  to  yonr  instractiona  I  have  the  honor  to  make  th6  followiug  report 
of  the  Capitol  police  force:  Number  of  officers  and  men,  33;  in  Union  Army,  17  (of 
this  number  four  were  wounded);  in  Confederate  Army,' 4;  not  in  either  army,  12. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

P.  H.  ALLABACK, 
Captain  Capitol  Police. 
Hon.  R.  J.  Bright, 

Sergeant  at- Arms  U,  S.  Senate. 

This  police  force  is  appointed  by  a  board  composed  of  the  Sergeant- 
at- Arms  of  the  Senate,  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, and  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  average  per  cent,  of  soldiers  and  sailors  em- 
ployed in  the  different  executive  departments  (taking  in  the  State  De- 
partment the  mean  between  25  and  40)  is  40  per  cent.,  while  the  average 
in  the  Senate  offices  is  15  per  cent.  While  this  condition  of  things 
exists  the  Senate  does  not  occupy  a  favorable  ground  from  which  to 
lecture  the  other  departments  of  the  government. 

It  may  be  said  that  the  appointments  under  the  Secretary  and  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms are  not  within  the  control  of  the  Senate;  but,  even  under 
the  existing  rule  which  allows  those  officers  to  appoint  and  remove  sub 
ordinates  without  the  consent  of  the  Senate,  it  is  believed  that  an  em- 
phatic and  unanimous  declaration  by  the  Senate  of  its  determination  to 
have  section  1754  enforced  would  result  in  securing  that  end.  Prior  to 
April  17, 1879,  the  Senate  retained  some  control  over  these  subordina^s. 
On  that  day  the  following  resolution,  introduced  by  Mr.  Wallace,  of 
Pennsylvania,  was  passed: 

^^  Resolved,  That  the  several  officers  and  others  in  the  departments  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  Sergeant-at  Arms  shall  be  ai)- 
I)ointed  and  removed  from  office  by  those  officers  respectively." 
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PendiDg  this  resolution  Mr.  Edmunds  moved  to  amend  by  adding  the 
following: 

"But  no  officer  or  employe  of  the  Senate  who  served  in  the  forces  of 
the  United  States  in  suppressing  the  late  rebellion  shall  be  removed 
except  for  cause  stated  in  writing  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and 
approved  by  him  in  writing." 

This  amendment  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote: 

Yeas:  Messrs.  Anthony,  Bell,  Burnside,  Cameron  of  Pennsylvania, 
Carpenter,  Chandler,  Conkling,  Dawes,  Edmunds,  Ferry,  Hill  of  Colo- 
rado, lugalls,  Jones  of  Nevada,  Kellogg,  Earkwood,  Logan,  McMillan, 
Morrill,  Paddock,  Piatt,  Plumb,  Rollins,  Saunders,  Teller — ^25. 

Nays:  Messrs.  Bailey,  Beck,  Butler,  Cockreil,  Coke,  Eaton,  Garland, 
Gordon,  Grover,  Harris,  Hereford,  Hill  of  Georgia,  Houston,  Johnston, 
Jonas,  Kernan,  McDonald,  Maxey,  Morgan,  Pendleton,  Randolph,  Ran- 
som, Saulsbury,  Slater,  Thurman,  Vance,  Vest,  Voorhees,  Walker, 
Wallace,  Withers— 31. 
[  .•  .  C  arpenter  then  moved  to  amend  by  adding  the  following  words: 

^<  But  no  office  or  employment  made  vacant  by  the  removal  or  dismis- 
sal of  a  person  who  served  in  the  forces  of  the  Union  during  the  late 
war  shall  be  filled  or  supplied  by  the  appointment  or  employment  of  any 
person  who  served  in  the  Confederate  Army  at  any  time  during  said 
war." 

This  amendment  wa«  rejected'  by  the  following  vote: 

Yeas:  Messrs.  Anthony,  Bell,  Burnside,  Cameron  of  Pennsylvania^ 
Cameron  of  Wisconsin,  Carpenter,  Chandler,  Conkling,  Dawes,  Ed- 
munds, Ferry,  Hamlin,  Hill  of  Colorado,  Ingalls,  Jones  of  Nevada,  Kel- 
logg, Kirkwood,  Logan,  McMillan,  Morrili,  Paddock,  Piatt,  Plumh, 
Rollins,  Saunders,  Teller— 26. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  were,  Messrs.  Bailey,  Bayard,  Beck, 
Butler,  Call,  Cockrell,  Coke,  Eaton,  Farley,  Garland,  Gordon,  Grover, 
Harris,  Hereford,  Hill  of  Georgia,  Houston,  Johnston,  Jonas,  Kernan, 
McDonald,  Maxey,  Morgan,  Pendleton,  Randolph,  Ransom,  Saulsbury, 
Slater,  Thurman,  Vance,  Vest,  Voorhees,  Walker,  Wallace,  Withers. 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  by  the  adoption  of  the  Wallace  resolution 
the  Senate  lost  the  direct  power  to  enforce  section  1754  in  the  appoint- 
ments under  the  Secretary  and  Sergeant- at- Arms,  and  not  only  so,  but 
in  effect  consented  to  the  removal  of  Union  soldiers  from  office  without 
cause,  and  that  Confederate  soldiers  might,  at  the  option  of  the  Secre- 
tary and  Sergeantat-Arms,  be  appointed  in  their  stead.  The  result  of 
this  has  already  been  stated  in  general  terms. 

The  State  of  the  Senator  who  moved  the  resolution  now  under  con- 
sideration has  nine  employes  under  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  receiving  an 
aggregate  annual  salary  of  $14,940,  and  there  is  one  single  Union  sol- 
dier among  them,  and  he  is  a  laborer  at  $720  a  year. 

Your  committee  have  also  caused  inquiry  to  be  made  of  the  officers 
of  the  House  of  Representalives  as  to  the  enforcement  of  section  1754 
in  appointments  under  them.  We  have  received  from  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  a  letter,  from  which  the  following  facts  are 
taken :  There  are  36  clerks  and  assistants  employed  in  his  office,  of 
whom  17,  or  a  little  more  than  47  per  cent.,  served  in  the  Union  Army, 
and  one  in  the  Confederate  Army. 

We  are  also  informed  by  a  letter  from  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the 
House  that  of  the  7  employes  in  his  office,  5,  or  a  little  more  than  71  per 
cent.,  served  in  the  Union  Army. 

The  Doorkeeper  of  the  House  informs  us  that  of  00  employes  on  the 
permanent  roll  47  served  in  the  Union  Army,  and  3  in  the  Confederate 
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Army.  Uc  also  aiUls  that  aiuoug  the  total  number  of  employes  g:iveii 
one  i8  a  page  and  oue  a  woman.  Dedacting  these  from  the  total  num- 
ber of  employes,  we  have  over  53  per  cent,  of  Union  soldiers  on  his 
force.  He  also  adds  that  among  the  pages  there  are  14  who  are  the 
8ons  of  Union  soldiers. 

It  will  be  seen  that  of  the  total  number  of  employes  in  the  oftices  of 
the  Clerk,  Sergeant-at-Arms,  and  Doorkeeper  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, nearly  53  per  cent,  were  Union  soldiers. 

To  the  third  question  presented  for  its  consideration,  the  Committee 
suggest  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  terms  of  the  law  apply 
only  to  such  persons  as,  having  enlisted  in  the  military  or  naval  service, 
were  honorably  discharged  therefrom  by  reason  of  wounds  or  sickness 
incurred  in  the  line  of  duty.  And  there  is  as  little  doubt  that  the  law 
embraces  in  its  terms  all  such,  whether  officers  or  enlisted  men,  whether 
provost  marshals  or  quartermasters,  provided  only  that  they  were  duly 
enlisted  or  mustered  into  the  military  or  naval  service,  and  that  their 
disability  was  incurred  in  the  line  ot  duty.  At  the  same  time  the  com- 
mittee believe  that  the  soldiers  whose  ordinary  duties  directly  involved 
the  hardship  and  exposure  of  march  and  battle  may  well  claim  a  pre- 
eminence of  sacrifice  and  of  reward.  Provost-marshals  were  very  gen- 
erally appointed  upon  the  staff  of  general  officers  serving  in  the  field 
and  shared  the  full  hardships  and  perils  of  battle  with  their  brother  offi- 
cers, and  even  the  provost-marshals  who  served  in  the  loyal  States  in 
connection  with  the  draft  and  other  like  duties  were  not  exempt  from 
wounds,  as  in  many  localities  there  was  a  spirit  of  disloyalty  which 
did  not  stop  short  of  armed  resistance  to  the  national  authorities. 
Many  such  officers  were  killed  while  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty^ 

The  committee  are  not  a  little  surprised  that  any  one  should  be  in 
doubt  whether  a  sutler  is  included  within  the  provisions  of  section 
1754.  They  would  have  supposed,  but  for  the  inquiry  referred  to  them, 
that  every  one,  certainly  every  Senator,  was  aware  of  the  fact  that 
sutlers  were  not  mustered  into  the  service,  and  so  could  not  be  honor- 
ably discharged  from  it.  It  is  perhaps  true,  however,  that,  long  and 
bloody  as  the  war  was,  not  every  one  of  our  people  was  brought  suffi- 
cientlj'  into  contact  with  militarj'  operations  to  learn  the  true  relation 
of  a  sutler  to  the  regiment.  The  committee  therefore  report,  for  the 
information  of  such,  that  sutlers  are  not  within  the  purview  of  section 
1754,  for  the  reason  stated  above. 

In  response  to  the  fourth  subject  of  inquiry,  the  committee  report 
that  no  new  legislation  could  be  more  specific  and  mandatory  than  that 
now  in  existence.  We  think,  however,  that  some  resolution  expressive 
of  the  sense  of  the  Senate  upon  the  subject  would,  if  unanimously 
adopt'Cd,  promptly  correct  the  inconsistency  into  which  our  own  body 
has  fallen,  and  would  also  serve  to  call  increased  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject in  other  departments  of  the  government.  This  would  probably 
serve  a  good  purpose,  as  it  cannot  be  denied  that  in  individual  ca«es 
meritorious  soldiers  have  been  compelled  to  give  way  to  those  whose 
claims  are,  by  the  law  we  are  considering,  deferred. 

The  committee,  in  conclusion,  desire  to  express  their  own  hearty  con- 
currence in  a  ride  which  gives  a  deserved  preference  to  those  who 
cheapened  their  lives  to  save  the  country  from  death. 

S.  Bep.  780 2 


47th  CONaBESS,  )  SENATE.  i  Eepobt 

l8t  Session.       )  ( '^o.  781» 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  5,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Cameron,  of  Wisconsin,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1907.] 

The  Cmnmittee  on  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  biU  {8. 1907)  for  the 
relief  of  John  Jett^  have  considered  the  same^  and  report  thereon  as  fol- 
lotos  : 

Mr.  Jett  sets  forth  in  his  petition  filed  with  your  committee  that  at 
the  commencement  of  the  late  civil  war,  and  during  its  continuance,  he 
resided  on  his  farm  in  the  town  of  Washington,  Rappahannock  County^ 
Virginia;  that  on  sundry  days  in  the  months  of  July,  August,  and  Sep- 
tember, 1862,  at  said  town  of  Washington,  he  furnished  certain  stores 
and  supplies,  consisting  of  flour,  corn,  and  hay,  of  the  aggregate  value  of 
$1,962,  for  the  use  of  the  armies  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Jett  furnished  to  your  committee  vouchers  for  the  supplies  fur- 
nished by  him.  These  voiichers  differ  somewhat  in  form,  but  all  are 
substantially  like  the  following,  dated  July  17, 1862,  viz : 

Departmbnt  of  the  Shan  an  do  ah, 

Near  Washington,  Ta.,  July  17,  1862. 

This  certifies  that  there  have  been  received  ftom  the  farm  of  John  Jett,  near  Wash- 
ington, Va.,  the  following  military  supplies:  Forty  thoasand  pounds  (or  twenty  tons) 
ofnay. 

Said  supplies  wiU  be  accounted  for  on  the  property  return  of  Lt.  N.  G.  Rutherford, 
Act.  Assistant  Quartermaster  United  States  Army,  for  the  Third  Quarter  of  1862. 

The  owner  of  said  property  will  be  entitled  to  be  paid  for  the  same  after  the  sup- 
pression of  the  rebellion,  upon  proof  that  he  has  ^m  this  date  conducted  himself  as  a 
loyal  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  has  not  given  aid  or  comfort  to  the  rebels. 
Done  by  authority  of  Major-General  Banks.     Special  General  Order  of  April  2,  1862* 

N.  G.  RUTHERFORD, 
A.  J,  Q.  M.  3rf  Brigade,  GenH  Williams'  Dir., 

f  Lieut.  9th  Reg%  N.  T,  S,  M. 

Mr.  Jett  avers  in  his  petition  that  before  the  war  he  was  an  ardent 
supporter  of  the  Union ;  that  in  politics  he  was  a  "Henry  Clay  Whig"; 
and  that  he  was  loyal  to  the  United  States  during  the  war. 

If  Mr.  Jett  were  one  of  those  citizens  of  Virginia  who  "remained  a  loyal 
adherent  to  the  cause  and  the  Gk>vernment  of  the  United  States  during 
the  war,''  he  could  have  brought  his  action  before  the  Southern  Claims 
Commission  and  recovered. 

The  supplies  were  taken  by  the  military  authorities  of  the  United 
States,  under  and  by  virtue  of  the  war  power  of  the  government,  but 
with  the  agreement  that  Mr.  Jett  would  be  entitled  to  be  paid  for  the 
same  after  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  upon  proof  that  from  the 
date  of  the  taking  of  said  supplies  he  had  conducted  himself  as  a  loyal  citi- 
zen of  the  United  States,  and  had  not  given  aid  or  comfort  to  the  rebles. 


2  JOUN'    JETT. 

Yonr  committee  referred  the  bill  to  the  War  Depaitmeut  for  iuforma- 
tion,  and  in  answer  to  such  reference  received  the  following  communica- 
tion from  the  Secretary  of  War : 

War  Department, 
Washington  City,  June  13,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  26th  ultimo, 
inclosing  bill  S.  1907,  to  pay  John  Jett,  of  Rappahannock  County,  Virginia,  $1,962 
for  com,  flour,  &c.,  furnished  the  United  States  Army  in  1862,  and  in  reply  to  your 
request  for  information  in  regard  to  the  claim  to  state  that  it  does  not  appear  that  ajiy 
•claim  in  favor  of  this  person  was  ever  tiled  in  this  department. 

From  the  printed  list  of  cases  filed  before  the  CommisHioners  of  Claims  it  appears 
that  this  claimant  presented  a  case  to  that  tribunal.  No.  9,183,  for  |9,935.  The  com- 
missioners made  their  final  report  to  Congress,  March  9,  1880,  transmitting  therewith 
aU  cases  remaining  with  them  not  included  in  previous  reports. 

An  examination  having  beeq  made  of  the  Confederate  archives  in  this  department 
it  is  ascertained  that  J(mn  Jett,  owner  of  a  merchant  and  grist  mill  within  half  a 
mile  of  Washington,  Rappahannock  County,  Vir^nia,  signed,  with  others,  a  petition 
to  the  Confederate  Secret>arv  of  War  for  the  detail  of  Wuliam  H.  Crompton  to  super- 
intend the  mill,  and  make  flonr  and  meal  for  the  citizens  and  for  the  Confederate 
Army ;  also  another  petition  to  the  same  officer  for  the  detail  of  William  P.  Hamlink 
to  superintend  a  factory  in  the  county  of  Rappahannock,  Virginia,  for  the  manufac- 
ture of  woolen  goods  for  the  Confederate  Army  and  for  citizens  of  the  county.    The 
petitious  were  not  dated,  but  were  received  at  the  Confederate  War  Department, 
November  29,  1862. 

There  have  been  found  among  the  Confederate  reeortls  the  receipts  of  John  Jett  for 
money  received  in  payment  for  provisions  furnished  the  Confederate  Army  as  follows : 

July  26,  1863,  at  Bush  River  Mills,  1  barrel  and  6  pounds  of  flour,  $25. 

August  14,  1864  (location  not  given),  grazing  2,300  horses,  1115. 

March  30,  1863  (no  location  given),  40  bushels  corn,  |100. 

January  16,  1864,  at  camp  near  Timberwell,  80  bushels  rye,  |160. 

Richmond,  Augnst  20,  1863,  40  bushels  corn  and  4  cords  of  wood,  |(>0. 

April  27,  1863,  at  Washington,  Va.,  8  barrels  of  flour,  $140. 

November  28,  1861,  at  Warrenton,  Va.,  15  beef  cattle,  $487.56. 

April  26,  1863,  at  Culpeper  Court-House,  20  barrels  of  flour,  $350. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 

Hon.  Angus  Cameron, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Claims,  Houee  of  Represetitatires. 

It  appears  from  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  that  Mr.  Jett  did 
file  a  claim  before  the  Southern  Claims  Commission  to  recover  for  sup- 
plies furnished  by  him  for  the  United  States  Army.  It  does  not  appear 
whether  or  not  the  supplies  for  which  Mr.  Jett  now  claims  were  included 
in  his  claim  made  before  the  Southern  Claims  Commission. 

By  the  second  general  report  made  by  the  Commissioners  of  Claims, 
December  10,  1872,  it  appears  that  John  Jett's  claim  for  $9,935  was 
wholly  disallowed  by  said  commission. 

We  assume  that  Mr.  Jett  made  claim  before  the  Commissioners  of 
Claims  for  all  the  supplies  furnished  by  him  for  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  and,  therefore,  that  the  supplies  for  which  he  now  asks  payment 
were  i)assed  upon  and  rejected  by  said  commission. 

If  Mr.  Jett  remained  a  *'  loyal  adherent  to  the  cause  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  during  the  war,''  he  could  have  recovered 
before  the  Southern  Claims  Commission.  If  he  did  not  so  remain  loyal, 
he  is  not  entitled  to  recover  under  the  conditions  upon  which  the  sup- 
plies were  furnished. 

In  view  of  the  facts  disclosed  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War, 
we  cannot  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

We  recommend  that  the  claim  be  disallowed,  and  the  further  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 
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Mr.  Slateb,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  1750.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  {S.  1750)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Ann  W.  Miilvey^  have  eonsid^ed  the 
same,  and  report: 

That  Ann  W.  Miilvey  is  the  dependent  mother  of  Francis  S.  Mulvey, 
late  of  Company  D,  Fifth  New  Jersey  Volunteers,  and  is  receiving  a 
pension  as  such  dependent  mother  at  the  rate  of  $8  per  month,  and  has 
been  receiving  such  pension  since  December^  1863.  She  now  claims  to 
have  lost  two  other  sons  in  the  war,  to  wit,  James  W.  Mulvey  and 
Augustus  J.  Mulvey,  both  of  Company  D,  Eleventh  New  Jersey  Vol- 
anteers,  and  a^ks  an  increase  of  pension  to  $20  per  month. 

There  is  no  evidence  before  your  committee  respecting  the  service  or 
death  of  the  two  last-named  soldiers,  and  if  there  was  such  evidence 
your  committee  are  unable  to  see  upon  what  principle  such  increase 
could  be  awarded,  and  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  pass. 


4  APPOINTMENTS    TO   CIVIL   OFFICES. 

The  following  is  the  response  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  our 
inquiry: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Wtuhingtoti,  April  22,  1882. 

Sir:  la  response  to  request  of  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  in  closing  copy  of  preamble  and  resolution  relating  to  section  1754  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  united  States,  referred  by  order  of  the  Senate  to  that  committee  for 
inquiiy  and  report,  and  asking  to  be  advised  in  relation  to  the  said  preamble  and 
resolution  so  far  as  the  same  appy  to  this  Department,  I  beg  leave  to  state  that  the 
said  provision  of  law  has  been  recognized  and  executed  in  the  appointments  made  in 
this  Department,  so  far  as  practicable,  and  that  the  records  show  that  of  the  whole 
force,  457  persons,  or  more  than  34  per  centum,  served  either  in  the  Armv  or  Navy, 
and  that  of  the  female  force  of  the  Department,  128  persons,  or  more  tnan  36  per 
centum,  are  either  widows,  orphans,  wives,  or  daughters  of  Union  soldiers  and  sailors 
in  the  late  rebellion. 

Very  respectfully, 

H.  M.  TELLER, 

Secretary, 
Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Military  Jffair$f  United  States  Senate, 

• 

From  the  Postmaster-General  the  committee  have  received  the  fol- 
lowing : 

Post-Office  Department, 
Office  of  the  Postmaster-Oeneral, 

WaMhington,  D.  C,  March  27,  1882. 

Sir  :  In  reference  to  your  letter  of  the  16th  instant  inclosing  a  copy  of  a  resolution 
referred  to  your  committee  and  asking  for  certain  information  from  this  Department 
as  to  whether  section  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes  is  faithfully  executed  in  appoint- 
ments in  this  Department,  or  whether  it  is  openly  and  habitually  disregarded,  I  have 
to  say  that  in  my  opinion  the  said  section  is  fairly  executed  in  this  Department.  Of 
this  you  may  be  better  able  to  judge  from  the  following  statement  taken  from  the 
records  of  the  Department : 

The  total  number  of  employes  in  the  Post-Offlce  Department  is  496.  Of  these,  108 
are  females.  Of  the  remaining  388,  138  were  either  soldiers  or  sailors  during  the  late 
war. 

Considering  the  proportion  of  ex-soldiers  and  sailors  now  living  to  the  total  male 
adult  population  oi  the  countiy,  it  seems  to  me  the  above  statement  shows  that  the 
section  referred  to  is  reasonably  well  executed  in  this  Department. 
Very  respectfully, 

T.  O.  HOWE, 

Poetmaeter-  Genera  h 
Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Military  Affaire^  United  States  Senate, 

It  will  be  seen  firom  this  letter  that  very  nearly  36  per  cent,  of  the 
male  employes  of  the  Post-Office  Department  served  in  the  Army  or 
Navy  daring  the  late  war. 

From  the  Department  of  Justice  the  following  has  been  received: 

Department  of  Justice, 

March  23,  1682. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the  16th  instant 
to  which  you  attach  a  copy  of  certain  resolutions  of  inquiry,  and  request  answers  to 
them  from  me,  for  this  Department. 

In  respect  to  the  first,  third,  and  fourth  of  the  series,  I  beg  most  respectfully  to  re- 
mark that  they  present  questions  of  law,  bringing  them  within  the  aecisions  of  my 
predecessors,  which  have  been  recently  followed  by  me,  to  the  eifect  ^*  that  the  Attor- 
ney-General is  not  authorized  to  give  his  official  opinion  upon  a  call  of  either  house 
of  Congress  or  any  committee  or  member  thereof  as  to  any  matter  pending  before  Con- 
gress." 

I  inclose  a  copy  of  a  letter  touching  this  subject,  addressed  by  me  on  the  26th  of 
January  last  to  Hon.  William  W.  Crapo,  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

To  the  second  inquiry  I  answer,  that  concerning  the  views  and  practice  of  my  pred- 
ecessors, in  the  matter  inquired  of,  I  can  say  nothing,  because  I  have  no  knowledge ; 
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but  since  I  have  heUl  the  office  of  A',  tnrney -General  there  lias  been  no  instance  v^herein 
the  provisions  of  section  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes  have  been  disregarded  or 
violated. 

The  appnoations  of  persons  bearing  the  description  given  in  that  sectiou  will  be  con- 
sidered by  me.  and  when  vacancies  are  to  be  filled  they  will  be  preferredi  if  they  are 
foond  upon  examination  to  have  the  capacity  required  by  the  law. 
Very  respectfully, 

BENJAMIN  HARRIS  BREWSTER, 

Attorney' General. 
Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

United  States  Senate, 

The  letter  of  the  Attorney-General  does  not  give  the  per  cent,  of  ex- 
soldiers  employed  in  his  department,  but  from  a  report  made  to  the 
Senate  in  October,  1881,  it  appears  that  a  little  more  than  25  per  cent, 
were  of  that  class. 

The  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  as  follows : 

Navy  Department, 

Waahingtonf  May  22,  1882. 

Sir:  My  attention  has  been  specially  called  to  tbe  resolution  proposed  in  the  Sen- 
ate in  relation  to  the  observance  of  section  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  which  re- 
quires that  **  persons  honorably  discharged  from  the  military  or  naval  service  by 
reason  of  disability,  resulting  from  wounds  or  sickness  incurred  in  the  line  of  duty, 
shall  be  preferred  for  appointments  to  civil  offices,  provided  they  are  found  to  pos- 
sess the  business  capacity  necessary  for  the  prompt  [proper]  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
such  offices.'' 

Upon  examination,  I  find  that  in  selecting  persons  for  appointment  in  the  Navy 
Department,  since  the  close  of  the  late  war,  the  claims  of  discharged  sailors  and 
soldiers  have  received  full  consideration,  and  such  as  have  possessed  the  necessary 
business  capacity  have  been  given  the  preference  over  all  other  applicants  for  office. 

The  statute  has,  therefore,  been  duly  obeyed,  and,  so  far  as  I  can  learn,  in  full  ac 
cordance  with  both  its  letter  and  spirit. 

Attention,  in  this  connection,  is  called  to  section  1543  and  1544  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  which  specially  enact  that  the  officers  and  employes  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment shall  be  skilled  in  their  business. 

I  have  only  to  add,  that  this  statute,  giving  honorably-discharged  soldiers  and 
sailors  the  preference  in  civil  appointments,  commends  itself  to  my  heart  and  judg- 
ment, and  will  be  faithfully  and  fairly  observed  in  this  Department,  while  under  luy 
control. 

Very  respectfully, 

WM.  E.  CHANDLER. 

Secretary  of  the  Xavy. 

Hon.  John  A.  Logan, 

Chairman  of  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^ 

U,  S.  Sena  e,  Washington,  D.  C. 

This  letter  does  not  give  the  figures  which  were  desired,  but  by  re- 
ference to  a  report  of  the  Navy  Department,  made  to  the  Senate  in 
December  last,  we  have  ascertained  that  there  were  then  208  male 
employes  in  that  department,  of  which  number  72,  or  a  little  more 
than  aiij  per  cent.,  hs^  served  in  the  Army  or  Navy. 

The  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  which  follows,  shows  that  he  is 
in  warm  sympathy  with  the  spirit  of  the  law: 

Department  of  State, 

Washington,  March  27,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  ackoowledp:e  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  16th  instant, 
inclosing  resolution  of  inquiry  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Militarv^  Affairs, 

In  reply,  so  far  as  the  action  of  this  Department  relates  to  the  requirements  of  the 
reaolation,  I  Qtate  the  following  facts  for  tne  information  of  the  committee  over  which 
you  preside : 

Ist.  That  since  the  passage  of  the  resolution  of  the  3d  of  March,  1865,  this  Depart- 
ment has  directed  its  efforts  to  a  careful  and  faithful  observance  of  the  letter  and 
spirit  of  that  resolution. 


2  JOHN   TAYLOR. 

It  appears  from  Mr.  Taylor's  affidavit  that  in  January,  1862,  he  was 
arrested  as  a  disloyal  man  by  Major  Tarrant,  commanding  a  squad  of 
Iowa  cavalry,  but  that  he  was  paroled  the  next  day. 

It  further  appears  from  Mr.  Taylor's  deposition,  that  in  April,  1862, 
he  was  again  arrested  by  a  squad  of  men  belonging  to  General  Ix)au'8 
command,  and  that  he  was  detained  as  a  prisoner  for  about  four  months. 
Mr.  Taylor  very  frankly  states  in  his  deposition  that  ho  was  in  sympa- 
thy a  Southern  man.  Two  of  his  sons  were  in  the  Confederate  army. 
His  barn  and  other  property  was  burned  by  Union  partisans,  and  he,  as 
a  Southern  sympathizer,  was  forced  to  leave  Cooper  County  and  to  go  to 
Saint  Louis,  where  he  remained  until  the  close  of  the  war.  The  property 
was  taken  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  under  and  by 
virtue  of  the  "  war  power."  When  it  was  taken,  actual  and  flagrant  war 
existed  in  Cooper  County.  If  Mr.  Taylor  were  loyal,  the  government, 
were  it  not  for  said  act  of  July  4, 1864,  would  be  under  no  legal  obliga- 
tion to  make  compensation  for  the  property. 

It  satisfactorily  appears  that  during  the  war  3Ir.  Taylor  was  regarded 
by  the  military  authorities  of  the  United  States  in  his  own  neighborhood 
as  disloyal.  The  Quartermaster-Oeneral  found  that  he  was  '^  notoriously 
disloyal";  and  we  are  not  prepared  to  say,  even  in  the  light  of  the  evi- 
dence since  taken  by  the  claimant,  that  the  finding  of  the  Quartermas- 
ter-General was  erroneous. 

We  recommend  that  the  claim  be  disallowed,  and  that  the  bill  be  in- 
definitely postponed. 


47th  OoNaEESs, )  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ut  Session.       ]  \  No.  784. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  5,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slates,  from  the  Committee  on  Pemsions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  Accompany  bill  H.  R.  2627.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  wham  was  referred  the  bill  (JT.  R.  2627)  for 
the  relief  of  Ann  StucheUj  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and 
report : 

That  Ann  Stuchell  is  the  mother  of  Christopher  Stachell,  late  a  pri- 
vate in  Company  A,  Sixty-first  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

That  said  soldier,  while  in  the  service,  received  an  injary  to  his  right 
eye,  the  same  being  powder-bamt  at  the  battle  of  Fair  Oaks  May  31, 
1862,  by  reason  of  which  he  was  discharged  the  service.  The  soldier 
was  blind  in  the  other  eye  at  the  time  of  enlistment,  and  subsequent  to 
discharge  became  totally  blind,  for  which  he  was  awarded,  April  22, 
1873,  a  i)ension  at  the  rate  of  $8  per  month  from  July  19, 1862,  to 
August  8, 1866,  and  $25  per  month  after  the  latter  date.  But  the  sol- 
dier had  died  the  first  week  in  September,  1872,  some  six  months  prior 
to  the  adjustment  of  the  soldier's  pension  claim. 

The  evidence  quite  clearly  establishes  the  fact  that  the  soldier  died 
intestate,  leaving  neither  children  nor  widow  5  that  from  the  time  of  his 
discharge  he  lived  with  his  father,  Francis  Stuchell,  the  husband  of 
Ann  Stuchell,  and  that  his  father  and  mother  cared  for  and  supported 
him,  supplying  all  his  necessities  and  bearing  the  expenses  thereof. 
That  in  addition  to  the  maintenance  of  the  soldier  his  said  parents  ex- 
X>ended  considerable  sums  in  the  way  of  expenses  in  sending  their  said 
son  to  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  Pittsbargh  for  treatment;  that  for 
several  years  it  was  necessary  that  said  soldier  should  be  most  of  the 
time  accompanied  by  an  attendant,  the  expense  of  which  was  borne  by 
his  parents.  That  in  June,  1879,  the  soldier's  father,  Francis  Stuchell, 
died  insolvent,  leaving  nothing  in  the  way  of  property  for  the  support 
of  his  wife,  Ann  Stuchell,  the  mother  of  the  soldier,  except  what  she 
was  able  to  claim  under  the  $300  exemption  clause  in  the  Pennsylvania 
statutes.  It  also  appears  that,  under  the  laws  of  Pennsylvania,  Ann 
Stuchell  is  the  only  heir  of  the  said  soldier. 

The  question  of  whether  the  pension  could  be  paid  to  the  heirs  of  the 
soldier  was  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  under  date 
of  April  15, 1873,  he  writes  to  the  Commissioner  as  follows : 

I  have  carefully  examined  the  evidence  in  the  case,  and  am  of  the  opinion  that  Stuch- 
eU  was  during  his  lifetime  entitled  to  a  pension  in  accordance  with  the  certificate, 
which  was  sisned  hut  never  iseued. 

Inasmuch,  however,  as  claimant  is  now  dead  and  has  left  neither  widow  nor  minor 
child,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  claim  should  be  adjusted  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
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yifliooB  of  section  25  of  the  act  of  March,  1873,  by  the  payment  of  a  snfflcient  amount 
''to  reimbnrse  the  persons  who'  bore  the  expenses  of  the  last  sickness  and  burial  of 
the  deceased,''  provided  he  did  not  leave  snfflcient  assets  to  meet  such  expenses. 

Tonr  committee  recognize  the  £ekct  that  the  evidence  in  this  case 
strongly  appeals  to  their  sympathy,  bat  if  relief  is  to  be  granted  in  this 
and  l^e  cases  it  mast  be  done  npon  the  principle  that  the  heirs  at  law 
in  general  of  a  deceased  soldier  shall  be  entitled  to  claim  and  receive 
the  pension  which  has  accraed  at  the  time  of  the  soldier's  death,  and 
this,  if  done  ander  any  circamstances,  should  be  by  general  and  not  by 
a  special  act. 

Therefore  yoar  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  pass. 


47th  Congress,  (  SEIS  ATE.  (  Eepoet 

l8t  Session.       i  \  No.  785. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  5,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr  Slater,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1694.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions y  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 1694)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Chrace  F,  !EdeSj  have  had  the  same  under 
consideration^  and  respectfully  report: 

That  Grace  F.  Edes  is  the  widow  of  Bei\jamin  Long  Edes,  who  at 
the  time  of  his  death  held  the  rank  of  lieutenant-commander  in  the 
Navy,  and  who  was  killed  August  29, 1881,  by  the  premature  discharge 
of  a  torpedo  at  the  torx)edo  station  at  Newport,  B.  I.  Mrs.  Edes  is 
BOW  drawing  a  pension  of  $30  per  month,  and  $2  per  month  for  her  two 
children. 

The  death  of  Lieutenant  Edes  was  sudden,  and  his  widow  is  repre- 
sented to  be  in  somewhat  straitened  circumstances,  but  your  com- 
mittee are  unable  to  see  anything  in  her  case  which  should  make  it 
exceptional,  and  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  pass. 


47th  OONaBESS, )  SENATE.  (  BepobT 

l8t  Session.      J  \  So.  786. 


IS  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  5,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  HoAB,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1931.1 

The  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  icas  re/erred  the  bill  {8. 1931)  for  the 
relief  of  Agnes  W.  and  Sarah  J.  HillSj  have  considered  the  same^  and 
respectfully  report : 

That  the  facts  in  this  case  are  set  forth  in  the  annexed  report  from 
the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  which 
your  committee  adopt,  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 


Mr.  Ranney,  from  the  Committee  on  War  Claims,  submitted  the  following  report  (to 

accompany  bill  H.  R.  6182) : 

The  Committee  an  War  ClaimSj  to  tohom  were  referred  the  hills  (H,  &,  Noe,  G92and  843) /or 
the  relitf  of  Sarah  J.  HilU  and  Agnee  W,  HilUf  report  asfoUowe : 

It  appears  from  the  papers  in  the  case,  which  are  yery  voluminons,  that  General 
Butler,  while  in  command  at  New  Orleans,  suppressed  and  took  possession  of  the  True 
Delta  newspaper  for  a  violation  of  a  proclamation,  and  that  the  property  was  occupied 
and  used  for  printing  purposes  for  the  Army,  and  a  paper  issued  publishing  oraers, 
proclamations,  &c. 

General  Butler  was  flnaUy  succeeded  in  command  at  New  Orleans  bv  General  N.  P. 
Banks,  who,  by  special  order  No.  40,  dated  February  9,  1863,  granted  permission  to 
the  workmen  employed  on  the  Daily  Delta  to  continue  its  publication  until  further 
orders,  under  the  management  of  its  foreman,  one  Henry  Green. 

On  the  following  day,  by  special  order  No.  41,  General  Banks  directed : 

''Paragraph  10.  The  newspaper  and  job  office  of  the  Daily  Delta,  together  with  the 


presses,  paper,  type,  ink,  matoriaU,  d&c,  will  be  turned  over  to  Lieut.  Col.  Alfred  C. 
HillSj  Fourth  Regiment  Louisiana  Native  Guards,  and  to  Albert  G.  Hills,  esq.,  who 
are  charged  with  the  publication  of  the  Daily  Delta  newspaper  and  the  management 


of  the  job  office  from  this  date.'' 

On  March  5,  1863,  by  special  order  No.  64,  General  Banks  directed : 

''Paragraph  6.  Lieut.  Col.  Alfred  C.  Hills,  Fourth  Louisiana  Native  Guards,  and 
First  Lieut.  Albert  G.  Hills,  Fourth  Louisiana  Native  Guards,  are  detailed  for  special 
duty  in  this  city  (New  Orleans^  to  take  charge  of  the  Era  newspaper  and  job  office, 
to  dato,  the  former  from  the  ^M,  and  the  latter  from  the  20th  ultimo  (February)." 

It  appears  from  the  papers  that  these  officers  remained  in  the  service,  one  nntil  May, 
1863,  and  the  other  until  July,  1863,  at  which  dates  they  resigned  their  commissions. 
But  they  continued  in  the  management  and  charge  of  the  Era.  The  Era  was  the  same 
establishment  as  the  Daily  Delta,  the  name  only  having  been  changed. 

In  October,  1863,  under  the  orders  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  directing 
captured  and  abandoned  property,  not  required  for  military  purposes,  to  be  turned 
over  by  the  military  authorities  to  the  special  agents  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
General  Banks's  quartermaster,  Colonel  Holabird,  turned  over  this  property  to  B.  F. 
Flanders,  special  agent  of  the  Treasnry  Department,  but  on  the  25th  of  October,  1863, 
General  Banks,  by  a  letter  to  Mr.  Flnnders,  setting  forth  the  necessity  of  having  a 
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newspaper  for  the  publication  of  hia  proclamations,  orders,  &c.,  withdrew  the  prop- 
erty from  Flanders,  revokins  Colonel  Holabird's  action. 

On  the  16th  of  March,  1664,  General  Banks,  by  special  order  No.  67,  directed : 

"Paragraph  3.  The  editors  of  the  Era,  Messrs.  Hills  Sl  Hills,  being  nnable  to  con- 
tinue the  business  of  publication  together,  are  relieved  from  the  operations  of  the  order 
issued  in  regard  to  the  management  of  the  Era.  The  conducting  of  the  paper  is  hereby 
assigned  to  Messrs.  J.  W.  Fairfax  and  T.  G.  Tracy,  employ^  in  the  office,  to  be  con- 
ducted under  the  same  g[eneral  regulations  and  instructions  given  to  the  Messrs.  Hill» 
by  paragraph  10  of  special  order  41,  of  1863,  from  these  headquarters,  and  by  letter 
dated  Febmarv,  1863.  Capt.  Stephen  Hoyt,  mayor.  Col.  Frank  E.  Howe,  and  Jamee 
T.  Tucker  are  hereby  appointed  to  settle  the  anaiis  of  the  concern,  and  will  report 
their  judgment  to  these  headouarters  for  confirmation." 

On  the  7th  of  April,  1864,  the  commission  named  above  made  a  report,  which  is  as 
follows : 

"The  undersigned,  appointed  a  commission  by  special  order  67,  Department  of  the 
Gulf,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  inclosed,  to  settle  the  afiairs  of  the  Era  concern, 
have  the  honor  to  respectfully  report  that  after  an  investigation  into  the  affairs  of  the 
Era,  they  recommend  that  the  management  and  conducting  of  the  paper  known  as 
the  Era  be  turned  over  to  Messrs.  J.  W.  Fairfax  and  T.  G.  Iracy,  now  and  for  a  long 
time  past  employ^  of  the  Era,  it  however  being  understood  that  the  statu*  of  the  gov- 
ernment in  regard  to  the  management  of  the  paper  and  the  office  is  in  no  way  changed 
by  the  action  of  the  commission,  or  rather  by  its  recommendation.  We  do  this  because 
we  believe  that  it  is  impossible  and  impracticable  to  settle  thediffe^nce»  between  the 
Messrs.  Hills  &,  Hills.  To  do  this  it  seems  to  be  necessarv  for  the  government  to  ad- 
vance to  the  Messrs.  Hills  &  Hills,  as  due  them  at  the  aate  of  the  order  (March  16. 
1864),  for  stock  in  the  office  as  below  mentioned,  exclusive  of  course  of  all  the  type  and 
material  in  the  office  belonging  to  the  government,  or  as  left  by  Messrs.  Clark  &,  Brown 
at  the  time  of  the  possession  given  to  Hills  &  Hills,  the  sum  of  (7,561.80. 

Material  and  type  in  the  newspaper  office ^,500  (K) 

Type  and  material  in  the  Job  printing  office 1,900  (K) 

News  printing-paper  on  hand 2,900  (H> 

Sundnes 261  cH) 


7,561  8a 


''  Say  17,561.80,  the  government  being  held  secure  not  only  by  this  amount  of  stock 
now  on  hand,  but  also  by  deducting  this  amount  from  the  bills  that  are  first  due  the 
Era  for  the  public  printing  and  advertising,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Hills 
Sl  Hills,  who  thus  liquidated  the  claims  of  the  government  against  them  at  the  time 
of  their  taking  possession  of  the  office.    *    ^    * 

"  STEPHEN  HOYT. 

'-'  FRANK  E.  HOWE. 

''JAMES  T.TUCKER." 

This  newspaper  establishment  was  carried  on  by  the  Messrs.  Hills  until  the  16th  of 
Marcb^  1864,  a  x>eriod  of  about  thirteen  months.  During  the  period  this  newspaper 
establishment  was  under  the  control  of  the  Messrs.  Hills — ^from  the  10th  of  Febraary, 
1863,  to  the  16th  of  March,  1H64 — large  quantities  of  material  necessary  to  the  opera- 
tions of  the  office  were  purchased  by  them,  and,  at  the  time  of  the  transfer  of  the 
establishment  to  their  successors  under  the  military  order  above  referred  to,  a  certain 
quantity  of  this  mat'Crial  remained  on  hand  unexpended  and  unused.  For  the  value 
of  this  material,  consisting  of  type,  material,  and  paper,  a  claim  was  made  by  the 
Messrs.  Hills  against  the  government,  amounting  to  $10,779.30 ;  and,  on  the  givine  up 
of  the  newspaper  establishment  under  the  order  of  General  Banks  by  the  Messrs.  mils, 
a  commission  was  appointed  by  the  department  commander  to  make  an  estimate  of  the 
value  of  the  materials  on  hand,  as  had  been  done  when  they  took  possession,  the  object 
of  the  survey  being  to  ascertain  whether  the  then  value  of  the  materials  exceeded  or 
fell  short  of  its  amount  when  the  establisliment  was  turned  over  to  them.  By  the 
report  of  this  commission  the  amount  of  the  claim  of  the  Messrs.  Hills  was  reduced  to 
#7,561.80. 

Subsequently,  on  the  23d  of  November,  1864,  an  order  was  issued  by  General  Hurl- 
but,  the  department  commander  who  succeeded  General  Banks,  appointing  a  board  of 
survey  to  ascertain  whether  the  Messrs.  Hills  owed  anything  to  tne  government  for 
rent  of  material  in  the  newsj^aper  and  job  office  used  by  them  during  the  period  they 
had  possession.  This  board  of  survey  ma<^le  a  report-  to  the  effect  that  $1,950  was  due 
on  account  of  reut  of  such  material. 

It  may  be  well  to  remark,  in  this  connection,  that  the  MesMrs.  Hills  distinctly  under- 
stood that  no  rent  was  to  be  charged  for  the  use  of  the  materials  to  be  used  by  them, 
as  Ihe  publication  of  a  loyal  newnpaper  in  such  a  city  and  at  such  a  time  was  deemed 
amply  8iit!uMent  to  oomp.'usale  for  the  value  of  all  niaterialK  ho  u»ed. 


f 

AGNES  W.  AND  SARAH  J.  HILLS.  3 

General  N.  P.  Banks  makes  the  following  statement  concerning  the  claim  of  Messrs* 
Hills : 

*'  Durine  the  early  part  of  the  war  there  were  several  newspapers  published  in  New 
Orleans,  all  hostile  to  the  government,  and  very  free  in  the  expression  of  their  viewa 
when  it  was  thought  to  he  safe.  Several  of  these  ioarnals  were  suppressed.  That 
left  upon  the  han<&  of  the  government  a  considerabjfe  quantity  of  printing  material, 

?res6es,  &c.  In  February,  1863,  Col.  A.  C.  Hills,  formerly  of  the  New  York  Evening 
ost,  and  Mr.  A.  G.  Hills,  of  the  Boston  Journal,  desired  to  use  some  of  these  mate- 
rials for  the  publication  of  a  daily  journal  in  support  of  the  government.  Such  a 
paper  was  greatly  needed  for  the  publication  of  proclamatiouB,  circulars,  military 
orders,  and  the  news  from  different  parts  of  the  country,  of  great  interest  to  the  people, 
and  constantly  misrepresented  by  the  Southern  jonmals.  The  property  was  rigntfally 
in  possession  of  the  military  authorities,  and  could  not  have  been  properly  used 
except  by  their  consent.  The  use  of  these  materials  was  accorded  to  these  gentlemen 
for  the  purpose  stated,  and  they  published  a  very  spirited  and  useful  Journal  for  more 
than  a  year.  The  materials  they  used  and  The  building  assigned  to  them  were  unoc- 
cupied and  worthless  to  the  government  for  any  purpose  whatever ;  they  could  not 
have  been  rented,  except  for  speculative  purposes,  or  with  a  view  to  opposition  to  the 
policy  of  the  government,  for  any  sum  whatever.  The  enterprise  they  had  undertaken 
was  successful,  and  a  considerable  amount  of  printing  material  was  added  to  the  stock 
of  government  property  during  this  period.  The  material  added  to  the  stock  of  type, 
&c,f  was  indispensable  to  complete  the  equipment  requisite  for  the  publication  of 
their  journal ;  without  these  additions  the  material  would  have  been  worthless  for 
newspaper  purposes.  In  March,  1864,  a  disagreement  occurring  between  the  Messrs. 
Hills,  I  ordered  them  to  turn  the  property  over  to  Tracy  and  Fairfax,  men  employed 
in  the  office,  and  appointed  a  commission  to  settle  their  affairs.  After  a  careful  exami- 
nation of  all  the  property,  the  old  and  the  new,  the  commission,  composed  of  just  and 
cjireful  men,  with  a  proper  regard  for  the  interests  of  the  government,  reported  that 
the  printing  material  added  to  the  government  stock  had  cost  several  thousand  dol- 
lars:  the  exact  amount  will  be  shown  in  the  report.  In  November,  1864,  while  I  was 
in  the  North  on  leave  of  absence,  a  board  of  survey  was  appointed  to  ascertain  what 
amount,  if  any,  might  be  due  from  the  contractors  of  the  journal  to  the  government 
for  rent  of  property  and  building.  This  board  reported  that  the  sum  of  11,950  was 
due  from  them.  It  was  never  my  intention  that  any  rent,  either  f(Mr  material  or  build- 
ing, should  be  charged  to  them  or  paid  by  them,  as  at  the  time  they  took  the  property 
it  would  have  been  worth  nothing  to  anybody  except  for  the  pnrposes  stated  above. 
The  property  added  to  the  printing  material  belonging  to  the  government  was  pur- 
chased by  them  out  of  their  own  funas,  and  it  belonged  exclusively  to  them ;  they  were 
not  expected  to  account  for  and  pay  it  over  to  the  government,  nor  was  the  govern- 
ment under  any  obligation  to  make  good  any  claims  that  might  exist  against  them. 
They  were  to  have  aU  the  profits  and  take  all  the  chances  of  loss  and  gain,  and  be  re- 
sponsible for  all  losses.  They  were  not  agents  of  the  government,  but  acting  as  owners, 
and  as  such,  with  all  the  rights  of  the  latter.  They  were  under  no  obligations  to 
the  government,  except  to  return  in  good  condition  the  property  which  was  intrusted 
to  them.  They  had  the  use  of  the  material  and  the  rent  of  the  building  free ;  be- 
yond that  the  government  was  under  no  obligation  to  them  whatever.  Suit  was 
afterwards  brought  by  the  successors  of  Hills  &  Hills  against  the  supervising  agent 
of  the  Treasury  Department  who  dispossessed  them  of  the  property,  in  the  court  of 
the  United  States  ot  the  district  of  Louisiana,  and  decided  in  their  favor  after  a  full 
review  of  all  the  facts.  This  was  a  just  decision,  perfectly  in  conformity  with  the 
true  statement  of  the  facts.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  speak  of  the  obiect  had  in  view 
by  the  parties  who  pursued  these  men  and  who  sought  possession  of  this  property.'' 

General  Hnrlbut,  in  a  letter  dated  at  Washington,  D.  C,  February  26,  1879,  savs: 

''The  board  of  survey  was  ordered  by  me  on  the  official  report  of  Mr.  B.  F.  Flanders. 
The  facts  stated  by  General  Banks  were  not  presented  before  the  board  or  known  to 
me  as  the  approving  officer.  Had  they  been  presented  I  have  no  doubt  the  decision 
would  have  been  in  favor  of  the  Hills.'' 

The  Messrs.  Hills  have  both  died,  and  the  claim  is  now  prosecuted  by  the  widows  of 
the  deceased. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  sum  of  |7,561.80  is  justly  due  the  claimants, 
and  report  a  substitute  for  the  bills  (H.  R.  692  and  84:3)  appropriating  that  amount, 
ftod  recommend  its  passage. 


47th  CONOBESSy  )  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

Ut  Senian.      f  )  No.  787. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  6, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  HoAB,  from  the  Committee  on  Patents,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  1812.] 

The  Committee  an  Patents^  to  tchom  was  referred  the  hiU  {8. 1812)  for  the 
relief  of  Michael  H.  Collins j  have  considered  the  same^  and  respectfully 
report: 

Michael  H.  Collins  invented  a  kerosene-oiMamp  bumerj  for  which  let- 
ters patent  were  issued  to  him  September  19, 1865. '  The  invention  is  of 
great  public  utility,  as  it  removes  all  danger  from  explosion  of  kerosene 
lamps  to  which  it  is  attached.  It  is  also  a  great  convenience,  as  where 
it  is  used  the  glass  chimney  does  not  become  heated  at  the  bottom,  and 
may  be  removed  or  ac^usted  with  the  bare  hand. 

Since  the  invention,  nearly  all  the  burners  in  use  embody  its  princi- 
ples. 

Collins  was  several  years  in  perfecting  it,  trying  many  experiments, 
and  having  numerous  forms  of  chimneys  and  lamps  constructed  as  ex- 
I>eriments  before  he  succeeded.  He  has  used  all  due  and  reasonable 
diligence  to  obtain  remuneration.  But  his  invention  has  been  exten- 
sively pirated,  and  he  has  been  compelled  to  resort  to  constant  and  re« 
peated  suits.  He  has  not  kept  accounts,  but  we  are  entirely  satisfied 
that  the  receipts  from  sales  of  his  patent  have  been  exhausted  thereby, 
and  that  he  has  received  no  remuneration  beyond  his  expenses  and  a 
sum  not  exceeding^  in  all,  thirty-five  hundred  dollars. 

The  extension  will  cause  no  perceptible  burden  upon  the  public.  The 
royalty  heretofore  reserved  has  been  5  cents  per  dozen  burners. 

We  therefore  report  the  accompanying  substitate  for  the  bill,  and 
recommend  its  passage. 
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Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  2049.] 

The  Committee  an  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  2049)  for  the 
relief  of  John  P.  Wahcorthy  having  examined  the  same^  maike  the  foUotc- 
big  report: 

That  John  P.  Walworth  was,  in  1863,  a  resident  of  Chicot  County, 
Arkansas,  who  faithfully  adhered  to  the  cause  and  government  of  the 
Union,  gave  no  voluntary  aid  or  encouragement  to  the  rebellion  or  to 
persons  engaged  therein,  but  throughout  the  war  remained  loyal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States. 

In  the  month  of  August,  1863,  and  previous  thereto,  he  was  a  depos- 
itor in  the  Louisiana  Bank  of  New  Orleans  to  the  amount  of  $4,700,  as 
shown  by  the  books  of  said  bank  and  by  the  records  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  which  contain  the  names  of  the  depositors  of  said  bank 
at  the  time  such  deposits  were  seized  by  the  military  authorities  of  the 
United  States  under  the  following  circumstances  : 

On  the  17th  August,  1863,  Major-Oeneral  Banks,  then  in  command 
of  the  Department  of  the  Guif,  issued  Order  No.  202,  requiring  the  sev- 
eral banks  and  banking  associations  of  New  Orleans  to  pay  over  without 
delay  to  the  chief  quartermaster  of  the  Army,  or  to  such  officer  of  his 
department  as  he  might  designate,  all  money  in  their  i)ossessiou  be- 
longing to  or  standing  upon  their  books  to  the  credit  of  any  and  all 
persons  engaged  in  rebelUon  against  the  United  States  or  of  the  public 
enemies.  The  order  declared  that  these  funds  would  <^be  held  and 
accounted  for  by  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  subject  to  the  future 
adjudication  of  the  government.'' 

Under  and  in  obedience  to  this  order  the  Louisiana  Bank  of  New 
Orleans  paid  over  to  S.  B.  Holabird,  i;hei\  being  chief  quartermaster  at 
that  post,  all  the  funds  covered  by  said  order,  on  deposit  in  said  bank, 
including  said  deposit  of  $4,700  belonging  or  due  to  said  Walworth. 
This  payment  was  made  in  the  bank  notes  of  the  issue  of  said  bank, 
which  were  sold  at  public  vendue  under  military  order  at  60  cents  on 
the  dollar  in  par  funds,  and  the  proceeds  of  ^said  sale  were  afterwards 
covered  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  as  ai^pears  from  the 
records  of  the  Quartermaster-General's  Office  and  of  the  accounting 
offlciers  of  the  Treasury  Department.  The  amount  actually  realized  by 
the  government  from  this  seizure  of  Walworth's  funds  was  the  sum  of 
$2,820.  No  judicial  proceedings  were  ever  instituted  by  or  on  behalf  of 
the  government  to  confiscate  or  condemn  either  the  funds  of  Walworth 
received  from  the  bank  or  the  proceeds  thereof.    The  present  bill  pro- 
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poses  to  returu  or  restore  to  liiin,  without  interest,  the  $2,820  which  the 
goverumeut  received  as  atbresaid. 

The  single  question  presented  in  the  case  is  whether  there  is  now  any 
legal  duty  or  equitable  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  government  to  make 
such  restitution.  The  object  and  purpose  of  Order  No.  202,  under  which 
Walworth's  deposit  wa«  turned  over,  was  not  to  supply  military  wants 
and  necessities,  but  simply  to  impound  and  (confiscate  the  moneys  of  pub- 
lic enemies.  By  reason  of  his  residence  in  Arkansas,  Walworth  occupied 
constructively  the  relation  of  enemy,  but  was  in  fact  loyal  Jo  the  gov- 
ernment. He  did  not  therefore  fall  within  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the 
order.  His  funds  were  certainly  not  subject  to  seizure  and  confiscation 
under  the  confiscation  acts  of  Congress.  But  assuming  that  his  techni- 
cal enemy  relation  by  residence  in  a  rebellious  State  would  have  author- 
ized the  confiscation  of  his  funds  on  deposit  in  New  Orleans,  the  ques- 
tion is  presented  whether  the  commanding  general  of  the  department 
could,  by  military  order,  enforce  such  confiscation. 

This  is  not  an  open  question.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
Staters,  in  the  case  of  Planter's  Bank  r«.  Union  Bank  (16  Wallace,  p.  404 
to  497),  had  occasion  to  pass  upon  the  validity  of  Order  Xo.  202 ;  and  it 
was  there  decided  that  General  Banks  had  no  authority  to  make  said 
order,  and  that  it  was  wholly  invalid  and  worked  no  divestiture  of  the 
owner's  right  and  title  to  the  funds  seized  thereunder.  The  following 
extract  from  the  opinion  of  the  court  will  show  the  reasoning  and  prin- 
ciple on  which  its  decision  was  rested : 

The  validity  of  the  order  (No.  202)  i.s,  therefore,  the  first  thin^^  to  be  considered.  It 
was  made  on  the  17th  August,  1803.  Then  the  city  of  New  Orleans  was  iu  quiet  pos- 
session of  the  United  States  forces.  It  had  been  captured  more  than  fifteen  months^ 
before  that  time,  and  undisturbed  possession  was  maintained  ever  after  its  ca])ture. 
Hence,  the  order  was  no  attempt  to  seize  i>roperty  ^*flagranU>  hallo"  nor  was  it  a  seiz- 
ure for  immediate  use  of  the  Army.  It  was  simply  an  attempt  to  confiscate  private 
property,  which,  though  it  may  be  subjected  to  confiscation  by  legislative  authority, 
18,  according  to  the  modem  law  of  nations,  exempt  trom  ca{)ture  as  booty  of  war. 
Still,  as  the  war  hail  not  ceased,  though  it  was  not  flagrant  m  the  district,  and.  as 
General  Hanks  was  in  command  of  the  district,  it  must  be  conceded  that  he  had  power 
to  do  all  that  the  laws  of  war  permitted,  except  so  far  as  he  was  restrained  by  the 
idedged  faith  of  the  government  or  by  the  effect  of  Congressional  legislation.  A 
pledge,  however,  had  been  given  that  rights  of  property  should  be  respected.  WTien 
the  oity  wa«  surrinndered  to  the  anny  under  General  Butier  a  proclamation  w^as  issued, 
dated  May  1,  lt^2,  one  clause  of  which  was  as  follows:  ^'Ali  the  right9  of  property  of 
whatever  kind  will  be  held  inriolaief  (mhject  only  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States.^ 
This,  as  was  remarked  in  the  case  of  the  Venice,  only  reiterated  the  rules  establiaheil 
by  tlie  legislative  and  executive  action  of  the  naticmal  government  in  resi>ect  to  the 
portions  of  the  States  in  insurrection,  occupied  and  controlled  by  the  troops  of  the 
Union.  That  action,  it  was  said,  indicated  the  policy  of  the  government  to  l>e  not  to 
regard  districts  occupicil  and  controlled  by  national  troops  a«  in  actual  insnrr^tiou, 
or  their  inhabitants  as  subject,  in  most  respects,  to  treatment  as  ent^mies. 

Substantial,  complete,  and  permanent  military  occupation  and  control  was  held 
to  draw  after  it  the  full  measure  of  protection  to  persons  and  property  consistent  with 
a  necessary  subjection  to  military  government.  We  do  not  assert  that  anything  iu 
General  Butler^s  proclamation  t;x(?mpted  property  within  the  occupied  district  from 
liability  to  confiscation  as  enemies'  property,  if  iu  truth  it  was  such.  All  that  is  now- 
said  is,  that  after  that  proclamation  private  property  in  the  district  was  not  snbject 
to  military  seizure  as  booty  of  war.  But  admitting  as  we  do  that  private  property 
remained  euhfed  to  oonfiseatiofij  it  is  undeniable  that  confiscation  was  possible  only  to 
the  extent  and  in  the  manner  provided  by  the  acts  of  Congress.  Those  acts  were 
passed  on  the  6th  August,  1861^  and  on  the  17th  July,  18C2.  No  others  authorized  the 
confiscation  of  private  property,  and  they  provided* the  manner  in  which  alone  confis- 
cation could  be  made.  They  designated  government  agents  for  seizing  enemies'  prop- 
erty, and  they  directed  the  mode  of  procedure  for  its  condemnation  in  the  courts.'  The 
system  devised  was  necessarily  exclusive.  No  authority  was  given  to  a  military  com- 
mander, as  such,  to  effect  any  confiscation.  *  *  *  It  is  therefore  of  little  impor- 
tance to  inquire,  what,  under  the  general  laws  of  war,  are  the  rights  of  a  conqueror, 
for  during  the  recent  civil  war  the  Government  of  the  United  States  asserted  no  gen- 
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eral  rights  iu  virtue  of  concxuest  to  compel  the  payment  of  private  debts  to  itself.  Oq 
the  coutrary  it  was  impliedly  disclaime<l  except  so  far  as  the  acts  of  1851  and  1862  as- 
serted it.  These  enactments  declaring  that  private  jiroperty  belonging  to  certain 
classes  of  persons  might  he  confiscated,  in  the  manner  particularly  described,  are  them- 
selves expressive  of  an  intent  that  the  rights  of  conquest  should  not  be  exercised 
against  private  property  except  in  the  cases  mentioned  and  in  the  wawner  pointed 
out.  *  *  *  It  follows  then  that  the  order  of  General  Banks  was  one  which  he  had 
no  authority  to  make,  and  that  his  direction  to  the  bank  to  pay  to  the  quartermaster 
of  the  Army  the  debt  (or  deposit)  due  to  the  Planters'  Bank  was  wholly  invalid. 

The  Supreme  Coui-t  having  thus  declared  that  the  attempt  of  the  com- 
manding general  to  enforce  by  military  order  the  confiscation  acts  of 
Congress  against  the  property  and  effects  of  even  actual  enemies  of  the 
United  States  was  without  authority  and  invalid,  and  it  further  appear- 
ing that  there  has  never  been  any  judicial  procedure  for  the  condemna- 
tion of  the  funds  seized,  as  directed  and  required  by  the  confiscation 
acts  of  1861  and  1862  so  as  to  divest  and  defeat  the  private  rights  of 
the  ow^ner,  it  follows  that  the  United  States  never  acquired  any  valid 
interest  or  title  to  the  money  of  Walworth  turned  over  to  the  govern- 
ment under  said  order  202.  The  possession  obtained  by  the  govern- 
ment under  the  unauthorized  act  of  its  commanding  officer  conferred 
upon  it  no  higher  or  stronger  right  to  this  fund,  even  conceding  that 
Walworth  was  disloyal,  than  that  acquired  bj'  military  seizure  under 
the  captured  and  abandoned  property  acts.  Under  an  invalid  and  un- 
authorized order  of  its  commanding  general  the  government  simply  got 
possession  of  the  fund,  and  placed  itself  in  position  to  enforce  against 
it  the  confiscation  acts  of  1861  and  1862,  provided  the  owner  had  sub- 
jected himself  to  the  penalties  of  said  acts  by  aiding  and  abetting  the 
rebellion.  But  Walworth  was  actually  loyal,  and  his  money  could  not 
lawfully  have  been  condemned  and  confiscated  under  said  acts.  There 
having  been  no  legal  or  valid  divestation  of  his  title  and  interest  in  the 
money  seized,  Walworth,  under  the  authority  of  Armstrong  and  Par- 
gona  cases  (13  and  16  Wallace),  if  he  could  sue  the  government,  would 
be  entitled  to  recover  this  fund.  Other  depositors  have  recovered  by 
suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  but  Walworth  is  now  precluded  from  resort- 
ing to  such  remedy  by  the  statute  of  limitations.  Should  the  govern- 
ment, under  the  facts  and  circumstances  of  this  case,  interpose  such  a 
defense  or  deny  relief  to  a  meritorious  claim  and  claimant? 

At  the  close  of  the  war  Mr.  Walworth  was  an  old  man,  completely 
broken  up  by  the  casualties  and  disasters  of  war.  He  was  in  feeble 
and  infirm  health;  moved  about  with  difficulty  and  with  pain  to  himself. 
He  lived  in  a  remote  section  of  the  State,  and  for  years  after  the  close 
of  the  war  mail  facilities  there  were  very  deficient.  !N^ot  able  to  leave 
home,  and,  as  it  appears,  in  ignorance  of  his  rights  and  of  the  necessity 
for  diligence  in  looking  after  and  prosecuting  them,  the  time  for  procur- 
ing relief  in  the  courts  passed.  Under  these  circumstances  your  com- 
mittee think  that  lapse  of  time  should  not  be  counted  strictly  against 
Walworth;  and  as  the  claim  is  one  of  real  merit,  and  the  correctness  of 
the  amount  beyond  all  dispute,  your  committer  recommend  the  passage 
of  the  bill. 
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Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  followuig 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  392.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {S.  392)  for  the 
relief  of  the  heirs  of  Mauri4^  Orivot,  having  examined  tJie  same,  make 
the  following  report : 

That  Marie  Emma  Nicholas  and  Anne  Elodie  Jaf|ues  are  the  heir^ 
at  law  of  Maurice  Grivot,  who  was  a  citizen  of  the  State  of  Louisiana;; 
that  said  Grivot  was  a  depositor  in  the  branch  of  the  Louisiana  State 
Bank  at  New  Orleans,  and  that  on  the  17th  day  of  August,  1863,  there 
stood  to  his  credit  in  said  bank  the  sum  of  $1,574.79,  which  was 
taken  possession  of  by  the  military  authorities  of  the  Unit^  States, 
then  in  the  occupation  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  under  the  following 
circumstances : 

On  the  17th  of  August,  1863,  an  order  was  issued  by  command  of 
Major-General  Banks,  then  in  command  of  the  Department  of  the 
Gulf,  requiring  the  several  banks  and  banking  associations^  of  New 
Orleans  to  pky  over,  without  delay,  to  the  chief  quartermaster  of  the 
Army,  or  to  such  officer  of  his  department  as  he  might  designate,  all. 
money  in  their  possession  belonging  to,  or  standing  upon  their  books 
to  the  credit  of,  any  person  registered  as  an  enemy  of  the  United  States 
or  engaged  in  any  manner  in  the  military,  naval,  or  civil  service  of  the 
'*  so-called  Confederate  States,  or  whe  should  have  been,  or  might  here- 
after be,  convicted  of  rendering  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies  of 
the  United  States."  The  order  declared  that  those  funds  would  "  be 
held  and  accounted  for  by  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  subject  to 
the  future  adjudication  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States." 

Under  and  in  obedience  to  this  order,  the  branch  of  the  Louisiana* 
State  Bank  paid  over  to  the  acting  quartermaster  the  balance  standing  on 
it«  books  to  thejcredit  of  Maurice  Grivot,  who  seems  to  have  been  regis- 
tered as  an  enemy  of  the  United  States.  It  appears  from  the  receipts 
and  accounts  of  the  quartermaster  to  whom  this  balance  of  $1^574.79 
belonging  to  Grivot  was  paid  that  the  sum  of  $611.94  was  received  in 
Conf^erate  funds  and  the  sum  of  $962.85  in  par  or  current  l^nds.  Why 
a  x)ortion  of  the  amount  was  paid  and  received  in  Confederate  funds  is* 
not  explained.  The  United  States  authorities  do  not  appear  to  have 
made  any  use  of  the  Confederate  funds.  The  par  funds  ($962.85),  with 
like  funds  received  under  said  General  Order  No.  202  from  other  banks^ 
amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  $44,692.43,  were  taken  up  in  August, 
1863,  and  expended  by  tiie  quartermaster  for  the  ordinary  purposes  of 
the  Quartermaster's  Department.    The  order  of  the  commanding  gen- 
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eral  directed  the  fund  ''  to  be  held  and  accounted  for  by  the  Quartermas- 
ter's Department,  subject  to  the  future  adjudication  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States.''  And  the  chief  quartermaster,  in  his  order  desig- 
nating Captain  MeClure,  acting  quartermaster,  as  the  officer  to  receive 
said  funds,  directed  him  to  <<  hold  this  money  and  account  for  it  to  the 
United  States  Treasury." 

It  further  appears  that  subsequently,  in  proceedings  under  the  act  of 
July  17, 1862,  entitled  '^An  act  to  suppress  insurrection,  to  punish  trea- 
son and  rebellion,  to  seize  and  confiscate  the  property  of  rebels,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  in  the  case  of  the  "  United  States  vs.  The  rignt,  title, 
interest,  and  estate  of  M.  Orivot  in  and  to  household  effects,"  the  sum 
of  $220.34  was  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  by  the  clerk 
of  the  United  States  district  court  of  Louisiana.  This  sum  of  $220.34 
was  the  proceeds  realized  by  the  sale  of  said  Grivot's  household  effects 
under  said  libel  suit,  ^o  judicial  proceedings  were  ever  had  to  confis- 
cate or  condemn  the  funds  of  Grivot  received  from  the  bank.  The 
present  bill  proposes  to  return  to  the  heirs  of  said  Grivot  the  sum  of 
$1,795.13  (being  the  amounts  received  by  the  government  from  the  bank 
and  from  the  confiscated  household  effects),  with  interest  at  the  rate  of 
6  per  cent,  per  annum  from  August,  1863,  until  paid. 

The  proceedings  to  confiscate  the  household  effects  of  Grivot  are  pre- 
sumed to  have  been  regularly  conducted  in  pursuance  of  law,  and  oper- 
ated to  divest  him  and  his  heirs  of  all  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to 
the  property  condemned  and  the  proceeds  realized  from  its  sale.  Your 
committee  can  see  no  ground  or  principle  upon  which  the  heirs  can  prop- 
erly make  any  equitable  claim  to  this  part  of  the  fund.  Nor  can  they 
recognize  the  liability  of  the  United  States  to  return  to  the  claimants  in 
X>ar  funds  the  amount  ($611.94)  the  bank  turned  over  to  the  quarter- 
master in  Confederate  funds,  which  appear  to  have  been  worthless  to  the 
government. 

The  only  remaining  question  raised  by  the  facts  and  circumstances 
above  detailed  is  whether  there  is  any  duty  or  obligation,  legal  or  equit- 
able, on  the  part  of  the  government  to  return  or  pay  over  to  the  heirs 
of  Grivot  the  amount  of  par  funds  belonging  to  him  which  were  re- 
ceived from  the  bank. 

At  the  close  of  the  war  Grivot  sdught  redress  against  the  bank  in 
the  State  courts  of  Louisiana,  but  failed  to  recover,  the  court  holding 
that  the  military  order  under  which  the  money  was  paid  over  was  a 
protection  to  the  bank.  Ue  or  his  heirs,  therefore,  have  only  the  gov- 
ernment to  look  to  for  reimbursement,  and  whether  such  reimburse- 
ment should  be  made  by  the  United  States  properly  involves  a  con- 
sideration of  the  validity  of  General  Order  No.  202,  under  which  the 
fund  was  turned  over.  The  object  and  purpose  of  the  order  was  not  to 
supply  military  wants  and  necessities,  but  simply  to  impound  and  con- 
fiscate the  moneys  of  persons  registered  as  enemies  of  the  United  States. 
Had  the  commanding  general  of  the  department,  in  August,  1863,  au- 
thority to  issue  such  an  order  f  This  is  not  an  open  question.  The  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Planters^  Bank  vs.  Union 
Bank  (16  Wallace,  494  to  497)  had  occasion  to  pass  upon  the  validity  of 
this  very  order,  and  it  was  there  decided,  in  December,  1872,  that  Gen- 
eral Banks  had  no  authority  to  make  said  order,  and  that  it  was  wholly 
invalid.  The  following  extract  from  the  opinion  of  the  court  will  show 
the  reasoning  ami  principle  on  which  the  decision  was  rested.  The 
court  say: 

The  validity  of  the  order  is,  therefore,  the  first  tiling  to  be  considered.  It  was  made, 
as  we  have  seen,  on  the  17th  of  Augnst|  1863.    Then  the  city  of  New  Orleans  wa«  in 
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quiet  po68ea8ioii  of  the  United  States  forces.  It  had  been  captured  more  than  lifteen 
xnonthB  before  that  time,  and  undisturbed  possession  was  maintained  ever  after  its 
capture.  Hence  the  order  was  no  attempt  to  seize  property  ^^fiagranie  hello,^  nor  was 
it  a  seizure  for  immediate  use  of  the  Army.  It  was  simply  an  attempt  to  contiscate 
private  property,  which,  though  it  may  be  subjected  to  confiscation  by  legislative  au- 
thority, is,  aocoiding  to  the  modem  law  of  nations,  exempt  from  capture  as  booty  of 
war.  Still,  as  the  war  had  not  ceased,  though  it  was  not  nagrant  in  the  district,  and 
as  General  Banks  was  in  command  of  the  district,  it  must  be  conceded  that  he  had 
power  to  do  all  that  the  laws  of  war  x>ermltted,  except  so  far  as  he  was  restrained  by 
the  pledged  faith  of  the  government  or  by  the  effect  of  Congressional  legislation.  A 
pledge,  however,  had  been  given  that  rignta  of  property  should  be  respected.  When . 
the  city  was  surrendered  to  the  army  under  General  Butler,  a  proclamation  was  issued 
dated  May  1,  1H62,  one  clause  of  which  was  as  follows:  **All  the  rights  of  property  of 
whatever  kind  will  be  held  inviolatej  subject  only  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States."  This, 
as  was  remarked  in  the  case  of  the  Venice  (2  Wallace,  258),  **only  reiterated  the  rules 
established  by  the  legislative  and  executive  action  of  the  National  Government  in  re- 
spect to  the  portions  of  the  States  in  insurrection  occupied  and  controlled  by  the  troops 
of  the  Union.''  That  action,  it  was  said,  indicated  the  policv  of  the  government  to 
be,  not  to  regard  districts  occupied  and  controlled  by  national  troops  as  in  actual  in- 
surrection, or  their  inhabitants  as  subject  in  most  respects  to  treatment  as  enemies. 
Substantial^  complete,  and  permanent  military  occupation  and  control  was  held  to 
draw  after, it  the  full  measure  of  protection  to  persons  and  property  consistent  with  a 
necessary  subjection  to  military  government.  We  do  not  assert  that  anything  in  Gen- 
eral Butler's  proclamation  exempted  property  within  the  occupied  district  from  liability 
to  confiecatioH  as  enemies'  property,  if  in  truth  it  was  such.  All  that  is  now  said  is, 
that  after  that  proclamation  private  proi>erty  in  the  district  was  not  subject  to  mili- 
tary seiznre  as  booty  of  war.  But  admitting  as  we  do  that  private  property  remained 
subject  to  confiscation,  and  also  that  the  proclamation  applied  exclusively  to  inhab- 
itants of  the  district,  it  is  undeniable  that  confiscation  was  possible  only  to  the  extent 
and  in  the  manner  provided  by  the  acts  of  Congress.  These  acts  were  passed  on  the 
6th  August,  1861,  and  on  the  17th  July,  1862.  No  others  authorized  the  confiscation 
of  private  property,  and  they  prescribed  the  manner  in  which  alone  confiscation  could 
be  made.  They  designated  government  agents  for  seizing  enemies'  property,  and  they 
dir^ted  the  mode  orprocedure  for  its  condemnation  in  the  courts.  The  system  de- 
vised was  necessarily  exclusive.  No  authority  was  given  to  a  military  commandant, 
as  such,  to  efiect  any  confiscation  *  *  *  It  is  therefore  of  little  importance  to  in- 
quire what,  under  tne  general  laws  of  war,  are  the  rights  of  a  conqueror,  for  during 
tiie  recent  civil  war  the  Government  of  the  United  States  asserted  no  general  light  in 
virtue  of  conquest  to  compel  the  payment  of  private  debts  to  itself.  On  the  contrary 
it  was  impliedly  disclaimed,  except  so  far  as  the  acts  of  1861  and  1862  asserted  it. 
These  enactments  declarin{|[  that  private  property  belonging  to  certain  classes  of  per- 
sons might  be  confiscated,  in  the  manner  particularly  described,  are  themselves  ex- 
pressive of  an  intent  that  the  rights  of  conquest  should  not  be  exercised  against  private 
property  except  in  the  cases  mentioned  and  in  the  manner  pjoinied  out,  *  *  *  It  fol- 
lows, then,  that  the  order  of  General  Banks  was  one  which  he  had  no  authority  to 
make,  and  that  his  direction  to  the  bank  to  pay  to  the  quartermaster  of  tbe  Army  the 
debt  due  the  Planters'  Bank  was  wholly  invalid. 

The  Supreme  Goart  having  thas  decided  that  the  attempt  of  the  com- 
manding general  of  the  department  to  enforce  by  military  order  the 
confiscation  acts  of  Congress  against  the  property  and  effects  of  rebel- 
lious citizens  of  the  United  States  was  without  authority  and  invalid, 
and  it  further  appearing  that  there  has  never  been  any  judical  pro- 
cedure for  the  condemnation  of  the  funds  thus  seized  as  directed  and 
required  by  the  confiscation  acts  of  1861  and  1862,  so  as  to  divest  and 
defeat  the  private  rights  and  interests  of  the  owner,  it  follows  that  the 
United  States  acquired  no  valid  title  under  that  seizure  to  the  money 
of  Grivot,  who  before  his  death  received  full  and  complete  amnesty 
from  the  government,  which  removed  the  only  ground  on  which  con- 
fiscation or  an  actual  divestiture  of  his  interests  could  be  predicated. 
The  possession  obtained  by  the  government  under  the  unauthorized  or- 
der of  its  commanding  officer  conferred  upon  it  no  higher  or  stronger  right 
to  this  fund  than  that  acquired  by  a  seizure  under  the  captured  and 
abandoned  property  acts.  The  government  simply  got  possession  of 
the  fund,  with  the  right  to  have  it  condemned  and  confiscated  in  the 
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ejcchisive  mode  and  manuer  directed  and  prescribed  by  the  confisca- 
tion acts  of  1861  and  1862,  but  before  exercising  this  right,  which  was 
necessary  to  a  valid  divestiture  of  the  owner's  title  and  to  perfect  its  own, 
the  government  confers  upon  the  owner  complete  amnesty  for  all  the 
past  offenses  which  entitle<l  it  to  confiscate  the  fund.  This  grant  of 
amnesty"  was  a  voluntary  surrender  and  abandonment  by  the  United 
States  of  its  right  to  complete  and  perfect  that  judicial  condemnation 
of  the  fund  which  was  necessary  to  defeat  the  owner's  interest.  Hav- 
ing been  pardoned  before  any  legal  and  valid  divestiture  of  his  rights: 
was  had,  the  acts  of  Congress  and  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
entitle  the  owner  or  his  legal  representatives  to  the  full  benefit  of  a  res- 
toration of  his  property  as  completely  as  though  no  seizure  had  ever 
been  made  or  military  confiscation  attempted. 

Under  the  authority  of  Armstrong  rs.  United  States  (13  Wallace,  154) 
and  Pargoud  vs.  United  States  (16  Wallace,  156)  the  claimants  in  the 
present  case,  if  they  could  sue  the  government,  would  be  entitled  to  re- 
cover this  fund.  Will  Congress  deny  to  them,  simply  because  it  has 
the  power  to  withhold,  what  the  courts  of  the  United  States  would  al- 
low as  a  valid  right  f  To  do  so  would  be  the  exercise  of  a  punitive 
power,  destructive  of  the  rights  which  the  clemency  of  the  executive 
department  have  lawfully  restored.  It  would  present  a  singular  ano- 
maly for  Congress  to  deny  rights  recognized  by  the  judicial  and  execu- 
tive departments  of  the  government. 

Your  committee  therefore  consider  that  the  money  belonging  to  Gri- 
vot  to  the  extent  of  $962.85  received,  as  aforesaid  by  the  government  in 
par  funds,  should  be  restored  to  his  heirs  at  law,  but  without  interest, 
and  they  accordingly  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with  the  fol- 
lowing amendments : 

In  lines  5,  6,  7,  and  8  of  bill,  strike  out  the  words  "  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ninety -five  dollars  and  thirteen  cents,  with  interest  at  the 
rate  of  six  per  centum  per  annum  from  August  seventeenth,  eighteen 
hundred  and  sixty-three,  until  paid,'^  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing :  '^  nine  hundred  and  sixty-two  dollars  and  eighty-five  cent«,"  and. 
as  thus  amended  the  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 
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Mr.  Cameron,  of  WisconsiD,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  282.  ] 

The  Committee  an  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  2S2)  for  the 
relief  of  James  Brxdger^  submit  the  following  report  thereon: 

This  bill  was  favorably  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Claims  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  June  12, 1880.  We  adopt  that  report, 
which  is  as  follows,  viz : 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  were  rrferred  the  papers  relating  to  the  claim  of  James 
Bridgerfor  the  payment  of  rent  for  the  use  of  the  premises  known  as  Fort  Bridger,  and  for 
the  value  of  his  improvements  thereat,  having  had  the  same  under  oonsiderationn,  submit 
the  following  report: 

The  evidence  in  this  case  clearly  establishes  the  following  facts :  About  the  year 
1843  claimant  located  upon  a  tract  of  laud  situated  in  Green  River  County,  now  Utah 
Territory,  and  commenced  the  erection  of  a  trading  house  and  other  buildings  and 
improvements.  From  the  date  of  said  location  said  claimant  resided  at  said  post,  and 
engaged  in  trade  with  the  surrounding  tribes  of  Indians,  until  in  the  fall  or  1857,  at 
whicn  last-mentioned  date  the  improvements  constructed  by  said  claimant  at  said  trad- 
ing post  consisted  of  thirteen  spacious  and  substantial  log  houses  constructed  out  of 
hewed  timbers ;  the  roofs  and  floors  were  of  sawed  boards,  which  were  sawed  out 
with  whip-saws ;  the  roofs  were  also  covered  with  sod  to  render  them  iire-proof.  The 
houses  were  so  located  as  to  form  a  hollow  square  in  the  center  of  an  area  of  about 
4,000  square  feet,  all  of  which  was  surrounded  with  a  strong,  solid  stone  wall,  laid  in 
cement,  about  18  feet  high  and  5  feet  thick,  with  bastions  at  each  comer.  Outside  of 
said  wall  was  a  strong  corral  for  stock,  about  200  by  300  feet  square,  inclosed  in  like 
manner  by  a  stone  wall  laid  in  cement,  about  10  feet  high  and  2^  or  3  feet  thick, 
together  with  six  other  outhouses.  The  testimony  shows  that  these  improvements 
were  erected  by  said  claimant,  and  were  used  by  him  as  his  residence  and  as  a  trading 
post,  and  were  called  and  known  as  ''Fort  Bridger.''  In  the  .year  1857  the  Army  of 
Utah,  commanded  by  General  Albert  S.  Johnston,  took  possession  of  said  premises  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States,  under  a  written  contract  of  lease  executed  by  claimant, 
of  the  one  part,  and  Capt.  John  H.  Dickerson,  assistant  quartermaster,  United  States 
Army,  on  behalf  of  the  tlnited  States,  of  the  other  part. 

The  material  portions  of  said  written  contract,  so  far  as  the  claim  of  said  Bridger  is 
concerned,  are  as  follows: 

Said  claimant  leased  to  the  United  States  for  the  term  of  ten  years  from  the  18th 
day  of  November,  1857,  a  tract  of  land  consisting  of  3,898  acres  and  2  roods,  situated 
in  Green  River  County,  Utah  Territory,  and  particularly  described  in  a  plot  attached 
to  said  written  contract  and  made  a  part  thereof,  upon  which  tract  of  laud  is  situated 
'*Fort  Bridger.'^  By  the  terms  of  said  contract  the  United  States  agreed  to  pay  to 
claimant  an  annual  rent  for  the  use  of  said  premises  of  |600,  the  rent  to  commence  as 
soon  as  claimant  established  his  title  to  said  tract  of  land  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Quartermaster-General  of  the  United  States,  or  whenever  the  Attorney -General  of  the 
United  States  should  pronounce  the  title  good.  It  was  further  agreed  by  the  contract-: 
iug  parties  that  the  United  States  Government,  through  its  agent,  should  have  the 
privilege  at  any  time  within  the  period  of  said  lease  of  x)urchasiug  said  tract  of  laud 
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by  paying  claimant  the  som  of  |10,000.  It  is  also  provided  by  the  terms  of  said  con- 
tract that  said  lease  might  be  terminated  by  the  United  States  upon  three  months' 
notice  by  the  Quartermaster-General  of  the  United  States  Army,  or  by  his  agent,  to 
claimant. 

The  United  States  have  continued  to  occupy  said  premises  from  the  day  of  the  date 
of  said  lease  to  the  present  time.  The  claimant  has  never  established  his  title  to  the 
premises,  but  on  July  14, 1859,  less  than  two  years  after  the  date  of  said  contract,  the 
President  declared  it  a  military  reservation,  and  that  the  General  Land  Office  had 
never  recognized  any  private  claim  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort  Bridger ;  and,  further, 
should  any  claims  have  existed  in  that  locality,  under  the  treaty  of  1848  with  Mexico, 
that  no  law  existed  for  their  adjustment.  The  testimony  further  shows  that  the  cost 
of  said  improvements  to  said  claimant  was  about  the  sum  of  |20,000. 

Claimant,  believing;  himself  entitled  to  be  paid  for  the  use  and  occupation  of  Fort 
Bridger  and  the  buildings  connected  therewith,  and  for  the  value  of  said  improve- 
ments, made  application  to  the  War  Department  therefor,  and  was  informed  by  a 
communication  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  dated  February  21,  1878,  that  his  failure 
to  establish  his  title  to  the  property  in  question  previous  to  its  being  declared  a  mili- 
tary reservation  precluded  the  Secretary  of  War  irom  recognizing  his  claim  to  owner- 
ship or  rent.  The  foregoing  are  the  material  facts  bearing  upon  the  claim  for  which 
your  committee  are  asked  to  recommend  an  allowance. 

It  may  be,  and  really  appears  to  be,  a  hardship  upon  claimant  that  he  should  be 
entirely  deprived  of  the  improvements  erected  by  him,  and  of  compensation  for  their 
use  by  the  United  States  for  a  period  of  more  than  twenty  years ;  yet  the  terms  of 
said  written  contract  clearly  preclude  him  from  a  recovery  according  to  the  forms  of 
law.  The  evidence  upon  which  this  report  is  founded  consists  of  numerous  affidavits, 
and  communications  from  the  War  Department,  together  with  a  certified  copy  of  the 
written  contract. 

Your  committee  believe  the  ends  of  Justice  will  be  promoted  by  permitting  the 
claimant  to  assert  his  claim  in  a  court  of  justice,  where  witnesses  can  be  subject-ed  to 
cross-examination  and  the  proper  tests  applied  for  the  ascertainment  of  a  just  and 
equitable  determination. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  that  the  accompanying  bill  be  passed  permit- 
ting claimant  to  sue  in  the  Court  of  Claims  for  the  amount  he  believes  himself  entitled 
to,  freed  from  the  bar  of  iJiie  statute  of  limitations,  and  that  his  case  be  heard  by  said 
court  and  determined  as  equity  and  Justice  shall  appear. 
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Mr.  Butler,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  sub- 
t  mitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  pe- 
tition of  George  R .  Herrick^  one  of  the  members  of  the  Metropolitan  police 
force  of  the  District  of  Columbia  in  1867,  claiming  the  amount  due  him 
under  the  joint  resolution  approved  February  28, 1867,  giving  additional 
compensation  to  certain  employes  in  the  civil  service  of  the  government 
at  Washington,  have  duly  considered  the  same  and  maJce  the  follotcing 
report: 

The  petitioner,  George  R.  Herrick,  is  oue  of  a  class  whose  claim  under 
the  joint  resolution  h^  been  consideml  at  a  former  session  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Claims.  The  settlement  of  their  claims  has  been  postponed 
on  account  of  several  points  of  law  raised  against  them  in  the  Treasury 
Department  from  time  to  time,  which  points  have  gone  to  the  Supreme 
Court  in  test  cases,  as  each  was  raised,  and  have  been  decided  in  favor  of 
the  claimants.  These  three  i)oints  were  raised  one  after  another,  and  went 
to  the  Supreme  Court  consecutively,  thus  causing  the  long  delay ;  the 
claims  of  these  persons  continued  pending  in  the  Treasury  Department 
in  the  meanwhile.  Since  the  reference  of  this  petition  of  George  R. 
Herrick  to  the  committee  at  this  session  the  other  members  of  the  police 
force  have  filed  with  the  committee  a  petition  praying  that  the  commit- 
tee report  a  general  measure  of  relief  for  the  whole  force. 

The  fact«  are  so  fully  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Claims,  second  session,  Forty-fifth  Congress  (Senate  Report  No. 
234),  that  the  committee  adopt  it  and  make  it  a  part  of  this  report,  to 
wit: 

[Senate  Report  No.  234,  Forty-fifth  Congreu,  second  seMion.] 

Mr.  Morgan,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims^  submitted  the  following  report  (to 

accompany  bill  S.  319) : 

The  Committee  an  ClaimSf  to  whom  was  referred  a  hill  (S.  319), /or  thereli^  of  the  Metro- 
poHtian  police  foroef  have  had  the  same  under  considerationj  and  suhmit  the  following 
report : 

This  bill  was  before  the  Senate  in  the  first  session  of  the  Forty-third  Congress,  on 
the  favorable  report  of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia.  Referring  to  the 
joint  resolution  approved  Febniary  28,  1867,  granting  an  increase  of  the  salaries  of 
certain  employes  of  the  government,  the  committee,  in  their  report,  say : 

**  They  find  by  the  terms  of  said  resolution  that  the  sum  of  20  per  centum  additional 
compensation  on  their  respective  salaries  as  fixed  by  law,  or  where  no  salary  is  fixed 
by  law  on  their  pay  respectively,  was  to  be  allowed  and  paled  to  the  following  de- 
scribed persons,  now  employed  in  the  civil  service  of  the  United  States  at  Washington, 
as  follows :  To  civil  officers,  temporary,  and  all  other  clerks,  messengers,  and  watch- 
men, including  enlisted  men  detailed  as  such ;  employ<^8,  male  and  female,  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Mansion  ;  and  in  any  of  the  following  named  departments  or  any  bureau  or 
division  thereof  to  wit :  State,  Treasury,  War,  Navy,  Interior,  Post-Oftice,  Attorney- 
General,  Agricultural,  &c. 
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^^  Many  persons  embraced  in  the  above  resolution,  and  amon^  the  number  the  Metro- 
politan police  force  of  the  city  of  Washington,  made  application  for  their  additional 
compensation  and  were  refuse^l,  under  the  rnling  of  the  First  Comptroller,  npon  the 
ground  that  they  were  not  among  the  persons  descril^ed  in  the  resolution  entitled  to 
the  additional  20  per  centum. 

The  parties  interested,  with  the  exception  of  the  Metropolitan  police  force,  brought 
suit  for  their  respective  claims  before  the  Court  of  Claims,  and  obtained  judgments 
against  the  United  States.  The  counsel  for  the  government  appealed  to  the  Supreme 
Couri  of  the  United  States,  which  tribunal  has  confirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Claims. 

^'The  counsel  for  the  Metropolitan  police  force  advised  them  not  to  bring  suit,  but 
to  await  the  decision  in  the  cases  already  taken  up,  as  they  were  test  cases  and  would 
decide  the  case  of  the  force.  When  the  cases  referred  to  had  been  decided  it  was  too 
late  for  them  to  sue  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  and  the  Comptroller  refused  to  entertain 
their  claim  again  on  the  ground  that  the  resolution  of  February  28,  1867,  hf  d  been 
repealed  by  the  act  of  Jufy  12,  1870. 

''The  case  of  Charles  N.  Manning,  guard  or  watchman  of  the  jail,  was  decided  in 
his  favor  by  the  Court  of  Claims,  and  that  decision  was  confirmed  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States.  The  Supreme  Court  decided  that  as  the  guards  and 
watchmen  of  the  jail  are  appointed  by  the  wanlen,  who  is  required  to  report  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  fixes  the  salaries  of  the 
guards  and  watchmen,  they  belong  to  a  bureau  or  division  of  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment. 

'*  By  the  act  of  August  6,  1861,  a  board  of  police  oonimissiouei's  are  appointed  in  the 
same  manner  that  the  warden  of  the  jail  is,  and  this  boanl  appoint  trie  police  force 
precisely  as  the  warden  appointed  the  guards  and  watchmen  ol  the  jail. 

"  The  boanl  of  commissioners  are,  by  the  same  act,  required  to  report  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  annually  the  condition  of  the  police  force. 

"Annual  estimates  of  appropriations  are  required  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
for  the  force,  aud  returns  are  made  to  him.  All  requisitions  for  money  for  printing 
and  super\'ising  legal  opinions  are  made  through  him.  Charjges  made  against  mem- 
bers of  the  board  of  police  are  investigated  by  him;  applications  for  the  appointment 
to  the  office  are  filed  with  him,  and  the  nominations  are  made  by  him,  and  all  com- 
munications to  Congress  and  the  Executive  are  made  through  him,  and  payment  to 
the  board  and  force  of  salaries  is  made  through  him. 

''  Attorney-General  Bates,  in  an  opinion  addressed  to  the  Hon.  Caleb  B.  Smith,  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  decided  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
cause  the  oath  of  allegiance  to  be  administereii  to  the  board  of  police  and  that  they 
are  connected  with  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

'*  All  the  decisions  of  the  Attorney-General  relative  to  the  board  of  com  mission  er^ 
have  been  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

"The  Metropolitan  force  has  been  published  in  the  Bine-Book  as  connected  with  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  until  it  was  transferred  to  the  Department  of  Justice. 

'*  It  is  evident  that  the  Metropolitan  police  force  of  Washington  was  a  bureau  or 
division  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  at  the  time  that  the  Comptroller  refused 
them  the  additional  compensation  allowed  by  the  joint  resolution  cf  February  2S, 
1867.  In  view  of  that  fact,  the  committee  recommend  that  said  force  be  allowed  to 
sue  the  United  States  in  the  Court  of  Claims  for  the  20  per  centum  claimed  by  them 
under  the  resolution  aforesaid,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  (S.  304)  already 
reported. 

**  The  20-per-cent.  cases  (13  Wallace,  568)  are  the  authorities  referred  to  in  support  of 
the  foregoing  report,  and  they  seem  to  sustain  the  claim  fully." 

In  the  case  of  Lippett,  reported  in  100  U.  S.  Reports,  (563,  the  Supreme  Court  de- 
cided that  while  a  claim  against  the  United  States  is  pending  and  being  prosecuted 
before  one  of  the  executive  departments  it  cannot  become  barred  by  the  statute  limit- 
ing the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Claims  to  such  claims  as  have  accrued  within  six 
years  before  the  filing  of  them  in  that  court.  This  decision  of  the  Sui)reme  Court  set- 
tles the  last  point  raised  against  the  present  claim  of  the  Metropolitan  police  force. 
The  amount  reported  by  the  First  Comptroller  and  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Diti- 
trict  of  Columbia  tp  be  due  the  force  under  the  joint  resolution  of  February  28,  18*>7, 
is  $46,846.86,  which  embraces  and  is  the  aggregate  of  the  amounts  due  to  about  two 
hundred  persons.  The  amount  is  due  them  under  existing  law,  and  no  further  le^s- 
lation  is  necessary  for  the  relief  of  the  claimants,  except  to  renew  the  appropriation 
to  pay  them.  That  is  necessary,  because  the  appropriation  made  by  the  joint  resolu- 
tion of  February  28, 1867,  has  been  covered  into  tne  Treasury  and  is  not  now  available. 

Your  committee  therefore  report  a  recommendation  to  the  Committee  on  Appropri- 
tions  that  the  following  clause  be  inserted  in  the  proi)er  appropriation  bill,  to  wit: 

To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  pay  t^  the  officers,  clerks,  aud  employes 
4)f  the  Metropolitan  police  force  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  their  legal  representa- 
tives, the  amounts  due  them  under  the  joint  resolution  of  Congress  of  February  28, 
1867, 146,846.86. 
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Washington  City,  D.  C,  April  — ,  1882. 

To  the  honorable  memhers  of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  of  the  ffnited  States 

Senate : 

Your  petitioners,  officers,  clerks,  and  employes  of  the  Met^politan  police  force  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  during  tne  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1867,  res^ctfully  ask 
that  you  will  recommend  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  the  insertion  of  the  fol- 
lowing clause  in  the  sundry  civil  bill : 

Section  — .  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  pay  to  the  officers,  clerks, 
and  employes  of  the  Metropolitan  police  force,  or  their  legal  representatives,  the 
amounts  due  them  under  the  joint  resolution  of  Congress  of  February  28,  1867,  as 
settled  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  "  twenty-per-cent.-cases  "  (XIII  and  XX  Wallace 
Reports),  $46^846.86. 

Your  petitioners  respectfully  submit,  in  support  of  this  api>eal,  copy  of  Senate  bill 
No.  319,  Forty-fifth  Congress,  second  session,  and  House  report  No.  3()  of  same  Con- 
gress, which  adopted  the  Senate  report  and  recommended  the  passage  of  the  Senate 
bill  without  amendment.    It  failed  to  be  reached  on  the  calendar. 

Your  petitioners  desire  to  call  attention  to  an  error  in  the  Senate  report,  which  states 
that  when  the  decisions  reported  in  the  X'lII  Wallace  Reports  were  made  it  was  too 
late  to  sue  in  the  Court  of  Claims.  It  was  not  too  late !  The  Comptroller,  by  impli- 
cation, recognized  the  right  of  your  petitioners  to  the  additional  pay  under  these  de- 
cisions, but  decided  that  he  could  not  pav  them,  as  the  law  had  been  repealed  by  the 
act  of  July  12,  1870.  ♦ 

A  test  case  was  made  on  this  decision  and  carried  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  is  re- 
ported in  XX  Wallace,  pages  186  and  187. 

}}y  this  decision  it  was  settled  that  the  law  had  not  been  repealed.  When  this  decision 
was  made,  your  petitioners  again  applied  to  the  Comptroller  for  the  amounts  due  them, 
and  were  again  denied ;  this  time  on  the  ground  that  the  appropriation  had  been  cov- 
ered into  the  Treasury,  and  no  funds  were  available.  Meanwhile  the  statute  of  limi- 
tations had  run  against  them  in  the  Court  of  Claims. 

Your  petitioners  claim  a  fixed  and  vested  ri^ht  to  this  money  as  a  part  of  their  pay 
for  services  faithfully  performed.  The  law  being  still  in  existence,  nothing  is  required 
but  the  appropriation.  Your  }>etitioners  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  they  are  largely 
(more  than  three-fourths)  composed  of  ex-soldiers  and  sailors,  and  have  received  no 
pensions,  as  they  could  not  have  been  appointed  on  the  force  had  they  been  within 
the  pension  laws. 

Respectfully  submitted  by  counsel. 

C.  E.  CREECY, 
Attorney  for  Petitioners, 

John  Pool, 
Of  Counsel. 

Counsel  takes  the  liberty  of  suggesting  that  there  were  from  two  to  tliree  hundred 
persons  employed  in  different  capacities  on  the  force  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1867.    Between  seventy  and  eighty  have  since  died,  and  their  widows  and  or- 

Shans  will  receive  their  portions.  A  large  number  have  left  the  force  on  account  of 
isability,  &.C.,  and  many  of  them  are  in  distressing  pecuniarv  circumstances.  The 
amounts  claimed  by  each  one  range  from  seventeen  to  four  hundred  dollars.  Ex- 
Governor  Thomas  H.  Ford,  of  Ohio,  original  counsel  for  the  force,  advised  them  not  to 
sue,  but  wait  the  court's  decision  in  Manning's  case,  as  he  had  been  assured  that  the 
Treasury  Department  would  pay  them  if  it  was  decided  in  Manning's  favor — Mann- 
ing's case  being  exactly  parallel  to  theirs,  in  his  Judgment.  The  only  objection  to 
the  p^ment  made  by  tne  Treasury  was  the  repeal  of  the  joint  resolution.  Gov- 
ernor Ford  again  advised  the  force  not  to  present  their  claims  to  the  court.  The  inci- 
dental costs  of  printing,  notaries',  clerk's  fees,  &c.,  would  have  swallowed  the  amounts 
due  many  of  the  claimants.  Governor  Ford  repeated  hisAssnrance  that  when  the  last 
objection  to  the  payment,  namely,  the  plea  that  the  joint  resolution  had  been  re- 
pealed, had  been  swept  away,  they  wonla  certainly  be  paid  by  the  Treasiir}'  without 
further  delay.  The  result  was,  though  all  the  legal  questions  and  principles  involved 
had  been  settled  in  their  favor  by  seven  years'  litigation,  their  application  was  again 
denied  for  want  of  fundsl;  and  even  those  whose  claims  were  large  enough  to  justify  a 
sn'itf  were  barred  by  the  statute  of  limitations. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 
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m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8, 1882.— Ordered  tx>  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bUl  H.  R.  1206.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  wds  referred  tlie  bill  {H,  B,  1206) 
granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Kate  L.  Usher,  widow  of  Capt  James  D. 
Usher,  of  the  United  States  Revenue  Marine  Service^  hewing  very  care^ 
fully  considered  the  same,  report  as  follows : 

That  Captain  Usher  was  commissioned  a  third  lieutenant  in  the  Bev- 
enue  Marine  Service  June  15, 1844,  and  was  gradually  promoted,  until 
in  1864  he  was  appointed  captain  in  the  Bevenue  Marine  Service.  It 
appears  from  the  record  furnished  by  the  Treasury  Department  that 
the  greater  part  of  Captain  Usher's  service  was  in  the  South. 

It  appears  to  have  been  a  rule  in  the  Eevenue  Marine  Service  that 
the  term  of  service  for  an  officer  in  the  South  was  limited  to  two  years, 
unless  the  exigencies  demanded  otherwise.  On  the  28th  day  of  Janu- 
ary, 1869,  Captain  Usher  was  ordered  to  duty  at  Wilmington,  N.  C, 
where  he  contracted  malaria  in  one  of  its  most  dangerous  forms.  At 
the  end  of  his  two  years'  service,  instead  of  being  sent  to  the  North,  as 
was  customary  in  the  Bevenue  Marine  Service,  he  was  continued  at 
Wilmington  until  April  21, 1871,  when  he  was  oraered  to  the  command 
af  the  Stevens,  at  New  Berne,  N,  C,  where  he  died  on  July  30, 1871,  of 
congestion  of  the  brain. 

There  is  on  file  in  the  medical  evidence  in  this  case  the  following  affi- 
davit  of  Dr.  H.  G.  Bates : 

This  is  to  certify  that  early  in  May,  1871,  Capt.  James  D.  Usher,  late  a  captain  in 
the  United  States  Marine  Service,  called  on  me  for  professional  advice  and  treatment. 
After  examination,  1  found  him  to  be  saffering  from  remittent  fever  and  malarial  de- 
bility, accompanied  by  great  and  excessive  fanctional  derangement  of  the  liver,  pro- 
duced, in  my  opinion,  by  long  and  protracted  exposure  to  malarial  influences.  I  pre- 
scribed for  him  repeatedly  from  this  time  till  on  or  about  June  23, 1871,  when  I  made 
»  more  particnlar  and  extended  exam  natiou  of  Captain  Usher,  and,  as  marine  hos- 
pital surgeoo  at  this  port  (at  that  time),  I  recommeuded  an  immediate  change  of 
climate  as  absolutely  necessary  to  restore  Captain  Usher  to  health,  although  I  consid- 
ered it  the  **  forlorn  hope."  I  heard  nothing  of  this  recommendation  till  July  25, 1871, 
when,  by  an  order  from  the  department,  a  board  of  survey  was  held  by  myself  and  J. 
W.  Hughes,  M.  D.,  the  result  of  which  was  a  recommendation  that  Captain  Udier 
have  at  once  a  change  of  climate  as  absolutely  necessary  to  preserve  liie  (if  not  al* 
ready  too  late).  On  the  27th  of  July,  1871,  symptoms  of  congestion  of  the  brain  were 
developed,  of  which  disease  the  captain  died  July  30, 1871 — ^a  not  unusual  termination 
of  hepatic  disease  when  the  system  has  become  so  thoroughly  charged  with  malarial 
poison.  We  had  many  reasons  to  hope  and  believe  that  a  change  of  climate  six  weeks 
previous  to  Captain  Usher's  death  would  have  resulted  in  a  slow  recovery  to  health, 
although  when  (as  it  was  in  his  case)  the  system  becomes  so  charged  with  malarial 
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poison  a  lone  time  has  to  elapse  before  it  can  be  eradicated  from  the  syBtem  so 
thoroaghly  tnat  the  liver  will  again  put  on  healthy  action  and  perform  its  fnnctiona 
as  in  health. 

Dr.  Hughes  makes  an  affidavit  sabstantially  the  same  as  above. 
Dr.  £.  A.  Anderson  makes  oath  as  follows : 

This  is  to  certify  that  James  Usher,  late  capt>ain  of  the  Reyenne  Marine  Serrioe,  was 
nnder  my  treatment  for  Janndice  caused  by  repeated  malarial  attacks  dnrins  the  years 
1869, 1870.  and  1871.  Said  malarial  fever  was  contracted  in  the  service  of  the  govern- 
ment while  on  dnty  in  the  waters  of  the  Cape  Fear  Biver.  in  North  Carolina.  Aft«r 
his  removal  to  New  Berne,  N.  C,  there  an  attack  of  janndice  resulted  in  his  death  in 
July,  1871. 

Ethelbert  Hnbbs,  postmaster  at  New  Berne,  makes  an  affidavit  sub- 
stantiating the  facts  as  alleged  regarding  applications  for  leave  of  ab- 
sence,  &c.  In  reply  to  a  letter  from  Mrs.  Usher,  the  chief  of  the  Rev- 
enue Marine,  Treasury  Department,  says : 

In  reply  I  have  respectfully  to  inform  yon  that  the  regulations  of  the  Revenue  Ma- 
rine Service,  in  force  at  the  time  of  your  hushand's  death,  prescribed  as  the  usual  tour 
of  duty  of  an  officer  on  anv  station  two  years  only ;  and  it  was  the  custom  of  the  de- 

Eartment  to  conform  strictly  to  that  regulation.  It  seems  that  in  Captain  Usher's  ca9e 
e  had  already  served  two  years,  when  he  was  ordered  to  duty,  April  21,  1871,  to 
another  southern  station.  The  record  does  not  state  what  exigency  required  him  to 
be  retained  at  the  South.  *  •  •  There  had  been  a  change  in  the  head  of  the  Rev- 
enue Marine  Just  prior  to  that  date,  and  it  seems  probable  to  me  that  Captain  Usher's 
assignment  was  intended  to  be  temporary  only. 

Now,  in  the  foregoing  affidavits  it  appears  evident  that  had  a  change 
to  another  climate  been  made  at  the  end  of  the  two  years,  or  had  he 
been  grants  the  leave  of  absence  applied  for  nnder  medical  direction^ 
he  wonld  probably  have  recovered,  bat  t^at  the  extra  six  months'  ser- 
vice, from  Jannary,  1871,  to  July,  1871,  proved  fttal  in  Captain  tTalME's 
case. 

An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Woodward,  of  New  Haven,  Conn., 
widow  of  the  late  Lieat.  Kirby  S.  Woodward,  of  the  Bevenae  Marine 
Service,  passed  Congress  and  was  approved  March  3, 1853.  In  tkis 
case  the  deceased  came  to  his  death  by  drowning,  and  his  service  was 
in  no  way  connected  with  the  Navy  so  as  to  bring  him  nnder  the  stat* 
utes,  and  was  not  so  meritorioas  as  that  of  Mrs.  Usher,  whose  hnsband 
became  a  victim  to  delay  either  in  changing  his  station  or  allowing  him 
a  leave  of  absence.  The  statutes  provide  &at  in  certain  cases  Bevenne 
Marine  officers  are  pensionable  at  the  same  rate  as  Navy  cheers  (see 
Eevised  Statutes,  sections  1492  and  4741),  and  in  granting  this  pension 
to  Mrs.  Usher  it  should  be  at  the  rate  provided  in  the  Bevenne  Marine 
cases  comiug  under  the  statutes. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  his  report  strongly  recommends  the 
general  pensioning  of  the  Eevenue  Marine  Service  at  Navy  rate.  (See 
Beport  of  Secretary  of  Treasury,  1872,  p.  15 ;  Beport  of  Secretary  of 
Treasury,  1873,  p.  24  j  Beport  of  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  1876,  p.  32.) 

The  case  of  Captain  Usher  is  of  a  very  exceptional  character.  The 
circumstances  strongly  recommend  that  Mrs.  Usher  is  equitably  ^ititled 
to  a  pension.  She  is  left  extremely  poor,  in  bad  health,  with  tiie  sup- 
port of  a  child  ou  her  hands,  and  is  entirely  dependent  upon  her  indi- 
vidual labor  for  support. 

Your  oommittee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  H.  B. 
1206. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Repobt 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8, 1682.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell.,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  1422.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  biU  (JB.  R.  1422)  grant' 
ing  a  pension  to  Mary  Wadej  mother  of  Jennie  Wade,  who  was  Mlled  at 
Oettysburgy  Pa.j  while  in  the  act  of  baking  bread  for  the  Union  soldiers j 
having  carefully  examined  the  same^  submit  the  following  report: 

That  it  appears  from  the  evidence  filed  in  this  case  that  Mary  Wade 
was  the  mother  of  the  said  Jennie  Wade,  a  resident  of  Gettysburg,  on 
Friday,  the  3d  day  of  July,  1863,  the  day  of  the  battle  at  that  place; 
that  long  prior  to  this  time,  to  wit,  ten  years,  the  husband  of  said  Mary 
Wade  wa49  confined  as  a  lunatic  in  Adams  County  poor-house,  where 
he  continued  up  to  the  time  of  his  death;  that  the  fanuly  of  the  said 
Mary  Wade  consisted  of  three  boys,  a  married  daughter,  and  the  said 
Jennie  Wade;  that  the  said  mother  received  nothing  towards  the  sup- 
X)ort  of  the  family  from  the  boys  or  the  mamed  daughter,  but  was 
dependent  upon  the  help  and  assistance  of  the  said  Jennie  Wade,  to  a 
very  great  extent. 

The  mother,  in  an  affidavit  under  date  April  4, 1878,  makes  oath — 

That  seven  days  previous  to  the  death  of  the  said  Jennie  Wade,  she,  the  said  Mary  A. 
Wade,  had  gone  to  nnrse,  take  care  of^  and  stay  with  her  eldest  daaghter,  Oeorge  Anna, 
intermarried  with  Jolin  Lewis  McClellan,  for  her  said  daughter  G^rge  Anna  was  con- 
fined in  childbirth,  and  her  said  husband,  John  Lewis,  was  away  in  the  nine  months^ 
service ;  that  she  remained  there  till  after  the  battle,  but  on  the  1st  day  of  July,  18(^ 
(being  the  first  day  of  the  battle),  becoming  anxions  and  concerned  about  the  safety 
of  her  said  daughter  Jennie,  sent  home  for  her,  and  had  her  come  out  to  where  she 
was  stayiuff :  that  from  that  time,  viz,  the  1st  dav  of  July,  A.  D.  1863,  to  the  3d  day  of 
Ji^y,  A.  D.Id63,  she,  the  said  Mary  A.  Wade,  and  ner  two  daughters,  the  said  Oeorge 
Anna  and  the  said  Jennie,  staid  in  the  same  house,  and  that  said  house  was  situate 
near  the  extxeme  south  end  of  Baltimore  street,  in  the  said  borough  of  Gettysburg, 
on  the  east  side  of  the  street,  near  the  top  of  Cemetery  Hill,  and  was  just  withiu  the 
Union  lines,  and  was  occupied  during  the  battle  by  Union  sharpshooters ;  that  on 
Thursday,  the  2d  day  of  July,  A.  D.  18B3,  all  the  bread  in  the  house  had  been  giwn 
away  to  and  eaten  by  Union  soldiers ;  that  on  Friday,  the  3d  day  of  July,  18G3,  the 
said  Jennie  Wade  was  making  up  a  large  batch  of  bread  for  the  Union  soldiers,  and 
the  family ;  that  she  had  just  finished  making  the  bread,  and  was  standing  in  the 
kitohen  with  her  back  to  the  door  opening  from  the  kitchen  into  the  yard  on  the  south 
side  of  the  house;  that  she  had  inst  taken  out  some  more  flour  and  turning  to  her 
mothw,  the  said  Mary  Wade,  had  said,  '^  Mother,  I  am  going  to  make  some  biscuit 
now;  won't  they  be  nice  for  the  boysf — meaning  by  the  term  ''boys''  the  Union 
soldiers — when  sue  was  shot.  The  ball  passed  through  the  outside  kitchen  door  and 
a  door  leading  from  the  kitchen  to  the  dining-room,  which  door  was  standing  open, 
and  entered  the  small  of  the  back  just  below  the  left  shoulder  blade.  She  expired 
instantly.* 
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'That  upon  hearing  the  shot  the  said  Mary  A.  Wade  turned  and  saw  her  daughter, 
the  said  Jennie,  sinking  to  the  floor.  On  mnnine  to  her  and  lifting  her  np,  she  found 
that  her  daughter  was  already  dead.  That  finding  her  dead,  she,  the  said  Mary  A. 
Wade,  with  the  assistance  of  some  Union  soldiers,  put  a  quilt  over  the  dead  body,  and 
put  it  on  a  lounge  in  the  room,  but  afterward  removed  it  to  the  cellar.  That  her  said 
^anght«r  Jennie  was  killed  about  eight  o'clock  on  the  morning  of  the  '3d  day  of  July, 
1863,  and  was  buried  in  a  hole  in  the  garden  back  of  the  house,  about  three  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon  of  the  4th  day  of  July,  1863,  but  was  afterwards  removed  to  the  ceme- 
tery. 

She  further  states  that  at  this  time,  in  the  month  of  July,  1663,  her  husband,  John 
Wade,  was  living,  but  that  for  ten  years  previous  to  this  time,  and  at  this  time,  and 
ever  alter  till  the  time  of  his  death,  he,  the  said  John  Wade,  was,  and  continued  so  to 
be,  an  inmate  of  the  Adams  County  poor-house,  being  confined  there  as  a  lunatic ;  that 
at  this  time,  and  for  many  years  previous  the  support  of  her  family,  and  the  partial  sup- 
port of  the  said  Mary  A.  Wade's  mother,  depended  upon  the  labor  of  the  said  Mary  A. 
Wade  and  her  daughter  Jennie  •  «  •  *  that  she  and  her  daughter,  the  said  Jennie, 
supported  the  family  by  taking  in  sewing ;  that  the  said  Jennie  was  a  stout,  healthy  girl 
of  twenty  years  of  age,  and  was  at  the  time  of  her  death,  and  had  for  some  years  previous 
thereto^  contributedmaterially  to  the  support  of  the  family ;  that  tfie  said  Jennie  was 
"   "*  '  '     "  "      --"  .„.-»- -^  «.    __^^  '  leat  aid  to  the  mother, 

I  lost  her  main  support  *, 
thrown  upon  her  own 
labor  for  support ;  that  she  is  now  fifty-six  years  of  age,  and  has  no  family  or  relations 
to  support  or  maintain  her ;  that  she  is  dependent  for  her  living  upon  the  labor  of  her 
own  hands  and  the  charity  of  her  friends ;  and  that  in  addition  there  has  of  late  years 
been  thrown  upon  her  hands  the  support  of  her  now  aged  mother. 

The  said  Mary  A.  Wade  in  a  subsequent  affidavit  says : 

She  is  poor,  and  owns  no  property  whatever,  real  or  personal,  except  a  little  fiimi- 
tare,  not  exceeding  in  value  $40.  She  further  states  under  oath  that  her  daughter, 
who  was  killed  as  above  stated,  was  a  tailoress  by  trade,  and  with  her  assiatance  your 
affiant  was  barely  able  to  make  a  living. 

In  a  later  affidavit  the  said  Mary  A.  Wade  swears  as  follows : 

*  •  *  She  says  further  that  the  making  of  the  bread  was  besrun  at  the  request  of 
the  soldiers  there,  who  at  that  time  were  unable  to  go  out  of  the  house  for  fear  of  be- 
ing shot  by  rebel  sharpshooters  who  were  not  over  300  or  400  yards  away.  •  •  » 
That  she  had  not  before  furnished  any  during  that  day,  and  had  not  received  any 

Say  or  demanded  any  within  her  hearing  or  to  her  knowledge  for  anything  done  by 
er  for  Union  soldiers.    «    *    *    We  gave  them  nearly  all  we  had  to  eat  witnont  ask- 
ing or  thinking  of  reward. 

Mrs.  Catharine  Bushman  makes  affidavit  substantially  as  follows: 
That  she  has  known  Mary  A.  Wade  and  her  daughter,  the  former  for 
forty  years ;  that  Jennie  was  a  tailoress,  and  supported  the  family  by 
working  at  her  trade.  That  for  about  thirty  years  Mary  A.  Wade  has 
been  generally  broken  down;  and  for  several  years  prior  to  Jennie's 
death  Mrs.  Wade  could  not  have  supported  herself  and  her  children 
without  Jennie's  assistance. 

A.  W.  Fleming  swears: 

I  know  Mrs.  Mary  A.  Wade,  and  knew  her  daughter  Jennie,  who  was  killed  during 
the  battle  of  Gettysburg  by  a  bullet.  I  saw  where  the  bullet  came  out.  It  came  out 
on  the  left  side  in  front,  about  the  heart  or  Just  below  it.  She  was  buried  just  as  she 
fell.  I  saw  the  dough  on  her  hands,  and  flour  and  blood  on  her  clothes.  I  took  her 
body  up  from  the  garden  where  she  was  buried  by  the  soldiers,  and  I  buried  her  in 
the  cemetery  in  this  place.  I  knew  her  before  she  was  killed,  and  identified  the  body 
as  that  of  Jennie,  Mrs.  Mary  Wade's  daughter. 

Julia  Ann  Fleming,  in  an  affidavit,  corroborates  the  general  facts  in 
the  case. 

Emanuel  P.  Bushman,  Catharine  A.  Bushman,  Annie  B.  Feistel,  John 
M.  Beiding,  and  Samuel  Bushmau,  who  were  neighbors,  living  on  the 
same  street  with  Mrs.  Mary  A.  Wade  at  the  time  of  her  daughter's 
death,  make  oath  as  to  the  general  facts  in  the  case. 

Edward  Meuchly  and  Peter  Warren  make  oath  as  to  the  facts  alleged, 
and  that  Mrs.  Mary  A.  Wade  is  in  destitute  circumstances. 
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J.  H.  Skelly  and  W.  T.  King  make  oath  '^that  they  have  been  resi- 
dents of  Gettysburg,  respectively,  forty-five  and  thirty-seven  years.'^ 
They  swear  that  daring  that  time  they  have  been  merchant  toilers: 
that  both  Mary  A.  Wade  and  her  daughter  Jennie  worked  for  them  ai 
tailoring ;  that  they  don't  believe,  firom  their  acquaintance  with  Mrs. 
Wade  and  their  knowledge  of  the  amount  of  tailoring  done  by  her,  that 
she  could  have  supported  herself  and  family  without  the  assistance  of 
Jennie. 

The  evidence  in  this  case  proving  the  facts  to  have  been  as  alleged 
is  unquestionably  conclusive.  ^  The  House  of  Bepresentatives  have,  at 
the  present  session,  passed  the  bill  giving  Mrs.  Mary  A.  Wade  a  pen- 
sion of  $8  per  month  from  and  after  the  passage  of  tibe  act.  And  your 
committee  concur  in  the  belief  that  Mrs.  Wade  should  receive  this  pen- 
sion, and  accordingly  report  the  bill  (H.  B.  1422)  back,  with  a  recom- 
mendation that  it  pass. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Kepoet- 

Ist  Session.       \  \  No.  794, 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  H.  3258.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H,  R,  3258) 
granting  a  pension  to  Mrs,  Mizabeth  A,  Hendriclcson^  examined  the  same^ 
and  report  : 

That  it  does  not  appear  that  the  cause  of  death  of  Colonel  Hendrick- 
son  resulted  from  disease  or  injury  which  arose  in  service  in  line  of  duty. 
The  claim  of  the  widow  was  rejected  at  the  Pension  Office,  as  stated  in 
the  record,  "  for  the  reason  that  the  death  of  Colonel  Hendrickson,  Oc- 
tober 24, 1878,  at  the  age  of  seventy-eight  years,  had  no  connection  with 
service  in  the  line  of  duty."  Your  committee  therefore  recommend  that 
the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


^7th  Congress,  i  SENATE.  (  Repokt  794, 

l8t  Sessi&n.       S  \       Part  2. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

VIEWS   OF   THE   MINORITY: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3258.  j 

The  minority  of  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill  (H.  E.  3258)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  A.  Hendrick- 
son,  have  examined  the  same,  and  submit  their  views  in  favor  of  the 
passage  of  the  House  bill,  adopting  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives,  correctly  stating  the 
facts  in  the  case,  as  follows : 

Mr.  Steele,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following  report,  to  ac- 
company bill  U.  R.  3258 : 

In  the  nuitter  of  the  hill  {H,  R,  3258)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs,  Elizabeth  A,  Hendrickeony 
your  oo^nmittee,  to  wham  $aid  hill  was  referred^  have  investigated  and  found  ae  follows : 

The  petitioner  states  that  she  is  the  widow  of  the  late  Col.  Thomas  Hendrickson,  of 
the  United  States  Army ;  that  her  husband  died  in  Saint  Louis  October  24, 1878,  leav- 
ing her  so  little  that  she  has  been  obliged  to  run  in  debt  in  order  to  live,  her  only  son 
being  unable  to  support  her ;  and  that  her  prayer  for  a  pension  is  based  on  the  con- 
sideration of  the  long  and  faithful  service  of  her  husbancL. 

This  claim  was  rejected,  according  to  records  of  the  Pension  Offlce  (file  No.  19955), 
"  for  the  reason  that  the  death  of  Major  Hendrickson,  October  24,  1878,  at  the  age  of 
78  years,  had  no  connection  with  service  in  the  line  of  duty." 

The  official  military  history  of  Thomas  Hendrickson,  which  accompanies  the  bill, 
is  as  foUows:  He  first  enlisted  December  13,  1819,  in  the  Fourth  Battalion  of  Artil- 
lery, and  was  discharged  July  18,  1821,  for  disability.  He  enlisted  again  July  20, 
1823,  and  was  assigned  to  Company  F,  Third  Infantry,  as  sergeant;  made  first  ser- 

feant  May,  1824,  sergeant-migor  Januaiy  1^,  1827,  and  discharged  as  such  July  20, 
828,  by  expiration  of  service.  He  re-enlisted  July  28,  1828;  was  made  sergeant- 
major  of  regiment  June  14,  1829 ;  transferred  to  Company  0,  Sixth  Infantry,  as  ser- 
geant, April  15, 1831;  appointed  ordnance  sergeant  April  25, 1833;  discharged  as  such 
and  re-enlisted  June  10,  1833;  discharged  June  10,  18S6,  by  expiration  of  service. 
Appointed  second  lieutenant,  Sixth  Infantry,  July  31,  1838;  promoted  first  lieutenant 
December  3,  1840 ;  promoted  captain  January  27,  1853 ;  promoted  mfgor,  Third  Infan- 
try, June  27,  1862.  He  was  brevetted  captain  August  20, 1847,  for  gallant  and  meri- 
torious conduct  at  the  battles  of  Cherubusco  and  Contreras,  Mexico,  in  which  he  was 
severely  wounded ;  brevetted  lieutenant-colonel  July  1,  1862,  for  gallant  and  merito- 
rious conduct  at  the  battle  of  Malvern  Hill,  Va.,  and  brevetted  colonel  March  13, 
1865,  for  gallant  and  meritorious  services  during  the  war.  He  served  in  the  quarter- 
master's department  at  Baltimore  up  to  May  7,  1869,  with  which  his  active  service 
closed. 

Accompanying  the  petition  is  a  letter  from  Maj.  Gen.  W.  S.  Hancock,  who  served 
in  the  same  company  with  him,  and  relieved  him  from  command  when  he  was  wounded 
in  the  Mexican  war.  General  Hancock  says  that  Hendrickson  also  served  under  Gen- 
eral Jackson  at  Pensacola,  and  that  his  entire  service  covers  60  years.  Also,  that  his 
horse  was  shot  from  under  him  at  Gaines's  Milld^  Va.,  and  that  he  was  subsequently 
retired  by  an  examining  board  "on  account  of  incapability,  the  result  of  long  and 
faithful  service,  and  of  wounds  and  injuries  received  in  the  line  of  duty.''  General 
Hancock  further  says  that  he  understands  the  petitioner  to  be  in  straitened  circum- 
stances, and  that  her  case  is  one  of  the  most  meritorious  known  to  him. 

In  view  of  all  the  circumstances  above  set  forth,  your  committee  present  a  favor- 
able report  on  the  bill. 

o 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       )  ( No.  795. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  JACJKSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  ao<;ompany  bill  H.  R.  4966.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  B.  4966) 
granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  McManuSj  having  examined  the  same^ 
make  the  following  report: 

That  Thomas  McManus  enlisted  February  24, 1864,  as  a  private  in 
Company  A,  Third  Pennsylvania  Artillery,  One  hundred  and  fifty-sec- 
ond Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  and  was  discharged  July  11, 1865.  On 
the  31  St  January,  1879,  he  filed  his  application  for  pension,  alleging  as 
the  basis  of  his  claim  that  at. Fredericksburg,  Va.,  <^  on  March  8, 1865,  he 
was  captured  by  the  rebels,  and  was  knocked  down  by  a  musket  in 
their  hands,  and  otherwise  abused,  and  left  lying  for  dead  on  the  streets 
of  Fredericksburg,  and  from  the  results  of  these  injuries  he  has  never 
been  able  to  do  any  heavy  work,  and  also  has  his  arms  partially  para- 
lyzed from  the  effects  of  the  blows  he  received  at  that  time,  and  also 
injured  internally,  and  that  he  was  never  treated  in  any  hospital."  In 
a  subsequent  affidavit,  filed  23d  February,  1880,  he  states  that,  after 
being  knocked  down  by  rebel  soldiers  and  left  for  dead,  he  was  cared 
for  by  negroes,  and  by  their  aid  made  his  escape,  and  returned  to  his 
command,  and  that  he  has  had  no  medical  treatment  except  that  of  Dr. 
Siep.  In  another  affidavit,  made  June  19, 1880,  the  claimant  states 
^<  I  had  no  medical  attendance,  after  my  return  home,  except  taking 
medicines  myself."  In  a  subsequent  affidavit,  made  October  16, 1880, 
claimant  states : 

There  were  other  soldiers  and  sailors  assisting  me  in  getting  the  tobacco  on  the 
boat,  and  when  we  were  done  our  dnty  permission  was  given  us  to  go  into  the  town 
to  see  it,  and  we  scattered  and  went  in  different  directions.  I  was  on  a  cross  street 
from  the  one  going  from  the  river  toward  the  hill,  in  the  back  of  the  town,  when  I 
was  struck.  I  do  not  know  who  it  was  that  was  with  me  when  I  was  hit.  I  was 
behind  the  rest  something  like  ten  or  fifteen  feet  when  I  was  knocked  down ;  do  not 
know  what  became  of  my  comrades.  When  I  was  hit  I  became  insensible,  and  lay 
as  dead.  Don't  know  how  long  I  lay  there.  When  I  came  to  I  was  in  a  house 
belonging  to  negroes,  and  remained  there  until  the  17th  March,  1865,  when  I  escaped 
by  getting  a  skiff  and  crossing  the  river.  •  •  •  Rebels  called  on  me  every  day  to 
take  me,  but  did  not  take  me,  so  when  they  told  me  I  was  to  go  next  day,  I  made 
my  escape.  •  *  •  i  cannot  famish  medical  evidence  of  my  conaition  on  my  return, 
because  I  was  never  treated  by  a  physician. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  in  March,  186 1,  the  claimant  was 
on  detached  service  with  what  was  known  as  Graham's  Naval  Brigade, 
which,  in  connection  with  other  troops,  early  in  March,  1865,  made  a 
raid  on  Fredericksburg,  then  garrisoned  by  a  small  force  of  Confed- 
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erates.  The  troops  landed  a  nd  occapied  the  place  without  any  resistance 
being  offered.  They  captured  a  considerable  quantity  of  tobacco,  found 
there  in  warehouses,  and  carr  ied  the  same  aboard  the  gunboats.  After 
disposing  of  the  tobacco  and  completing  the  purpose  of  the  raid,  many 
of  the  soldiers  left  their  command,  whether  with  or  without  the  permis- 
sion of  their  officers,  and  scattered  over  the  town  sightseeing,  pillaging 
on  private  account,  and  drinking.  Barnard  Bush,  a  comrade  of  claim- 
ant, who  participated  in  t  he  raid,  states  that  no  permission  to  go  up 
into  the  torwn  was  given ;  n  one  was  asked. 

The  soldiers  went  through  the  shops  and  stores  helping  themselves  to  what  they 
fancied.  Affiant  well  remembers  going  into  a  store  and  taking  a  cigar-box  fall  of 
change,  copper  and  silver  coin ;  bnt  as  ne  was  going  towards  the  boat  with  the  box, 
somebody  suddenly  pounced  upon  him,  knocked  him  down,  and  carried  off  the  box. 
Saw  other  men  taking  goods  from  the  stores. 

Jacob  H.  Covert,  a  comrade  of  claimant,  states  that  when  he  first  saw 
McManus  after  his  return  to  his  company,  about  seven  weeks  after  the 
raid,  the  claimant  oft«n  related  how  he  happened  to  be  left  at  Fred- 
ericksburg.   He  said : 

That  after  having  helped  to  load  some  tobacco^  he  went  up  into  the  town  and  into 
a  store.  In  the  store  he  helped  himself  to  some  of  the  goods.  Affiant  well  remembers 
his  telling  that  he  had  taken  a  suit  of  clothes  and  a  pair  of  shoes,  and  perhaps  other 
articles,  and  was  about  to  leave  the  store  with  his  booty,  when  three  rebel  soldiers 
came  in  aud  caught  him  at  it.  They  said  something  to  him,  when  he  **  sasaed ''  them, 
and  the  three  rebels  then  pitched  into  him,  knocked  him  down,  kicked  hira,  and 
almost  beat  the  life  out  of  him.  This  kicking,  so  he  claimed,  paralyzed  or  destroyed 
the  muscles  of  the  arm  and  breast.  It  is  certain  that  when  he  returned  to  the  com- 
pany he  was  a  used-up  man. 

The  claimant,  in  an  affidavit  made  in  May,  1881,  endeavors  to  explain 
this  statement  of  Covert  by  saying  tliat  the  latter  was  mistaken,  &c. 
But  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  are  strongly  corroborative  of  the 
correctness  of  Covert's  relation.  William  H.  Kurnes,  a  member  of 
claimant's  company,  and  one  of  the  raiding  force,  states  that  after  the 
tobacco  was  carried  aboard  the  gunboats,  "  the  soldiers  dispersed  for 
pillage.  The  boys  helped  themselves  to  whatever  they  found  to  their 
liking." 

Hugh  McElroy,  a  member  of  the  same  regiment,  and  well  acquainted 
with  claimant,  states  that — 

The  report  current  at  the  time,  as  affiant  remembers  it,  was  that  Tom  (McManas) 
had  been  skylarking  about  the  town  T Fredericksburg)  with  the  boys,  and,  having 
become  pretty  drunk,  got  involved  in  a  nght,  and  was  terribly  pounded  and  left  dis- 
abled in  the  road.    The  men  who  beat  him  were  rebels. 

But  it  is  not  necessary  to  determine  the  point  whether  clainmnt 
was  "pillaging"  or  "skylarking"  when  he  received  the  alleged 
injuries  for  which  he  claims  pension.  Upon  his  own  statement  it  is 
clear  that  he  was  not  in  the  line  of  duty  when  he  received  the  injury. 
It  is  not  shown,  except  by  his  own  statement,  that  he  had  permission 
to  separate  from  his  command  and  stroll  about  over  the  town.  If  he 
had,  and  if  not  engaged  in  any  improper  conduct,  he  was  strolliug 
about  in  pursuit  of  his  private  pleasure  and  to  gratify  his  curiosity,  and 
while  thus  engaged  is  injured.  This  was  certainly  not  in  the  line  of 
duty. 

Again,  there  is  no  evidence  as  to  the  circumstances  under  which  he 
received  his  injury,  except  his  own  statement.  There  is  no  record  of 
any  treatmait  while  iJi  the  service,  and  the  first  medical  advice  and 
attention  received  after  dischar<:^e  appears  to  have  been  in  February, 
1880,  when  Dr.  Siep  was  called  in  to  see  him.  It  is  shown  that  he  is 
laboring  under  some  disability  which  partially  interferes  with  steady  or 
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heavy  work,  some  of  the  witnesses  saying  that  he  could  only  work  about 
half  time.  The  claim  was  thoroughly  investigated  by  the  Pension 
Bureau  (a  special  agent  having  been  sent  to  the  claimant's  locality  to 
look  into  and  make  a  full  and  fair  examination,  which  was  done),  and 
was  rejected.  It  is  before  Congress  upon  the  same  evidence,  and  after 
carefully  considering  the  case,  your  committee  see  no  reason  for  reversing 
the  decision  of  the  Commissioner.  The  rejection  was  clearly  correct, 
and  your  committee  recommend  that  the  biU  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


-17th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

1st  Session.       J  )  No.  796. 


JN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  t^,  1882.~Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  follow- 
ing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  5*2C.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  w€m  re/erred  the  hill  (H,  R,  526) 
grantin{f  apennion  to  Joshua  8.  Dye^  hacing  examined  the  same^  make  the 
foUoicing  report :  • 

That  said  Joshua  S.  Dye  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  I,  Four- 
teenth  United  States  Infantry,  13th  July,  1869,  and  was  discharged 
from  the  service  upon  surgeon's  certificate  of  disability  on  the  25th  Sep- 
tember, 1869.  On  the  30th  June,  1870,  he  filed  his  application  for 
]>ension,  alleging  as  the  basis  of  his  claim  that  while  in  the  service, 
with  his  company  at  Lebanon,  Ky.,  he  from — 

Exposure  contracted  the  disease  of  the  heart,  and  from  the  ctlect  of  said  disease  be 
l>erame  discableil  for  duty  and  disabled  for  performing  military  service,  and  conse- 
quently had  to  be  discharged  from  said  service,  having  contracted  said  di^teane  while 
in  sai<l  military  service),  and  which  disability  now  exists,  and  which  he  is  satisfied  iH 
permanent,  and  that  it  is  of  such  a  character  as  to  prevent  him  from  performing  labor 
iu  hid  traile. 

After  an  investigation,  not  very  thorough,  the  application  was  al- 
lowed and  claimant  was  gi*anted  a  pension  of  $8  i>er  month  from  2(>tii 
September,  1869,  which  was  increased  to  $15  i)er  month  from  April  1^ 
1871,  and  to  $18  per  month  from  June  4,  1872. 

On  the  30th  September,  1876,  Special  Agent  John  H.  Wager  notified 
the  Pension  Bureau  that  said  Dye  was  in  no"  worse  condition  than  be- 
fore his  enlistment ;  that  the  mustering  officer  had  refused  ^o  muster 
him  ;  that  he  never  was  healthy,  and  was  very  dissi])ated,  &c. 

Upon  receipt  of  this  information  tlie  pension  was  sns]>ended  and  a 
special  agent  (Arthur  Shepherd)  was  appointed,  under  full  written  iii- 
Ktructions,  to  make  a  careful  examination  and  thorough  investigation  of 
the  case,  which  wns  done  in  and  near  claimant's  ]ilacA^  of  residence. 
This  investigation  was  not  only  thorough,  but  was  fairly  and  openly 
made,  the  claimant  being  in  no  way  excluded  from  participating  in  the 
same.  A  great  numl)er  of  witnesses,  including  meinliers  of  claimant's 
family,  neighbors  who  had  known  him  sin(5e  a  eliild,  and  those  for 
^hom  he  had  worked  before  enlistment,  were  examined,  :nid  the  fajt 
was  CHtablished  beyond  a  doubt  that  claimaiir  was  attectetl  with  heart 
disease  and  was  addicted  to  strong  drink  Uefore  liis  enlistment.  It 
was  shown  that  his  mother  and  brother  were  b(»tli  iilHirted  with  hejirt 
ilise  st\  fTliey  admit  this  themselves,  and  admit  t\i.  nier  that  rljiinmnt 
was  deli«M!e  fioin  i\  ehihl.) 
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Thomas  B.  Short,  a  neighbor,  who  has  known  claimant  since  his 
birth,  states  that  said  Joshaa  S.  Dye  worked  in  the  same  saddlery  shop 
with  him  up  to  the  time  of  leaving  to  go  into  the  Army;  that — 

During  the  time  affiant  worked  with  the  pensioner  he  would  occasionally  complain 
of  his  heart  and  breast  to  such  an  extent  that  be  would  hiave  to  stop  wnrk  for  a  time. 
Ho  was  accustomed  to  drink  considerably  before  he  enlisted.  His  trouble  with  his 
heart  and  breast,  while  at  work,  consisted  in  shortness  of  breath,  an  apparent  smoth- 
ering sensation,  and  dull  pains.    Affiant  did  not  consider  him  a  sound  ma  . 

W.  R.  Carson,  a  justice  of  the  peace,  an  old  resident  of  the  neighbor- 
hood, engaged  in  the  saddlery  business,  states  that  he  has  known  said 
Dye  since  his  boyhood ;  that — 

When  the  pensioner  was  about  fifteen  years  of  age  he  was  apprenticed  to  this  affi- 
ant by  his  father  to  learn  the  naddlery  business.  He  used  to  be  constitutioDally  op- 
1)osed'to  work,  and  complained  4hat  he  could  not  work  at  the  saddlery  trade,  as  it 
lurt  his  breast  and  caused  him  pain  about  the  heart,  •  *  *  The  pensioner  is  in 
affiant's  opinion  no  worse  in  health  now  than  he  was  before  he  enlisted,  except  that 
he  has  aggravated  his  disease  by  the  excessive  use  of  intoxicating  liquor. 

H,  P.  Young,  a  neighbor,  who  has  known  claimant  for  many  years 
before  enlistment,  says : 

He  was  always  a  slight;  weakly  youth,  predisposed  to  disease  of  the  heart  and  lu>tg«, 

Silas  Baugh  states  that  he — 

Ha^  known  him  (Dye)  ever  since  he  was  a  child,  and  knows  that  he  waa  always  a 
weak,  worthless  lad,  who  would  not  work,  and  seeme«l  always  complaining.  Kuew 
his  mother;  she  has  been  afflicted  with  disease  of  the  heart  for  many  yean*. 

John  C.  Cagle  states  that  he  has  known  claimant  since  a  child: 

He  was  always  a  slight,  weakly  boy,  and,  as  he  grew  to  young  manhood*  he 
appeared  to  become  debilitated.  During  the  whole  of  pensioner's  life,  fri>m  the  tioie 
he  was  fifteen  years  old  to  the  present  (October  15,  lrJ77),  the  pensioner  has  been 
addicted  to  the  excessive  use  of  strong  drink. 

Lavinia  Walls  states  that  she  has  known  claimant  intimately  since  a 
child;  that — 

Fnmi  the  time  of  his  birth  to  the  present  time  (October,  1877),  tbe  prnHioner  has 
been  a  weak  and  sickly  person,  and,  as  he  grew  to  young  m  mhood,  his  heart  seemed 
alfected.  He  never  did  any  work  of  consequence;  in  fact,  never  appeared  to  be  alile 
to  do  it. 

Samuel  Burton  states  that  he  has  known  claimant  all  his  life;  that  he- 
Was  always  a  delicate  youth,  predis|M)sed  to  an  atfection  of  the  heart  when  excite<i; 
that  the  whole  family  (males)  are  inclined  to  the  excessive  use  of  intoxicnting  liquor. 

Mrs.  Judy  Burton,  a  neighbor  and  intimate  friend  of  the  Dye  family, 
states  that  she  has  known  the  claimant  since  his  infancy;  that  he  was 
always  delicate,  and — 

As  he  grew  to  miinhood  h*^  seeme^l  to  become  weakly,  and  occsNionally  Inul  sick 
spells  with  his  bean.  *  •  *  Mrs.  Dye,  the  mother  of  pensioner,  has,  for  all  the 
time  nttiant  has  known  her,  been  afflicted  with  heart  disease.  Pensioner's  bi other, 
Fletcber,  is  also  subject  (since  youth)  to  spells  of  heart  disease. 

These  are  all  reputable  witnesses — residents  of  the  neighborhood— 
who  testify  affirmatively  to  the  fact  that  claimant  was  ailiict^^d  with 
heart  disease  before  his  enlistment.  This  evidence  is  not  contradicted 
or  overcome. 

Dr.  H.  L.  Baiber,  a  physician  of  the  neij^hborhood,  says  he  knew  the 
pensioner  before  his  enlistment  and  up  to  the  present  time;  that— 

Before  his  enlisttnent,  affiant  remembers  the  ptMisionnr  as  a  yoiuig  man  of  siiglit' 
frame,  butToeH  not  r  im  mber  tbat  h«^  ever  beard  of  or  of  his  indicating  any  affectiim 
of  the  heart.     Tlie  ]  euhioner  is  tbnmughly  addicted  to  tbe  use  of  intoxicating  liquorn. 
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This  does  not  amount  to  any  contradiction  of  the  strong  and  positive 
testimony  above  set  forth.  Dr.  Barber  simply  never  heard  of  claim- 
ant's having  heart  affection.  He  was  not  the  family  x)hysician,  and  his 
lack  of  knowledge  or  information  cannot  outweigh  the  direct  state- 
ments of  reliable  witnesses.  That  claimant  was  afflicted  with  heart 
disease  at  the  time  of  his  enlistment  is  not  only  established  by  the 
.above  strong  array  of  affirmative  proof,  but  is  confirmed  by  the  state- 
ment of  George  W.  Davis,  the  captain  of  claimant's  company,  who  says 
that,  during  the  two  months  the  claimant  was  with  the  command,  he 
was  unfit  for  duty  forty  days.  It  is  not  shown  that  he  did  a  single 
<lay's  duty.  It  is  not  shown  that  he  was  exposecLan  hour  while  with 
his  company.    Captaiu  Davis  says: 

His  nervous  constitution  seems  to  be  very  weak,  and  he  has  never  rciulered  any 
service  of  value  to  the  government.  His  disabiUty  is,  in  my  opinion,  mh'\y  due  Uy 
constitutional  defects.  He  seems  to  be  suifering  from  Inng  disease,  whirh  i-uuld  not 
probably  have  been  discovered  at  the  time  of  enlistment. 

It  does  not  appear  that  claimant  was  ever  actually  mustered,  or  that 
lie  passed  any  proper  medical  examination;  but,  whether  he  did  or  not, 
it  is  clearly  shown  that  he  was  diseased  before  entering  the  service ; 
that  he  rendered  no  service  calculated  to  produce  the  disease  of  which 
he  complains;  and  that  his  condition  is  no  worse  now  than  before  his 
enlistment. 

The  action  of  the  Commissioner  upon  the  claim  was  correct,  and  a 
careful  examination  of  the  case  fails  to  disclose  any  good  grounds  for 
reversing  his  action. 

In  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  claimant  is  not  entitled  to  any 
relief  at  the  hands  of  Congress,  and  they,  accordingly,  recommend  that 
the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed  by  the  Senate. 


4Vth  Cokgbess,  >  SENATE.  (  Repobt 

l8t  Session.       )  \  No.  797.. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

KEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1B06.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8. 1808)  grant- 
ing  a  pension  to  Harriet  IJ.  Edwards,  luive  examined  the  same^  and  re- 
port: 

That  the  widow's  application  for  pension  in  this  case  was  rejected  upon 
the  ground  that  the  cause  of  death  did  not  originate  in  the  service  m 
line  of  duty.  The  decedent  was  eighty  years  old  when  he  died.  Tour 
cpmmittee  discover  no  error  in  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner  in  this, 
case,  and  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congress,  )  SE^^ATE.  (  Report  797, 

Ist  Session.       )  (       Part  2. 


13^  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1808.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1808) 
granting  a  pension  to  Harriet  E.  Edwards,  having  carefully  examined 
the  same,  submit  the  following  reasons  why  they  think  the  bill  referred 
to  the  committee  should  pass: 

That  David  S.  Edwards,  husband  of  the  claimant,  entered  the  naval 
service  as  acting  surgeon's  mate  July  30, 1818,*  was  in  active  service 
until  April  21,  1861.  He  died  18th  of  March,  1874,  holding  the  rank 
of  medical  director  at  the  date  of  his  death.  His  age  at  the  time  of 
his  death  was  eighty  years.    Dr.  Robert  Hubbard  certifies  that — 

The  immediate  cauae  of  his  death  was  apoplexy,  predisposed  by  the  degeneration 
of  the  cerebral  arteries.  I  farther  declare  my  belief  that  frequent  and  severe  attacks 
of  climatic  disease  while  in  the  service  and  in  the  line  of  dnty  were  efficient  canses 
in  determining  and  hastening  his  death. 

The  widow's  application  for  a  pension  was  rejected  at  the  Pension 
Office  upon  the  ground  that  the  cause  of  death  did  not  originate  in 
the  service  in  line  of  duty.    Dr.  Hood,  medical  referee,  says: 

The  decedent  in  this  case  was  eighty  years  old  at  date  of  death,  and  I  look  npon  it 
as  impossible  to  bring  the  claim  within  the  law.  As  age  advances  tissues  degenerate, 
and  cei-tain  forms  of  apoplexy,  or  a  certain  form,  are  (or  is)  apt  to  be  incurred  in  old 
age.  As  the  decedent  spent  more  than  half  a  century  in  service  and  in  line  of  duty, 
and  as  each  recurring  year  added  to  the  degeneration  or  change  of  age,  so  it  is  true 
that  the  changes  which  finally  ended  in  infraction  of  a  vessel  of  the  brain  must  have 
been  incurred  in  service  and  in  line  of  duty.  It  is  none  the  less  true  that  he  died  of 
changes  induced  by  age,  and  not  in  consequence  of  any  exposure,  or  hardship,  or  other 
cause,  incurred  because  of  the  service.  I  cannot,  of  course,  undertake  to  say  that  he 
would  not  have  lived  to  have  been  ninety  or  even  one  hundred  years  old  in  civil 
life;  I  can  only  sav  that  the  presumption  mnst  be  that  he  died  of  old  ase.  I  look 
upon  this  as  a  good  special-act  case^  but  not  admissible  under  the  general  law. 

The  widow  is  shown  to  be  in  straitened  circumstances ;  and  in  view 
of  all  the  facts  and  circumstances,  and  without  intending  this  to  be  a 
precedent  in  cases  where  the  officer's  death  occurs  while  on  the  retired 
lij^t,  from  causes  not  actually  traceable  to  the  service,  the  committee 
recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47Tn  Congress,  i  SENATE.  i  Report 

l8t  Session.      ]  \  No.  798. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1«82.— Ordei'ed  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Van  Wyok,  from  the  Committee  ou    Penaioun,  submitted   tb© 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1742.] 

The  Committee  on  PoishnSj  to  wliom  was  referred  the  bill  (a9.  1742)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  MoliammM  Kahn^  otherwise  John  AmuiahoCy 
have  examined  the  same^  atid  report: 

That  there  is  among;  the  papers  no  proof  as  to  the  present  disability 
of  the  pensioner,  nothing  showing  that  he  is  entitled  to  an  increase  of 
pension,  and  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congbbss,  >  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

l8t  Sesswn.      )  '  )  No.  799, 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Chilcott,  trom    the    Committee  ou    Pensions,  submitted   the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bin  H.R.  3316.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {R.  R.  3316) 
granting  a  pension  to  David  Darling,  having  carefully  considered  the 
samCj  report  a^  follows  : 

That  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  at  the  present  session,  have  passed 
a  bill  granting  a  i)ension  to  the  said  Darling. 

It  appears  &om  the  evidence  on  file  that  the  claimant  alleges  a  gun- 
shot wound  in  left  side,  received  in  the  battle  at  Dallas,  Ga.,  and  further 
alleges  that  that  wound  was  through  the  left  lung;  and  that  at  about  the 
same  time,  to  wit,  August  14,  1864,  he  contracted  rheumatism,  which 
first  showed  itself  in  left  ankle,  but  has  now  spread  all  over  his  body. 

The  affidavit  of  claimant,  filed  June  28,  1875,  says  he  enlisted  at 
Monticello,  N.  Y.,  August  14, 1862,  in  One  hundred  and  forty -third  Reg- 
iment New  York  Volunteers,  as  a  private;  that  he  was  wounded  in  left 
breast  by  the  enemy  in  line  of  duty  in  battle  of  Dallas,  Ga. ;  that  he 
was  discharged  on  account  of  said  wound  as  being  unable  to  do  military 
duty;  that  after  he  came  home  he  was  very  much  disabled  on  account 
of  said  wound;  that  his  medical  advisers  were  Dr.  litchen,  since  de- 
ceased; his  next  physician  was  Dr.  Irwin,  since  deceased.  Afterwards, 
that  the  said  Darling  employed  Dr.  Fishburn ;  that  the  disability  from 
the  wound  has  been  continuous;  and  furthermore  that  the  said  Darling 
has  frequently  raised  blood,  and  that  he  was  in  the  Tot  ten  Hospital, 
Kentucky,  for  over  a  year.  Since  his  discharge  for  disability  the  said 
Darling  has  never  served  in  the  Army  or  Navy. 

The  A(\)utantGenerars  record  shows  that  the  roll  for  May  and  June, 
1864,  says:  << Absent,  sick,  Totten  Hospital,  Louis\ille,  Ky.;  cause, 
wound  received  in  battle  near  Dallas."  Roll  for  July  and  August,  1864, 
shows  that  he  was  still  absent  on  account  of  said  wound.  And  the 
muster-out  roll,  dated  July  20,  1865,  shows  that  said  Darling  was  still 
confined  in  Louisville,  Ky.  The  roll  for  the  months  just  preceding  the 
wounding  of  said  Darling  report  him  "present  for  duty." 

The  Surgeon-General  reports  the  case  as  follows : 

Treatment  in  Totten  Hospital  from  June  6.  1864,  for  wound  over  ninth  rib,  near 
costal  articulation,  fracturing  rib,  received  Dallas,  May  25,  1864,  and  was  returned  to 
duty  October  9, 1864. 

There  appears  to  be  a  slight  discrepancy  in  the  above  Surgeon-Gen- 
eral's record  as  to  the  duration  of  the  time  spent  in  hospital;  the  record 
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of  the  AdjutHiit-General  and  the  claimant's  own  affidavit  alleging  a 
longer  period,  and  inasmuch  as  his  discharge  was  for  the  disability,  the 
presumption  is  in  favor  of  the  record  of  the  Adjutant-General  being  cor- 
rect. 

In  the  certificate  of  disability  for  discharge,  the  post  surgeon,  Dr. 
Otis  Hoyt,  says  he — 

Fonud  him  disabled  becanse  of  tubercles  of  the  lungs,  folio  wiug  a  gunshot  fracture  of 
eighth  rib,  and  attended  with  frequent  attacks  of  hemorrhage.  Wound  received  in  bat- 
tle at  Dallas.  Ga.,  May  25, 1864,  while  in  line  of  duty  and  service  of  the  United  States, 
He  is  one-half  disabled,  and  his  physical  condition  is  not  suitable  for  the  Veteran  Re- 
ser^'^e  Corps. 

The  Pension  Office  rejected  the  case  for  want  of  medical  evidence  cov- 
ering the  period  in  which  the  claimant  alleges  he  was  treated  by  the 
two  doctors  who  died  before  their  evidence  could  be  secured.  There 
is  a  great  abundance  of  evidence  on  file  as  to  the  soundness  of  the  said 
Darling  at  the  time  of  enlistment. 

M.  D.  Myers,  a  member  of  the  same  company  and  regiment,  was  in  the 
battle  of  Dallas,  Ga.,  at  the  same  time  claimant  was  wounded;  stood 
right  behind  him,  and  caught  him  when  falling. 

Dr.  J.  H.  Fishbum,  in  an  affidavit  filed  Jane  2d^  1875,  says  he  has 
known  claimant  for  two  years;  has  been  his  family  physician  three 
years ;  did  not  know  him  personally  the  first  year,  as  he  was  absent  from 
home. 

I  have  examined  his  wound,  and  find  that  it  has  injured  the  cardiac  portion  of  his 
stomach,  affecting  that  organ  physically,  causing  indigestion  and  general  gastric 
weakness  and  irritability ;  coughing  causes  severe  and  painful  retching  ;  rich  or  lieavy 
food  is  digested  with  great  difficulty,  it  often  being  thrown  off.  These  symptoms  go 
together  to  cause  general  weakness,  manifested  to  a  considerable  extent  in  the  thorax 
viscera,  viz,  bad  circulation  and  imperfect  respiration.  The  hemorrhage  he  has  had. 
and  described  to  me,  I  consider  gastric,  and  entirely  the  result  of  said  wound ;  do  not 
consider  him  able  to  work  at  hard  labor ;  as  he  advances  in  years  he  will  be  more  af- 
fected from  year  to  year.  The  disability  now  existing  in  his  case  I  consider  to  have 
been  continuous,  and  increasing  from  the  time  of  receiving  the  wound,  which  I  con- 
sider to  have  been  the  whole  cause  of  his  difficulty. 

In  another  affidavit  Dr.  Fishbum  testifies  to  the  wound  being  through 
left  lung,  permanently  disabling  him.  In  many  other  affidavits  consid- 
erable testimony  is  produced  showing  rheumatism,  but  the  evidence  is 
not  conclusive  as  to  its  being  contracted  in  the  service ;  however,  inas- 
much as  the  evidence  goes  back  to  the  year  1867,  there  is  a  reasonable 
presumption  that  it  might  have  resulted  from  service.  However  this 
may  be,  your  committee  are  inclined  to  believe  that  the  present  condi- 
tion of  claimant's  lungs,  and  his  general  physical  disability,  are  directly 
attributable  to  the  wound  through  his  lungs,  and  that  his  inability  to 
clearly  establish  a  connected  chain  of  evidence  is  due,  mainly,  to  the 
death  of  the  two  physicians,  as  appears  in  the  evidence,  who  treated  the 
said  Darling  in  the  period  intervening  between  his  discharge  and  the 
time  the  m^ical  evidence  commences. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  case  is  as  well  proven  as 
the  circumstances  will  admit,  and  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3316)  be  passed. 

O 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ut  Session.       (  (No.  800. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Van  Wyck,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 

^         lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  369.] 

Tihe  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  B.  369) 
granting  a  pension  to  Jacob  B,  McFarren^  have  carefully  examined  the 
samCy  and  report : 

That  said  McFarren  was  discharged  for  physical  disability,  after  six 
months'  service.  He  was  evidently  sick  in  the  Army,  and  came  out  of 
the  service  in  bad  condition.  He  had  for  years  no  medical  attendance 
on  account  of  his  x>overty,  and  made  no  application  for  pension  until 
1875.  Proof  of  medical  attention  commences  about  1874,  but  shows 
the  same  difficulty  as  existed  at  time  of  discharge.  The  committee  rec- 
ommend that  the  bill  do  pass. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eefoet 

l8t  Session.      f  \  No.  801. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882. —Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  6401.] 

The  Oammittee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  B.  6401)» 
granting  a  pension  to  Amelin  Ann  Wilson  and  her  minor  children^ 
having  considered  the  same,  report : 

The  applicant  is  the  widow  of  Marcellus  Wilson,  who  was  a  soldier 
in  the  Mexican  war,  having  married  him  in  1862.  She  has  two  children 
now,  one  sixteen,  and  one,  Alice  A.  Wilson,  who  will  become  sixteen  on 
the  31st  day  of  October,  1883.  Wilson  was  discharged  for  disability, 
and  obtained  a  pension  December  11, 1847,  for  an  injury  to  his  spine, 
which  he  received  in  service.  He  drew  his  pension  until  March  4, 1865 ; 
failing  thereafter  to  apply  for  more  than  three  years,  he  was  dropped 
from  the  rolls  July  27, 1868.  He  applied  for  restoration  July  2, 1870, 
was  examined  by  a  surgeon  of  the  Pension  Office,  who  reported  no  dis- 
ability traceable  to  the  original  injury,  and  his  application  was  there- 
fore rejected. 

He  applied  again  May  15, 1874,  when  he  was  examined  by  the  full 
board  of  surgeons  in  the  Pension  Office,  who  report  him  to  be  a  chronic 
dyspeptic,  but  not  to  be  suflFering  from  his  original  injury.  Upon  this 
report  his  application  was  again  rejected.  It  was  renewed  August  5, 
1878,  accompanied  by  an  affidavit  made  by  Dr.  I.  J.  Crouse,  setting 
forth  in  the  most  positive  terms  that  Wilson  was  then  entirely  disabled 
by  paralysis  and  was  a  total  wreck;  that  he  had  attended  him  since 
1865 ;  that  he  had  had  several  attacks  of  partial  paralysis,  covering  the 
period  from  1865,  and  that  he  believed  such  attacks  and  his  then  con- 
dition were  the  result  of  the  original  injury  to  his  spine.  The  case  was 
again  refused  at  the  Pension  Office,  appealed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  and  the  rejection  sustained. 

Application  was  then  made  to  Congress,  and  a  special  act  granting 
Wilson  a  pension  was  passed  June  20, 1878.  He  died  March  23, 1879^ 
of  paralysis.  His  w^idow  applied  for  a  pension  April  21, 1879.  Her  ap- 
plication was  rejected  on  the  ground  that  the  paralysis  of  which  the 
soldier  died  was  not  the  result  of  the  injury  received  in  the  service* 

Congress  seems  to  have  passed  upon  the  question,  whether  the  pa- 
ralysis from  which  the  soldier  suffered  in  1878  and  from  which  he  after- 
wards died,  was  due  to  the  injury  received  in  the  service  in  passing  the 
act  granting  him  a  pension,  and  while  the  evidence  on  which  that  was 
based  was  meager  and  in  some  respects  unsatisfactory,  your  com- 
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mittee,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  right  of  the  widow  to  a  pensioa 
rests  upon  the  same  groond  uik)ii  which  the  pension  was  granted  to 
her  husband,  are  disposed  to  accept  the  previous  action  of  Congress 
as  final  in  the  matter,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  witii  an 
amendment. 


47th  GoNOBESSy )  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

Ut  Session.       )  '  )  No.  802. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following- 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  615.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8,  615)  to  author- 
ize the  aeoounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  to  consider  and  pass  upon  cer- 
tain claims  novo  pending  before  them^  have  considered  the  same,  and  re- 
speedily  report : 

That  the  facts  in  the  case  are  correctly  set  forth  in  the  report  on  this- 
bill  made  by  Mr.  Chapman,  from  the  Committee  on  War  Claims,  House 
of  Eepresentatives,  April  20, 1882,  and  the  necessity  for  the  passage  of 
the  bill  is  therein  clearly  shown. 

Your  committee  therefore  adopt  the  conclusions  of  said  report,  and 
report  back  said  bill  (S.  615)  with  the  following  amendment: 

Strike  out  aU  after  the  word  <<  estate,"  in  line  7  of  said  bill,  and  insert,. 
^^  where  it  appears  that  there  was  an  express  contract  for  compensation,, 
or  that  the  officer  ordering  the  occupation  or  taking  intended  at  the 
time  thereof  that  compensation  should  be  made  therefor,"  and,  when  so 
amended,  recommend  that  it  do  pass. 


47Tn  Congress,  \  SENATE,  |  Beport 

l8t  Session.       )  \  No.  803, 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  1274.] 

The  Cowmittee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {8. 1274)  for 
the  relief  of  Mrs.  Sarah  B.  Franklin^  having  examined  the  samej  submit 
the  following  report: 

Yonr  committee  find  that  the  bill  in  this  case  asks  for  payment  for 
clothing  and  property  destroyed  at  Pensacola,  Fla.,  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  yellow  fever,  and  are  of  opinion  that  the  bill  does  not  properly 
come  before  your  committee  for  consideration. 

There  is  no  evidence  whatever  in  the  papers  on  file  in  this  case  relat- 
ing to  the  subject  of  the  bill  or  tending  to  show  the  destruction  of  any 
property. 

Your  committee  therefore  ask  that  they  be  discharged  from  the  further 
coni^ideration  of  the  bill,  and  that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       )         '  )  No.  804. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  tf,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Gamd£N,  from  the  Committee  on  PeDsions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1566.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  \oas  referred  the  bill  (S,  1566)  grant- 

ing  relief  to  the  heirs  of  Jacob  Cramer,  report : 

That,  after  carefully  e;^amining  the  papers  on  file,  your  committee 

adopt  the  reasons  given  in  the  brief  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 

and  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  bill  should  not  pass.    The  brief  referred 

to  is  as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Ixt1':rior,  Pension  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  31,  1882. 

Siu:  In  response  to  your  personal  inquiry,  through  your  clerk,  in  the  matter  of  a 
bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Jacob  Cramer  (S.  1^),  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that 
the  only  heirs  of  Revolutionary  soldiers  now  entitled  to  military  bounty  land  war- 
rants, under  the  general  laws,  are  widows  and  those  children  who  were  less  than 
twenty-one  years  of  age  on  March  3, 1855,  and  as  it  is  improbable  that  any  children 
of  this  class  of  soldiers  were  so  vouuc  on  that  day,  those  who  could  claim  are  nar- 
rowed down  to  a  few  widows,  if  tnere  be  any  such,  where  all  Just  claim  has  not  been 
satisfied. 

It  seems  appropriate  in  this  connection  to  refer  to  the  history  of  the  issue  of  bounty 
land  warrants  for  service  in  the  Revolutionary  war.  At  an  early  period  of  the  war, 
and  very  soon  after  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  Congress  oliered  a  land  bounty, 
varying  from  100  to  1,100  acres,  according  to  the  rank  held,  to  all  officers  and  soldiers 
who  should  continue  in  service  to  the  end  of  the  war,  and  to  the  heirs  of  such  as 
should  be  slain.  Immediat'Cly  after  the  close  of  the  war  land  warrants  were  prepared 
for  all  who  were  entitled  them,  in  pursuance  of  the  laws  authorizing  the  issue  of  the 
same,  by  the  Secret>ary  of  War,  and  awaited  only  a  claim  by  the  proper  party.  And 
it  appears  from  the  statements  of  those  most  likely  to  know  the  facts  that  nearly  aU 
those  having  any  rij^ht  under  those  laws  obtained  satisfaction  of  those  ri£[ht8  before 
the  beginning  of  this  century.  In  the  year  1800  the  War  Department,  with  all  the 
records  pertaining  to  the  issue  of  the  aforementioned  laud  warrants,  was  destroyed  by 
lire.  It  is  impossible,  therefore,  to  determine  now  whether  a  land  warrant  was  or 
was  not  issued  in  any  particular  case  unless  the  warrant  had  been  actually  located 
prior  to  1800.    Such  warrants  are  known  to  be  still  in  existence  unlocated. 

On  April  15, 1806,  and  subsequently  from  time  to  time  to  June  26,  1858,  the  issue  of 
bounty  land  warrants  for  Revolutionary  service  was  continued  by  acts  of  Congress. 
But  it  is  understood  to  have  been  the  experience  of  those  charged  with  the  execution 
of  those  acts  that  a  claim  was  rarely  made  in  which  the  soldier  or  his  heirs  had  not, 
in  aU  probability,  received  a  warrant,  and  perhaps  more  than  one. 

It  will  be  observed  that  Jacob  Cramer  would  not  have  been  entitled  to  a  land  war- 
rant nnder  these  old  laws,  because  he  did  not  serve  until  the  end  of  the  war.  No  claims 
can  now  be  allowed  under  those  laws,  because  they  have  expired  by  limitation.  But 
under  the  act  of  1855  this  gratuity  (limited  to  160  acres)  was  fln*anted  to  all  soldiers 
of  that  war  who  had  served  fourteen  days,  and,  if  dead,  to  their  widows  or  minor 
children.  This  is  the  only  provision  of  the  bounty  land  laws  which  could  have  bene- 
fited Cramer  or  his  heirs  for  his  services  during  the  war  of  the  Revolution.  But  it 
is  supposed  that  no  one  of  his  heirs  of  the  classes  mentioned  in  the  law  is  now  living 
to  take  the  benefit  of  the  act.  If  the  benefits  of  the  general  laws  are  to  be  extended 
to  other  heirs  of  Cramer  than  those  embraced  by  those  laws,  it  would  seem  but  Just 


2  HEIRS   OF   JACOB   CRAMER. 

that  tliey  sbould  have  no  more  than  he  or  his  heirs  would  have  been  entitled  to  nnder 
said  laws,  viz,  160  acres. 
It  is  not  believed  that  there  is  any  precedent  for  snob  an  act  as  the  one  contem- 

Elated  in  the  inclosed  bill— none  which  extended  the  benefits  of  the  bounty  land  laws 
eyond  the  widow  and  minor  children  in  the  line  of  descent.  Such  a  precedent  might 
prove  quite  troublesome^  as  there  are  very  many  of  the  remote  descendants  of  Revo- 
lutionary soldiers  now  inquiring  after  the  warrants  issued  nnder  the  aforesaid  old 
laws,  and  in  regard  to  their  rights  as  heirs  of  said  soldiers.  It  might  finally  result  in 
the  granting  over  again  of  perhaps  one  out  of  five  of  the  warrants  issued  under  the 
early  acts,  because  the  aforementioned  destruction  of  the  War  Department  records 
has  blotted  out  the  evidence  of  the  issue  of  nearly  or  quite  that  proportion  of  the  war- 
rants issued  prior  to  the  act  of  March  3,  1855. 

But  in  this  and  in  all  similar  cases  a  great  difiiculty  would  present  itself  in  the  ad- 
judication of  the  claim,  unless  this  office  were  authorized  by  the  act  itself  to  issue  and 
deliver  the  warrant  to  some  single  one  of  the  heirs  of  the  soldier,  upon  proof  of  the 
heirship  of  such  one,  leaving  the  question  of  distribution  to  be  settled  by  the  courts. 
If  all  the  heirs  were  required  to  prove  their  title  to  the  satisfaction  of  this  office,  it 
would  involve  in  many  cases,  and  not  unlikely  in  this,  the  compiling  of  a  voluminous 
genealogy ;  and  whether  the  heirs  were  required  to  prove  their  right  here  or  in  court, 
it  is  a  matter  of  doubt  whether  the  cost  to  them  would  not  considerably  exceed  the 
value  of  the  warrant. 

Even  if  a  warrant  of  the  denomination  proposed  (200  acres)  should  be  issued  bv  this 
office,  there  is  a  question  whether  it  could  be  located  and  patented, unless  special  pro- 
vision therefor  is  made  in  the  act.    But  this  is  a  question  tnat  can  better  be  answered 
by  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 
Very  respectfully, 

W.  W.  DUDLEY, 

Commifftoiirr. 
Hon.  J.  N.  Camden, 

United  States  Senate, 

Your  committee  report  adversely,  and  recommend  the  indefinite  post- 
ponement of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Eepoet 

Ist  Session,       ]  \  No.  805. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blair,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4372.  J 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  4372) 
granting  restoration  to  the  pension  rolls  of  Eobert  P.  Walker,  have  ex- 
amined the  same,  and  report  recommending  the  restoration  to  the  pen- 
sion rolls  by  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  House  report  states  the  facts  as  follows: 

Robert  P.  Walker  was  a  private  in  Company  H,  Ninety-fonrth  Ohio  Volunteer  In- 
fantry, and  was  discharged  from  the  service  of  the  United  States  on  surgeon's  certifi- 
cate of  disability  on  the  12th  day  of  November,  1862,  being  on  that  date  an  inmate  of 
a  United  States  Army  hospital  at  Lonisville.  Ky.  The  soldier  had  been,  inmiedlately 
previous  to  his  admission  to  hospital,  on  a  long  maroh,  and  had  suffered  much  from 
fatigue  and  exposure,  and  during  which,  while  in  the  line  of  duty,  he  had  contracted 
hernia  and  rheumatic  fever.  By  long  confinement  to  his  bed  by  the  latter  disease  a 
spontaneous  cure  of  the  hernia  was  favored,  and  actually  took  place.  From  the  day 
this  soldier  was  sent  to  hospital  he  has  never  been  able  to  leave  his  bed  without  assist- 
ance. 

He  was  pensioned  on  account  of  chronic  rheumatism,  but  his  name  was  dropped 
from  the  rolls  March  4,  1874,  for  the  alleged  reason  that  the  disability  on  account  of 
which  pension  had  been  allowed  (rheumatism)  existed  prior-  to  enlistment,  and  that 
the  attack  of  rheumatism  from  which  the  soldier  suffered  when  discharged  was  but  a 
recurrenae  of  the  old  disease. 

An  appeal  from  the  decision  dropping  him  from  the  rolls  was  taken  and  decided 
against  tne  soldier  b^  Mr.  Schurz,  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  This  decision,  as  well  as 
that  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  was  based  upon  a  report  by  a  special  agent  sent 
by  the  Pension  Office  to  make  an  examination  into  the  facts  at  the  soldier's  place  of 
residence. 

The  following  extracts  are  given  from  the  report  of  the  special  agent : 

*  *  This  man's  condition  is  truly  pitiable.  For  six  or  eight  years  immediately  after  his 
discharge  he  was  confined  to  his  bed  by  inflammatory  rheumatism,  and  when  the  dis- 
ease finally  relaxed  its  grasp  it  left  ample  proof  of  its  severity  in  his  distorted  and 
stiffened  limbs,  which  destroy  his  usefulness,  and  place  him  as  a  burden  upon  the 
kindness  of  his  frietids.    •    «    • 

''Rheumatism  in  this  case  is  a  family  disease,  and  was  transmitted  to  the  pensioner 
by  his  parents.  •  •  •  The  boy  suffered  from  an  attack  of  rheumatism  nve  years 
before  ne  enlisted.'' 

It  is  in  evidence  that  about  five  years  previous  to  his  enlistment  Walker  suffered 
from  an  attack  which  may  have  been  of  the  nature  of  rheumatism.  It  did  not  confine 
him  to  the  house  more  than  a  week,  although  he  suffered  from  aching  of  the  limbs  and 
stiffness  of  the  Joints  for  some  time  afterwards.  The  family  physician  designated  the 
disease  at  that  time  '*  growing  pains." 

There  is  no  doubt  but  that  he  entirely  recovered,  and  remained  well  and  worked  on 
his  father's  farm  until  he  enlisted.  He  was  strong  and  healthv  at  this  time,  performed 
his  duty  as  a  soldier  faithfully  and  efficiently,  and  immediately  previous  to  the  attack 
on  account  of  which  he  was  sent  to  hospital  he  marched  a  hundred  miles  with  his 
command. 

The  opinion  of  the  chief  medical  officer  in  the  Pension  Office  was  in  opposition  to  the 
assumption  that  the  rheumatism,  on  account  of  which  the  soldier  was  pensioned,  had 
been  contracted  prior  to  his  enlistment.    He  employs  the  foUowing  language : 

"In  my  judgment  such  admission  was  wrong,  for,  aa  a  ru2e,  an  attack  of  rheumatism 
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does  not  depend  apon  any  antecedent  attack,  but  npon  causes  incnired  at  the  moment. 
The  rule  is,  that  tne  subject  of  an  attack  tecoven  perfectly  and  has  a  second  and  other 
recurrent  attacks  only  upon  exposure ;  and  so,  unless  the  attack  incurred  previoas  to 
his  service  in  the  Army  had  caused  structural  changes,  leaving  a  permanent  disability, 
I  would  ^ot  admit  its  influence.  *  *  *  A  recurrent  attack  is  no  more  dependent 
upon  an  antecedent  one  than  the  'cold'  of  this  month  is  caused  by  the  cold  of  last 
month  or  last  year.    *    *    *    There  is  also  very  grave  doubt  as  to  the  soldier^s  having 


(some  ^ears  previous  to  enlistment)  which  disabled  him,  but  the  attack  which  origi- 
nated m  the  service.    •    •    •    The  appellant  should  be  restored  to  the  roll.'* 

It  seems  to  your  committee  that  whatever  doubts  existed  as  to  the  influence  of  tht 
attacks  which  the  soldier  had  in  his  early  boyhood  several  years  previous  to  his  enlist- 
ment (and  it  was  of  a  mild  character  and  of  short  duration)  in  producing  the  attack 
which  confessedly  was  the  cause  of  the  disability  on  account  of  which  pension  w&» 
allowed,  ou^ht  to  have  been  resolved  in  favor  of  the  claimant. 

The  committee  therefore  report  the  bill  back  with  the  recommendation  that  it  i1a 
pass,  so  amended  as  to  strike  out  all  after  the  word  **  volunteers''  in  line  6. 


47th  GoxaBESS, )  SENATE.  (  Bbport 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Groome,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following^ 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  721^.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  a  bill  {8.  723)  granting 
a  pension  to  Oeorge  M.  Chester,  have  considered  the  same,  and  report: 

That  the  said  George  M.  Chester  was  a  sergeant  in  Company  G, 
Twenty-fourth  Regiment  New  Jersey  Volunteer  Infantry.  Shortly 
after  his  discharge  from  the  Army  he  applied  for  a  pension,  because  of 
disability  caused  by  the  loss  of  the  second  and  third  fingers  of  his  left 
hand,  resulting  from  the  accidental  discharge  of  his  musket  while  in  the 
line  of  duty.  He  was  placed  on  the  pension  rolls  first  at  $4  a  month, 
to  date  from  June  30, 1863,  and  subsequently  at  $6  a  month,  to  date  from 
February  7, 1878.  On  March  22,  1880,  he  applied  for  an  increase  of 
pension  because  of  disease  of  his  hip,  which,  he  alleges,  was  contracted 
in  the  service  while  in  the  line  of  duty,  and  which  he  claims  that  for  a 
long  period  he  mistook  for  rheumatism.  He  produced  the  testimony  of 
several  comi*ades  to  prove  that  on  several  occasions  while  in  the  Army 
he  complained  of  pain  in  his  hip.  On  the  other  hand,  there  is  a  large 
amount  of  testimony  from  those  who  saw  him  frequently  and  knew  him 
well  that  he  showed  no  sign  of  lameness  until  some  ten  years  after  his 
discharge  from  the  Army.  The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  rejected  the 
application  for  increase  of  pension  because  of  his  disease,  on  the  ground 
that  it  did  not  appear  that  it  originated  in  the  service  or  was  traceable 
thereto,  and  upon  appeal  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  that  decision 
of  the  Commissioner  was  affirmed. 

Your  committee,  after  reviewing  the  testimony  in  the  case,  while  they 
realize  its  conflicting  character,  do  not  feel  that  the  testimony  tending 
to  connect  the  hip  disease  with  the  service  is  sufficient  to  justify  them 
in  reversing  the  decision  of  the  Pension  Department. 

The  bill  referred  to  them  proposes  to  increase  the  pension  of  George 
M.  Chester  from  $6  to  $24  a  month,  and  to  give  him  arrears  from  the 
Ist  day  of  January,  1870.  Your  committee  recommend  that  it  be  indefi- 
nitely postponed. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slateb,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  aooompany  bill  S.  1661.] 

The  Committee  on  Penaions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (S.  1661)  grant- 
ing  a  pension  to  Mary  E.  McConnell^  have  hadth^  same  under  consider- 
ationj  and  report : 

That  Mary  B.  McOonnell  is  the  widow  of  Eobert  McConnell,  who  was 
a  private  in  Company  F,  Eleventh  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteers,  who 'en- 
listed September  23, 1861 ;  re-enlisted  as  a  veteran  January  1, 1864 ; 
mustered  out  July  15,  1865,  with  the  remark,  '^absent  on  furlough  since 
June  24, 1865." 

The  records  of  the  Surgeon-General's  Office  show  that  on  August  15, 
1864,  he  was  admitted  to  field  hospital  for  treatment  for  acute  diarrhea 
and  dysentery,  and  returned  to  duty  August  25, 1864. 

Dr.  Willis  testifies  that  he  was  first  lieutenant  in  Company  F, 
Eleventh  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteers,  from  September,  1861,  until  Sep- 
tember. 1862;  that  in  July.  1863,  he  was  commissioned  assistant  sur- 
geon 01  said  regiment,  whicn  position  he  held  until  the  close  of  the  war; 
that  in  April,  1862.  McConnell  was  attacked  with  chronic  diarrhea, 
and  during  all  the  rollowing  summer  was  unfit  for  dul^;  that  from  and 
after  July,  1863,  to  the  close  of  the  war  he  was  familiar  with  McConnell 
and  treated  him  for  said  disease ;  that  all  this  time  said  McConnell  was 
not  at  any  time  free  from  said  disease,  which  had  assumed  a  tuburcular 
condition,  and  he  was  very  frequently  unfit  for  duty;  that  from  Mc- 
Connell's  discharge  to  the  time  of  his  death  he  occasionally  saw  him 
but  did  not  treat  him,  but  was  satisfied  that  he  was  still  suffering  fi*om 
the  same  disease.  In  this  connection  it  is  proper  to  note  that  the  re- 
I>ort  of  the  Adjutant-Ceneral  makes  no  mention  of  McConnell's  absence 
or  unfitness  for  duty  prior  to  August,  1864. 

Dr.  McClellan  testifies  that  he  was  McConnell's  physician  prior  to 
enlistment :  that  he  was  in  robust  health  at  enlistment,  but  that  when 
he  returned,  about  July  16, 1865,  he  was  in  a  condition  of  great  debility 
and  had  chronic  diarrhea;  treated  him  a  short  time  before  he  died,  but 
he  was  only  temporarily  employed,  and  his  condition  remained  aoout 
the  same ;  he  was  in  such  condition  that  if  attacked  by  any  acute  dis- 
ease or  inflammation  at  any  time  after  his  discharge  it  would  very  proba- 
bly prove  fatal. 

Dr.  Burroughs  testifies  that  he  was  called  to  attend  the  soldier  and 
found  him  suffering  from  effects  of  blood  poison,  caused  by  vitiated  and 
depraved  condition  of  his  physical  system,  which  resulted  fatally  in 
three  or'four  days. 
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Bei\j.  J.  McGonnell  testifies  that  he  was  a  comrade  of  the  soldier ;  that 
he  became  sick  in  April,  1862,  and  never  fdUy  recovered }  was  feeble  when 
discharged  and  never  recovered  therefrom. 

That  a  few  days  before  his  death  he  received  a  slight  oat  in  one  of  his  feet,  which, 
on  acconnt  of  the  previons  condition  of  his  whole  physical  system,  caused  something 
of  the  nature  of  erysipelas  to  set  in,  which  caused  nis  death  in  two  or  three  days. 

It  is  quite  apparent  from  the  foregoing  that  the  cause  of  McConnell's 
death  did  not  originate  in  the  service. 

To  what  extent  McConnell's  enfeebled  and  diseased  condition  con- 
tributed to  aggravate  the  inflammation  which  set  in  by  reason  of  the 
slight  wound  of  his  foot  would  be  impossible  to  determine ;  that  it  did 
so  contribute  to  some  extent  is  most  likely,  but  your  committee  think 
it  would  be  setting  a  dangerous  precedent  to  grant  a  pension  uxK>nsuch 
grounds.  To  do  so  would  be  to  invite  applications  for  pension  by  de- 
pendent relatives  upon  the  death  of  every  soldier,  and  each  case  would 
only  fiimish  fresh  evidence  of  the  ingenuity  with  which  facts  and  theo- 
ries would  be  made  to  do  duty  in  showing  that  each  soldier's  death  was 
in  some  way  caused  or  hastened  by  the  fact  that  he  was  once  in  the 
military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States. 

Your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  pass. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Kepobt 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed^ 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  PensionSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Eliza  H. 
Ramsay  J  widow  of  General  Oeorge  D.  Ramsay^  of  United  Stages  Army^ 
praying  that  a  pension  be  granted  to  her^  have  examined  the  facts  in  the 
ca^sej  and  submit  the  following  report: 

It  does  not  appear  that  General  Bamsay  died  of  disease  contracted 
in  the  line  of  duty. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  that  the  petition  be  indefinitely 
postponed. 


VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY : 

Mr.  Blaib,  for  the  minority  of  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom 
was  referred  the  petition*  of  Eliza  H.  Bamsay,  having  carefully  exam- 
ined the  same,  submit  the  following  report  of  their  views,  and  recom- 
mend the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill  granting  x>ension  at  the  rate 
of  $50  per  month. 

The  applicant  is  the  widow  of  the  late  Brig.Oen.  Oeorge  D.  Bamsay, 
United  States  Army,  who  died  at  Washington,  D,  C,  May  22, 1882. 

General  Bamsay  entered  the  United  States  Military  Academy  August 
20, 1814,  graduated  therefrom,  and  was  appointed  second  lieutenant  of 
artillery  July  1,  1820.  He  served  continuously  and  faithfully,  being 
succef^sively  promoted  through  each  grade  of  rank  until  he  was  finally 
appointed  brigadier-general  and  Chief  of  Ordnance  of  the  United  States 
Army,  September  16, 1863.  On  September  12, 1864,  he  was  retired  flpom 
active  service. 

At  the  time  of  his  death  General  Bamsay  was  the  oldest  graduate  of 
the  Military  Academy  in  the  Army.  Counting  from  the  time  he  entered 
the  Academy,  he  had  served  the  government  longer  than  any  living 
officer  of  the  Army,  and  only  one  living  officer  h^  held  commission 
longer  than  he. 

General  Bamsay  died  May  22, 1882,  leaving  no  estate,  and  of  his  family 
his  widow  and  three  daughters  were  dependent  on  him  for  support.  Mrs. 
Bamsay  is  the  owner  of  the  house  in  which  the  family  reside,  but  she 
is  left  without  means  or  income  for  her  maintenance,  and  is  so  physi- 
cally disabled  as  to  be  helpless. 

It  appears  to  your  committee  that  the  extraordinary  length  and  val- 
uable character  of  the  services  of  General  Bamsay  entitle  Us  widow  to 
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the  aid  of  the  goveri^ment  in  her  helpless  condition,  and  that  a  pension 
of  $50  a  month  is  both  just  and  necessary;  and,  in  view  of  the  action  of 
the  government  in  other  cases,  it  seems  mfficult  to  deny  her  this  snm 
for  the  remainder  of  her  life. 

We  accordingly  report  the  accompanying  bill,  and  recommend  its  pas- 
sage. 


1 
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m  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  8,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2133.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensums^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Ann 
Cornelia  Lanman,  widow  of  the  late  SSear-Admiral  Joseph  Lanmanj 
praying  for  an  increase  of  pension  j  having  examined  the  facts  in  the  case^ 
respec^ully  submit  the  following  report: 

Admiral  Lanman  entered  the  naval  service  of  the  United  States  as  a 
midshipman,  January  1, 1825,  and  passed  through  all  the  grades  of  the 
seiTice  up  to  rear-admiral.  He  served  during  the  late  war,  and  dis- 
tinguished himself  at  the  attack  on  Fort  Fisher  under  Admiral  Porter. 
Admiral  Lanman  was  officially  recognized  for  gallant  service  through- 
out the  war.  In  1869  he  was  promoted  to  be  a  rear-admiral,  and  placed 
in  command  of  the  South  Atlantic  fleet,  where  he  served  three  years. 
On  his  return  ttom  this  command  he  was  placed  on  the  retired  list. 

On  the  20th  of  February,  1874jhe  received  a  telegram  from  Secretary 
of  Navy  Robeson  to  report  at  Washington,  D.  C,  as  a  witness.  The 
order  was  received  by  him  at  Ave  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  he  left 
for  Washington  the  same  evening.  On  that  journey  he  contracted  a 
very  severe  cold,  and  when  he  reached  home  he  was  scarcely  able  to 
walk.  He  immediately  took  to  his  bed,  and  grew  worse  until  the  13th 
of  March,  1874,  when  he  died.  The  physician  who  attended  him  in  his 
last  sickness  swears  that  he  died  of  pneumonia,  contracted  during  his 
journey  to  Washington  as  above  stated. 

The  evidence  shows  that  Bear- Admiral  Lanman  left  a  widow,  the 
present  claimant,  and  two  minor  children,  to  wit,  Alice  Blanche  and 
Rosalie  Decatur,  aged,  Respectively,  ten  and  twelve  years. 

A  i)ension  of  $30  a  month  was  granted  to  Mrs.  Lanman  by  special  act 
of  Congress.  This  was  the  pension  allowed  by  law  at  that  time  in  the 
cases  of  the  widows  of  admirals,  so  that  the  special  act  gave  Mrs.  Lan- 
man the  full  benefit  of  the  law  at  that  time.  Now  she  petitions  Con- 
gress to  increase  the  pension  allowed  her  to  $50  per  month,  on  the  ground 
that  her  present  pension  is  inadequate  to  the  support  of  herself  and  her 
children. 

In  connection  with  this  petition  for  an  increase  of  pension,  it  is  perti- 
nent to  inquire  into  the  equity  which  has  governed  the  committee's 
action  in  similar  cases. 

By  the  pension  law,  as  it  existed  prior  to  the  act  of  July  14, 1862,  the 
pensions  granted  to  officers  of  the  Navy,  and  to  ^heir  widows  and  minor 
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children,  in  case  of  death,  were  made  equal  to  the  half  monthly  pay  of 
such  officers,  such  pay  as  existed  in  1835,  which  forms  the  basis  upon 
which  such  pensions  were  granted.  These  pensions  were  payable  from 
the  interest  of  the  naval  pension  fund.  By  this  law  rear-admirals,  their 
widows,  &c.,  received  a  x>ension  of  $50  a  month. 

The  act  of  July  14, 1862,  established  pensions  for  the  Army  and  Na\7 
according  to  rank,  making  Navy  pensions  correspond  witb  Army  pen- 
sions. By  this  act  of  July  14, 1862,  the  pension  granted  to  rear-admi- 
rals was  reduced  to  $30  a  month.  The  act  of  Ji3y  14, 1862,  was  con- 
strued as  affecting  only  pensions  which  should  be  granted  after  the 
passage  of  said  act. 

Section  3  of  the  act  of  July  25, 1866,  provided — 

That  the  piovisionsof  an  act  entitled  ''An  act  to  grant  pensions,''  approved  July  14, 
18(52,  and  of  the  acts  supplementary  thereto  and  amendatoiy  thereof,  are  hereby  so 
far  as  applicable  extended  to  the  pensioners  under  previous  laws,  except  reyolatioD- 
ary  pensions. 

In  applying  this  act  no  reduction  of  the  naval  pensions  previously 
granted  was  made. 
Section  13  of  the  act  of  July  27, 1868,  provided— 

That  the  third  Action  of  an  act  entitled  "An  act  increasing  the  pensions  of  widows 
and  orphans,  and  for  other  purposes/'  approved  July  25, 1S66,  shall  be  so  construed  as 
to  place  all  pensioners  whose  right  thereto  accrued  subsequently  to  the  war  of  the 
Rev^olution  and  prior  to  the  4th  of  March,  1861,  on  the  same  footing  as  to  rate  of  pen- 
sion firom  and  after  the  passage  of  said  act  as  those  who  have  been  pensioned  under 
acts  passed  since  said  4th  day  of  March,  1861,  and  the  widows  of  revolutionary  soldien 
and  sailors  now  receiving  a  less  sum  shall  hereafter  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  |8  per  month. 

Under  this  act,  upon  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
naval  pensions  already  granted  were  reduced  to  the  rates  provided  in 
the  act  of  July  14, 1862,  such  reduction  taking  effect  from  the  last  half 
yearly  payment  made  prior  to  February  10, 1870,  tie  date  of  tiie  de- 
cision. 

This  decision  gave  rise  to  the  passage  of  the  act  approved  June  9, 
1880,  entitled  "An  act  to  restore  ^pensions  in  certain  cases,"  which  pro- 
vides— 

That  section  three  of  an  act  entitled  "  An  Act  increasing  the  pensions  of  widows 
and  orphans  and  for  other  purposes''  approved  July  twenty-iifth  Eighteen  hundred, 
and  sixty  six,  and  section  thirteen  of  an  act  entitled  **  An  act  relating  to  pensions'' 
approved  July  twenty  seventh,  Ei^^hteen  hundred,  and  sixty  eight,  and  section  forty 
seven  hundred,  and  twelve  of  the  Revised  Statutes  shall  not  operate  to  reduce  tbe 
rate  of  any  pension,  which  had  actually  been  allowed  to  the  Commissioned  Non  Com- 
missioned, or  petty  officers  of  the  navy,  or  their  widows,  or  minor  children  prior  to  tbe 
twenty  fifth  day  of  July,  Eighteen  hundred  and  sixty  six :  And  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  is  hereby  directed  to  restore  all  such  pensioners  as  have  already  been  so  re- 
daced  to  the  rate  originally  granted  and  allowed,  to  take  effect  from  the  date  of  sacli 
reduction. 

Under  this  act,  such  pensioners  as  had  been  reduced  under  the  de- 
cision rendered  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  February  10, 1870, 
were  restored  to  their  original  rate  of  pension. 

All  those  widows,  &c.,  of  rear-admirals  who  have  applied  for  a  pen- 
sion since  the  rendering  of  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
February  10,  1870,  have  only  been  granted  a  pension  of  $30  per  month, 
which  presents  the  inconsistency  of  a  portion  of  rear-admirals'  widows 
receiving  $50,  while  the  balance  are  pensioned  at  $30  a  month,  without 
difterence  of  rank,  merit,  or  long  service.  Since  the  restoration  of  this 
class  of  pensions  to  $50  per  month  by  the  act  of  June  9, 1880,  the  widows 
who  are  allowed  but  $30  per  month  at  the  Pension  Office  under  the  act 
of  July  14, 1862,  have  from  time  to  time  applied  to  Congress  for  an  iu. 
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crease  of  pension  from  $30  to  $50,  and  for  original  pensions  of  $50  per 
month^  and  such  increase,  or  original  granting  of  pensions  at  $50  per 
month,  has  frequently  occurred  during  the  present  session  of  Congress. 
(See  Mr.  Tellers  report,  Elizabeth  Wirt  Goldsborough;  Mr.  Jackson's 
report,  Louisa  Bainbridge  Uoff;  Mr.  Piatt's  report,  Eebecca  Reynolds; 
Mr  Piatt's  report-,  Elizabeth  H.  Spotts. 

Some  of  these  cases  are  for  long  and  meritorious  services,  and  foe 
original  pension  ;  others  for  an  increase  from  the  $30  allowed  by  the 
Pension  Office  to  $50.  In  the  report  of  the  case  of  Admiral  Golds^ 
borough,  where  it  is  not  alleged  that  he  died  of  any  disease  contracted 
in  the  line  of  duty,  or  even  in  the  service,  the  concluding  clause  in  the 
Goldsborough  case  is  as  follows : 

Such  a  record  of  service,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  justifies  the  payment  to 
his  widow  of  the  same  pension  aUowed  in  other  cases  by  special  act  of  Conffress  to  the 
widows  of  other  officers  of  the  Navy  of  simHar  rank.  The  committee  therefore  recom- 
mend that  Senate  biU  743  be  passed. 

That  concluding  clause  is  open  to  but  one  conclusion,  to  wit,  that 
Mrs.  Gk)ldsborough's  pension  was  a  gratuity  x)ension  for  the  long  and 
meritorious  services  of  her  husband. 

Begarding  any  objection  being  raised  to  the  granting  of  a  x>ension  to 
Bear- Admiral  Lanmau's  widow  on  the  ground  that  he  was  on  the  re- 
tired list,  it  is  proper  to  say  that  Admiral  Goldsborough  was  retired  in 
1874  and  died  in  1879,  and  Admiral  Hoff  was  retired  in  1869  and  died 
in  1878.  Therefore  they  were  both  on  the  retired  list  at  the  time  of 
their  death. 

Kow,  the  widow  of  Bear- Admiral  Lanman  is  entitled  to  a  pension  to 
a  greater  extent  than  the  widow  of  an  admiral  whose  only  claim  was 
long  and  meritorious  services,  as  her  husband  died  directly  from  a 
mahidy  contracted  in  obeying  an  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
and  within  a  few  days  after  contracting  the  disease. 

The  $30  pension  granted  by  special  act  was  acceptable  to  Mrs.  Lan- 
man until  others  of  no  greater  merit  were  increased  to  $50.  The  incon- 
sistency of  her  receiving  but  $30  became  apparent,  and  no  reason  pre- 
vailing why  her  case  should  be  an  exceptional  one,  she  thought  it 
proper  to  ask  Congress  by  a  special  act  to  remove  this  inconsistency. 

Inasmuch  as  the  Forty-sixth  Congress  thought  proper  to  increase 
certain  cases  of  the  widows  of  admirals  to  $50  (see  Lelia  E.  McCauley, 
p.  609  Stats,  at  Large,  1879-'81,  and  Ann  M.  Paulding,  608  Stats,  at 
Large,  1879-'81),  and  have  frequently  seen  fit  in  the  present  Congress 
to  grant  the  same  pension  in  similar  cases,  your  committee  can  see  no 
good  reason  why  Mrs.  Lanman  should  not  receive  a  like  pension,  and 
therefore  report  a  bill  to  that  effect,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


47th  Congress,  )  BERATE.  (  Report  d09, 

1st  Session,       §  \       Part  2. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  2,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  tlie  following 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2133.] 

The  undersigned  members  of  the  Committee  on  Pensions^  not  concurring  in 
the  report  of  the  majority  tqHm  the  bUl  {R.  B.  4795)  granting  an  increase 
pension  to  Mrs.  Ann  Cornelia  Lanman^  respectfully  submit  thefolloicing 
views  of  the  minority : 

Kear- Admiral  Joseph  Lanman,  whose  career  as  a  naval  officer  is  folly 
set  forth  in  the  majority  report,  was  placed  upon  the  retired  list  of  the 
Navy  in  1871  or  1872.  On  the  20th  of  February,  1874,  he  received  a 
telegram  finom  tiie  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  come  to  Washington,  D.  C, 
as  a  witness  before  a  naval  court-martial.  He  left  for  Washington  on 
the  same  evening  he  received  the  notice.  On  the  trip  he  contracted  a 
severe  cold,  and  when  he  reached  home  was  quite  unwell ;  immediately 
took  to  his  bed  and  grevr  steadily  worse  until  the  13th  March,  1874,  when 
he  died.  The  physician  who  attended  him  in  his  last  sickness  states 
that  he  died  of  pneumonia  contracted  during  his  trip  to  Washington  as 
above  stated.  He  left  a  widow  (the  present  applicant  for  increase  of 
pension)  and  two  minor  children,  aged  respectivdy  ten  and  twelve  years* 

Under  the  general  law  Mrs.  Lanman  was  not  entitled  to  a  pension, 
the  disease  of  which  her  husband  died  not  having  originateci  in  the 
seri^^ce,  and  because  contracted  subsequent  to  the  27th  day  of  July,  1868. 
The  second  section  of  the  act  of  July  27, 1868  (now  contained  in  section 
4694  of  the  Revised  Statutes),  denies  the  right  to  x>6nsion  in  cases  like 
that  of  Admiral  Lanman,  unless  the  officer  was — 

At  the  time  of  contracting  the  dieeaae,  borne  on  the  books  of  some  ship  or  other  ves- 
eel  of  the  United  States,  at  sea  or  in  harbor,  actually  in  commission,  or  was  at  some 
ttaval  station,  or  on  his  way  by  direction  of  competent  authority  to  the  United  States 
or  to  some  otlier  vessel  or  naval  station  or  hospital. 

Mrs.  Lanman  accordingly  applied  to  Congress  for  a  pension,  and  by 
special  act  approved  March  3, 1879,  she  was  granted  a  pension  of  $30 
X>er  month  in  consideration  of  the  long  and  distinguished  service  of  her 
husband.  She  now  asks  Congress  by  another  si>ecial  act  to  increase 
her  pension  to  $50  per  month,  resting  her  application  upon  the  same 
considerations  which  induced  its  former  action,  together  with  the  lurther 
averment  in  her  petition  that  her  present  i>ension  is  not  €idequate  for 
the  support  of  herself  and  minor  children.  It  does  not  appear  what 
estate  Admiral  Lauman  left,  nor  what  are  the  present  circumstances  of 
his  widow  and  children.  It  is  not  shown  that  they  are  in  want  or  that 
the  increased  pension  asked  for  is  necessary  for  the  widow's  comfortable 
aapport    Nothing  of  the  sort  is  alleged.    But  it  is  said  in  support  of 
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her  application  that  she  Rhould  be  granted  the  same  rate  of  pension 
allowed  the  widows  of  Bear- Admirals  Gk)ld8boroagh  and  Hoff  at  the 
present  session  of  Congress.  In  the  case  of  Bear-A<hniral  Hoff  it  clearly 
appeared  that  he  died  of  disease  contracted  in  the  service  and  in  the 
line  of  dnty.  In  the  Goldsborough  case  the  report  does  not  show  the 
facts  and  circumstances  connected  with  his  death.  In  neither  of 
these  cases  was  there  a  second  application  tb  Congress  npon  the  same 
state  of  facts  on  which  special  relief  had  been  granted.  And  in  the 
cases  referred  to  there  were  special  considerations,  such  as  the  neces- 
sitous circumstances  of  the  applicants.  But  whether  these  cases  can 
or  cannot  be  distinguished  firom  the  present  by  any  meritorious  or 
special  considerations,  we  think  it  would  be  establishing  a  mischievons 
precedent  to  pass  the  bill  in  question.  Its  effect  will  be  to  invite  re- 
peated applications  and  appeals  for  special  acts,  and  Congress  will  find 
itself  embarrassed  in  the  effort  to  produce  strict  and  exact  equaiity  in 
every  case.  If  the  widows  of  all  rear-admirals  are  to  be  allowed  a  pen- 
sion of  $50  per  month  without  reference  to  their  pecuniary  circum- 
stances or  necessities,  then  Congress  should  so  declare  by  general  law. 
Special  legislation  in  the  matter  of  pensions  is  steadily  increasing,  and 
at  a  rate  which,  if  precedents  are  to  be  followed  and  control  its  action, 
will  soon  be  exceedingly  embarrassing  to  Congress.  It  should  be  as- 
sumed that  when  Congress,  with  all  the  facts  before  it  now  presenteAj 
fixed  Mrs.  Lanman's  pension  at  $30  per  month,  it  intended  that  as  its 
final  action  in  the  matter. 

For  these  and  other  reasons  that  will  readily  suggest  themselves,  we 
think  the  bill  should  not  be  passed  but  be  indefinitely  postponed  by  the 
Senate 

HOWELL  E.  JACKSON. 
JA8.  H.  SLATER. 


47th  Congress,  i  SENATE.  (  Repobt 

1st  Session.       )  )  No.  810. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  10,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Garland,  firom  the  Committee  ou  the  Judiciary,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  acoompany  bill  H.  R.  (^6.] 

The  Committt^e  on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H, 
B.  676)  to  refer  the  claims  of  the  captors  of  the  ram  Albemarle  to  the 
Court  of  Claims,  report  the  same  back  with  the  recommendation  it  do 
pass,  without  amendment,  and  in  that  connection  beg  leave  to  submit, 
as  their  report,  a  report  made  in  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  by  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Aifairs  at  the  present  session  of  Congress : 

This  measure  was  folly  considered  by  the  Committoe  on  Naval  Affairs  of  the  last 
House  of  Representatives,  and  a  carefnl  and  elaborate  report  was  made  by  that  com- 
mittee^  and  as  nothing  can  be  profitably  said  in  explanation  of  said  bill  which  is  not 
found  in  that  report,  the  same  is  adopted  by  this  committee.     It  is  as  follows : 

''On  the  night  of  the  27th  pf  October,  1864,  the  Confederate  ram  Albemarle  was  de- 
stroyed by  a  torpedo-boat  under  the  command  of  Lient.  Wm.  B.  Gushing,  U.  8.  N« 
The  capture  and  destruction  of  this  formidable  vessel  was  of  great  importance  to  the 
United  States.  It  resulted  in  the  speedy  capture  of  Plymouth,  N.  C,  with  great  qnan* 
tities  of  military  and  naval  stores.  A  large  number  of  vessels  of  the  Navy  were  at 
once  relieved  from  blockading  Albemarle  Sound  to  prevent  the  ram  escaping  to  sea 
and  starting  upon  a  cruise  of  destruction  to  our  commerce,  for  which  she  had  been  es- 
pecially designed  and  built.  The  ram  had  been  completed,  armed,  equipped,  and 
manned,  and  at  the  moment  of  destruction  was  ready  for  sea  with  steam  up,  awaiting 
only  the  favorable  moment  to  make  her  escape. 

''In  the  action  with  the  ram  the  torpedo-boat  was  disabled  and  abandoned,  and  two 
of  her  crew  were  killed  and  eleven  captured  by  the  enemy.  Lieutenant  Gushing  and 
Edward  Houghton,  a  seaman,  were  the  only  persons  who  escaped  death  or  capture. 

"  Active  military  operations  followed  immediately  afterwards,  and  the  condemnation 
of  the  ram  as  a  prize  was  neglected  and  delayed  until  affcer  it  had  been  dismantled, 
and  its  armament,  machinery,  stores,  &c,,  appropriated  to  public  use.  The  ram  was 
finally  raised  and  taken  to  Noriblk,  where  an  appraisal  was  had,  and  in  August,  1865, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  after  deducting  from  the  total  appraisal  $12,500  for  saK 
Tage,  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  prize  fund  |79,944.  This  sum  was  distributed 
among  the  persons  entitled  thereto,  under  a  decree  of  the  district  court  of  the  United 
States  for  tne  District  of  Columbia,  issued  on  the  21st  day  of  August,  1865.  A  copy  of 
the  decree  is  annexed  to  this  report,  marked  Exhibit  A. 

"The  ram  Albemarle  had  cost  the  Confederate  Government  at  least  $1,500,000,  and 
even  in  a  northern  ship-yard,  where  greater  facilities  were  attainable,  would  hav« 
cost  more  than  half  of  that  sum. 

"It  is,  therefore,  manifest  that  the  appraisal  did  great  injustice  to  the  men  who 
were  engaged  iu  the  work  of  destroying  it.  To  remedy  this  wrong  Congress  passed 
the  act  of  April,  ld72,  which  authorized  a  re-examination  by  the  prize  court,  'that 
the  captors'  might  'obtain  an  appraisal  such  as  is  required  by  the  prize  laws  of  Con- 
gress.' Under  that  act  a  reappraiyal  was  had,  and  the  net  value  ot  the  property  per- 
taining to  the  prize  w^hich  had  been  applied  to  public  use  was  found  to  be  $282,835.80. 
On  the  8th  of  January,  1873,  Congress  appropriated  $202,912.90,  the  diSerence  between 
the  old  and  the  new  appraisal,  'to  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  pay  to  the 
captors  of  the  rebel  ram  '  Albemarle '  in  accordance  with  the  decree  of  the  district 
court.' 

"  The  decree  depended  upon  the  statutes  in  force  at  the  time.  The  statutes  in  force 
at  the  date  of  the  decree  were  the  same  which  were  in  force  at  the  time  of  the  capture 
and  which  fixed  the  right  of  the  captors  at  the  moment  of  their  victory  over  the  ram. 

"  The  correct  application  of  the  law  is  a  matter  of  rightwhich  the  captors  are  justified 
in  contending  for.    Men  who  gallantly  offer  their  lives  in  such  hazardous  enterprises 
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in  their  country's  behalf  are  entitled  to  a  correct  application  of  the  law  under  which 
they  act,  in  the  distribution  of  rewards. 

*'  The  following  are  provisions  of  the  prize  act  of  June,  1864,  the  law  in  force  at  the 
time  of  the  capture,  applicable  to  the  case  (chap.  174, 38th  Cong.,se88.1, 1874,  Stat 
at  Large,  vol.  13,  page  307,  section  10) : 

**  <  The  net  proceeds  of  all  property  condemned  as  prize  shall,  when  the  prize  was  of 
superior  or  equal  force  to  the  vessel  or  vessels  making  the  capture,  be  decreed  to  the 
captors ;  when  of  inferior  force  one-half  shall  be  decreed  to  the  United  States,  and  the 
other  half  to  the  captors.  *  *  *  All  prize-money  adjudged  to  the  captors  shall  be 
distributed  in  the  following  proportions,  namely : 

'^ '  First.  To  the  commanding  officer  of  a  fleet  or  squadron,  one-twentieth  part  of  all 
prize-money  awarded  to  any  vessel  or  vessels  under  his  Immediate  commana. 

^*  *  Second.  To  the  commanding  officer  of  a  division  of  a  fleet  or  squadron,  on  duty  un- 
der the  oi'ders  of  the  commander-in-chief  of  such  fleet  or  squadron,  a  sum  equal  to  one- 
fiftieth  part  of  any  prize-money  awarded  to  a  vessel  of  such  division  for  a  capture 
made  while  under  his  command. 

*^  ^  Third.  To  the  fleet  captain  one-hundredth  nart  of  all  prize-money  awarded  to  any 
vessel  or  vessels  of  the  fleet  or  squadron  in  which  he  was  serving. 

*' '  Fourth.  To  the  commander  of  a  Hngle  shipf  one-tenth  part  of  all  the  prize-money 
awarded  to  the  ship  under  his  command,  if  such  ship  at  tne  time  of  the  capture  was 
under  the  command  of  the  commanding  officer  of  the  fleet  or  squadron,  or  a  division, 
and  three-twentieths  if  his  ship  was  acting  independently  of  such  superior  officer.. 

^*  *  Fifth.  After  the  foregoing  deductions,  the  residue  shall  be  distributed  and  propor- 
tioned among  all  others  doin^  duty  on  board  *  *  *  and  borne  upon  the  books  of 
the  ship  in  proportion  to  their  respective  rates  of  pay  in  the  service.' 

^' These  are  the  provisions  of  law,  the  only  provisions  applicable  to  the  case,  aod 
which  the  court  undertook  to  administer  in  maKing  the  decree  of  distribution. 

''  The  court  in  express  terms  decided  and  decreed  that  theorize  wae  of  superior  force 
to  the  vessel  making  the  capture,  and  under  the  statute  already  cited  all  the  prize- 
money  belonged  to  the  officers  of  the  fleet  and  the  men  doing  duty  on  the  vessel  mak- 
ing the  capture. 

"'  In  the  final  decree  of  distribution  made  on  the  11th  of  February,  1873,  the  court  in 
efiect  consolidated  the  two  appraisals,  and  corrected  errors  and  omissions  in  the  fin»t 
decree.    The  decree  is  annexed,  marked  Exhibit  B. 

'*  The  whole  amount  of  prize-money  arising  from  both  appraisals — ^the  consolidated 
net  fund  after  the  deduction  of  all  costs — was  $27'iyl3o.09, 

''The  court,  in  strict  conformity  with  the  statutes,  ordered  payment  to  the  fleet  offi- 
cers as  follows : 

To  the  commander  of  the  squadron,  ^,  or $13,656  75 

To  the  commander  of  the  division,  g^,  or 5,462  70 

To  the  fleet  captain,  jif^,  or 2,731  X> 

21,850  80 

^'The  court  ordered  'the  remainder  (ascertained  afterwards  to  be  the  sum  of 
$251,284.29)  to  be  distributed  to  the  persona  doing  duty  on  the  torpedo-launch  in  pro- 
portion to  their  respective  rates  of  pay  in  the  service.^ 

''Strict  compliance  with  the  terms  of  the  decree  would  have  distributed  the  fund 
awarded  to  the  torpedo-boat  according  to  the  following  table,  which  has  been  framed 
to  show  at  a  glance  the  true  amount  due  to  each  man,  the  amount  paid  each,  the 
errors  made,  and  the  persons  entitled  to  share  in  the  fund,  on  the  assumption  that 
the  words  *  rates  of  pay  in  tke  service^  lawfully  mean  '  rates  of  pay  in  the  sernce*  at  the 
time  of  the  capture. 


Pay. 


$1,875 

1.300 

1,000 

1.000 

480 

480 

480 

360 

240 

192 

192 

192 

168 

168 

168 

*8,295 


Name. 


Tme  amonnt.  Amonnt  paSd.j    Excess. 


W,  B.  Cashing 
F.  H.  Swao... 
W.  Stoteabury. 
C.  L.  St«ever  . 
W.  L.  Howarth 

T.  S.  Gay 

J.  Woodman... 

S.  Higgina 

R.  Hamilton . . . 
E.  J.  Houghton 

B.  Harley 

W.  Smith 

R.  H.King.... 

H.  Wilkea 

L.  Doming 


$56,799  37 

39,380  90 

80,293  00 

30.893  00 

14.640  64 

14,540  64 

14,540  64 

10, 905  48 

7, 270  82 

5, 816  25 

5. 816  25 

5. 816  25 

5.090  43 

5.090  43 

5,090  69 


Dne. 


251,284  29 


$56,056  27 

81, 102  25 

23,925  00 

28,925  00 

85,887  50 

28, 710  00 

11, 484  00 

8. 613  01 

5, 742  01 

4,503  60 

4,593  60 

4,593  60 

4, 019  40 

4, 019  40 

4,019  40 


$21. 346  88 
14, 169  36 


$743  10 
8,278  65 
6.368  00 
6,868  00 


3,056  64 
2.292  47 
1,588  81 
1,2J2  65 
1,222  65 
1,222  8S 
1.071  03 
1.071  03 
1,071  04 


251,284  29  1    85,516  22        85,516  23 


*Batio,  $30,293  on  one  dollar  of  pay. 
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"The  table  di^oloses  the  fact  that  two  of  the  meD,  W.  L.  Howarth  aud  T.  S.  Gay, 
actually  received  sams  agflrregating  $35,516.22  in  excess  of  what  they  were  entitled  to 
if  their  *  rates  of  pay  in  the  service'  at  the  time  of  capture  are  to  govern.  The  de- 
cree of  the  conrt  was  in  terms  strictly  correct  in  this  aspect  of  the  case,  but  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  was  not  confined  m  his  distribution  by  words  in  the  decree  show- 
ing affirmatively  that  the  pay  at  the  time  of  captnre  >va8  intended  by  the  court,  and 
he  erroneously,  we  think,  adopted  the  rate  of  pay  which  these  men  etv)oyed  at  the 
date  of  the  decree. 

"After  the  captnre  and  before  the  distribution,  Cnshing,  Howarth,  and  Gay  had  all 
been  promoted  for  their  gaUaut  conduct  in  the  destruction  of  the  ram,  and  their  com- 
missions were  ma<le  to  take  date  on  the  day  of  the  capture. 

"Cushing  was  promoted  from  a  lieutenant,  with  a  salary  of  |1.875,  to  a  lieutenant- 
commander,  with  $2,343  pay ;  Howarth  was  promoted  fn>iii  a  mastoids  mate,  with  $480 
pay,  to  an  acting  master,  with  $1,500  pay ;  and  Gay  was  promoted  from  a  master's 
mate,  with  a  salary  of  $480,  to  an  acting  ensign,  with  the  salary  of  $1,200.  The  dis- 
tribution was  made  among  these  officers  upon  the  basis  of  the  pay  of  their  advanced 
rank.  The  only  persons  benefited  by  this  were  Howarth  and  Gay ;  all  the  other  cap- 
tcirs  were  made  to  sufi'er  by  it.  Gushing  lost,  because  tlie  great  increase  given  to 
Howarth  and  Gay  reduced  his  share  below  what  it  would  have  been  on  his  pay  as  a 
lieutenant,  upon  the  basis  of  distribution  according  to  the  pay  at  the  time  of  captnre. 

"The  injustice  of  this  mode  of  distribution  is  more  manifest  when  we  consider  that 
Howarth,  Gay,  and  Woodman,  at  the  time  of  the  capture,  held  the  same  rank  of  mas- 
ter's mat«8,  with  the  same  pay  of  $4^0  a  year;  that  while  Woodman  was  killed  in  the 
engagement,  and  his  family  received  only  $11,484,  Howarth  and  Gay  both  survived, 
were  honored  and  promoted,  and  received,  the  one  $35,887.50,  and  the  other  $28,710. 

"  The  following  table  shows  the  manner  of  distribution  and  the  rate  of  pay  of  each 
on  which  the  division  was  based : 


Name. 


Rank. 


W.  B.  Cnshinf; i  Lieutenant-commaDder 


I 


W.  L.  Howarth 

F.H.Swan 

ThoroaaL.6av 

William  Stoteabury 

C.  L.  Steever , 

«Job9  Woodman J  Acting  maaier'a  mate 

Samuel  Hiegins    >  Firat-claaa  fireman .. . 

Richard  Hamilton ^ !  C  ]oal-bf>aver 


Acting  master 

Acting  aaaiatant  paymaster. 

Acting  ensifni ' 

Third  assistant  engineer  . . . 
do 


William  Smith 
Bernard  Harley 
K.  J.  Houehton . . 
Lorenzo  Deming 

Henry  Wilkes I do 

R.U.King do 


Ordinary  seaman 

do 

do 

Landsman . . . 


Total 


Pay. 

$2,343 

1,500 

1,300 

1,200 

1,000 

1,000 

480 

360 

240 

192 

192 

192 

168 

168 

168 


Amount 
paid. 

$56,056  27 

35,887  50 

31, 102  50 

28, 710  00 

23,  925  00 

23,925  00 

11,  484  00 

8.613  01 

5,742  01 

4,593  60 

4,593  60 

4,593  60 

4, 019  40 

4, 019  40 

4, 019  40 


251, 284  29 


*'  We  cannot  doubt  that  the  distribution  was  made  in  violation  of  the  law  and  of  the 
spirit  and  intent  of  the  decree  of  the  court.  We  think  that  the  rights  of  the  several 
captors  became  vested  at  the  very  moment  of  their  victory,  and  that  no  change  in  the 
rank  or  pay  of  any  one  of  them  could  affect  his  own  rights  as  to  prize-money  or  the 
rights  of  any  of  his  associates.  In  support  of  this  view  we  quote  rrom  the  opinion  of 
the  then  Attorney-General  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  Pierrepont,  which  is  hereto  an- 
nexed, marked  Exhibit  C : 

*'  *But  the  only  terms  of  this  provision  which  it  is  material  to  consider  in  this  con- 
nection are  the  worda,  *' their  respective  rates  of  pay  in  the  service.''  What  is  meant 
thereby  t 

'* '  I  think  these  words  signify  the  rates  of  pay  actually  established  and  to  which  the 

Sarties  concerned  were  entitled  at  the  time  of  the  capt;ure  of  the  prize.  Had  the  con- 
emuation  and  distribution  in  the  case  of  the  Albemarle  occurred  prior  to  the  promo- 
tion of  any  of  those  who  took  part  in  the  captnre,  it  is  very  clear  that  an  apportion- 
ment of  the  prize-proceeds  among  snch  of  the  captors  as  came  under  the  operation  of 
the  above-mentioned  provision,  based  upon  their  respective  rates  of  pay  in  the  service 
at  the  time  of  the  capture,  would  have  been  in  exact  conformity  with  the  rule  of  dis- 
tribution prescribed  in  that  provision.  What  would  have  constituted  under  the  said 
provision  a  proper  basis  for  an  apportionment  then  must  be  deemed  to  be  equally  such 
under  the  same  provision  at  a  more  remote  period,  whatever  alteration  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  captors  with  regard  to  grade  or  pay  may  have  taken  place  in  the  mean 
time.  The  rule  of  distribution  adverted  is  not  liable  to  be  varied,  as  I  conceive,  either 
to  augment  or  diminish  any  of  the  individual  interests  or  shares  of  the  captors  rela- 
tive to  each  other  by  circumstances  affecting  the  rank  or  comi>ensarion  of  some  of  the 
captors  which  may  arise  subsequent  to  the  capture  of  th»  prize,  or,  indeed,  by  any 
thing  short  of  a  legislative  enactn.eut  plainly  authorizing  it. 


CAPTORS    OF    RAM    ALBEMARLE. 


**  ^  Reji^ardiMl  from  this  point  of  view,  the  promotion  of  a  naval  officer  to  whom  prize- 
money  is  distributable  in  proportion  to  his  pay,  where  it  has  been  conferred  after  the 
date  of  the  capture  of  the  prize,  can  have  no  effect  whatever  upon  the  distribntion  of 
the  money,  though  by  the  promotion  he  became  entitled  (we  will  suppose)  to  increased 
pay  from  and  including  that  date.  The  rate  of  pay  which  such  officer  was  iu  receipt 
of  when  the  capture  was  made  is  the  measure  of  his  allowance  out  of  the  prize  pro- 
ceed.s,  not  the  increased  pay  resulting  from  the  promotion  afterward  bestowed  upon 
him.' 

"  Gootl  faith  towards  the  officers  and  sailors  of  our  Navy  *  requires  that  they  should 
in  all  cases  receive  their  prize-money^  according  to  the  terms  and  in  the  proportions 
prescribed  by  the  law  under  which  they  act. 

*'  'The  law  is  a  conditional  grant  by  Congress,  and  as  soon  as  the  conditions  are  ful- 
filled the  grant  becomes  absolut-e.' 

*' Their  'rights  are  based  upon  antecedent  facts  which  amount  to  an  execute  con- 
tract with  the  government.' 

''Attorney -General  Bates  held  that  the  rights  of  captors  vest  at  the  time  of  the  cap- 
ture.    He  says : 

'"Their  claim  is  a  legal  right,  granted  by  act  of  Congress,  and  as  the  claim  exists 
only  by  force  of  the  act,  it  must  be  made  and  enforced  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
act'    (Opinions,  vol.  xi,  page  102.) 

"  Such  of  the  captors  as  have  not  for  any  cause  received  their  full  share  of  the  prize- 
money  have  a  just  claim  on  the  government  unless  they  have  lost  or  surrendered  their 
claims  by  their  own  voluntary  acts. 

'"If  accounting  officers  err  designedly  or  by  mistake  in  making  payments,  the  loss 
must  fall  on  the  United  States.'  (Reverdy  Johnson,  Opinions  of  Attorney-General, 
vol.  V,  p.  183.) 

"  It  is  claimed  that  the  distribntion  was  still  more  radically  wrong  and  nnjnst,  and 
for  another  reason.  By  the  fourth  clause  of  section  10  of  the  prize  law  of  1864,  before 
qnoted,  it  is  provided  that  the  commander  of  a  'single  ship  shall  be  entitled  to  one- 
tenth  part  of  all  the  prize-money  awarded  to  the  ship  under  his  command,  if  such  ship 
at  the  time  of  the  capture  was  under  the  command  of  a  commanding  officer  of  the  fleet 
or  sqnadrou,  or  a  division.' 

*'  It  is  claimed  that  the  torpedo-boat  was  a  Hngle  ship  under  and  within  the  true  la- 
tent of  this  provision.  That  she  was  acting  under  the  command  of  the  commander  of 
a  fleet  is  admitted,  and  the  court,  in  their  decree  awarding  prize-money  to  the  officers 
of  the  sriuadron  and  giving  all  the  rest  to  the  vessel  making  the  capture,  give  strength 
to  the  claim.  The  torpedo-boat  lefc  the  fleet  in  Albemarle  Sound  and  maae  its  wtfy,  in 
the  nightf  up  the  river  alojie,  making  the  capture  early  in  the  morning.  She  was,  in 
fact,  commanded,  as  is  universally  known,  by  Lieut.  W.  B.  Cnshing.  She  was  fsr 
beyond  the  reach  or  aid  of  an^  other  vessel  of  the  fleet.  Her  officers  and  crew  were 
mostly  voliintet^rs  from  the  various  vessels  of  the  fleet  for  this  especial  expedition  and 
service.  Upon  these  facts,  which  cannot  be  denied,  it  is  claimed  with  mach  reason 
that  she  was  a  'single  ship,'  and  that  being  a  single  ship  the  law  will  presame  she 
had  a  commander,  and  that  her  actual  commander,  Cnshing,  was  entitled  to  all  the 
rights  and  privtle«redof  the  commander  of  a  single  ship  making  capture,  and  no  more. 
Should  this  be  held  to  be  the  correct  view,  then  Lieatenant  (fushing  was  entitled  to 
only  ouH-t^Mith  of  the  prize-money  awarded  to  the  torpedo-boat,  and  the  balance  sboald 
have  been  distributed  amjug  the  others  doing  duty  on  board  in  proportion  to  their 
rates  of  pay  in  the  service. 

"  The  following  table  will  show  what  the  proportions  of  the  prize-money  of  each  per- 
son was  under  such  a  coustructiou,  and  who  have  been  overpaid,  and  how  much  i»  * 
now  due  to  the  others : 


Pay. 


Name. 


True 
amount. 


1,300 
1,000 
1,000 
480 
4S0 
480 
360 
240 
192 
192 
192 
168 
168 
168 


•0,  420 


W.B.Caahing $25,128  43 

F.H  Swain I    46,793  80 

W.Stotesbury 35,226  00 

C.  L.  Steever 

W.L.  Howarth 

T.S.Gav !    16,908 

J.  Woo<(man i    16,908 

S.Hlgj5in8 , 

K-Harbilton 

E.  J.  Houghton 

B.  Harlov   


W.  Smith 
R.  H.  King 
II.  WilkeH 
L.  Demins 


35.226  00 
16, 908  48 
48 
48 
12, 681  36 
8,454  24 
6.763  39 
6.763  39 
6,  763  39 
5. 919  62 
5,  919  62 
5,  919  61 


251,284  29 


Amount 
paid. 

$56,056  27 

31. 102  50 

23. 925  00 

23,  925  00 

35,887  50 

28, 710  00 

11,484  00 

8,613  01 

5, 702  01 

4,508  60 

4, 593  60 

4,593  60 

4,019  40 

4,  010  40 

4, 019  40 


Exoem. 


Due. 


251,284  29 


$30,927  84  I 


18,979  02 
11, 801  52 


61. 708  38 


$14,691  OO 
11,301  00 
11.301  00 


5,434  48 
4.068  35 
2,712  23 
2,169  79 
2,169  79 
2,169  79 
t900  22 
1,900  22 

ilooosi 


*  Hates,  $35. 226  on  $1  of  pay. 
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k( 


Tbe  court,  by  iniplicatiou,  may  be  said  to  have,  decided  against  tbia  view  of  tbo  sub- 
ject, and  yet  tbe  decree  does  not  Bbow,  nor  do  we  know,  wbetber  tbe  court  considered 
tbe  question  wbetber  tbe  vessel  making  tbe  cu]>tiire  was  a  single  8bip,  or  wbetber  ber 
•commander  was  entitled  to  more  tbau  one-teutb  of  tbe  prize-money,  nor  did  tbe  court 
ill  terms  decbire  otberwise.  Tbe  various  legal  queRtions  raised  in  this  controversy 
should  be  Judicially  determined  before  any  redistribution  of  prize-money  can  be  made 
ivbich  cannot  be  hereafter  disturbed.  AVbile  your  committee  is  fully  satisfied  that 
^ross  injustice  has  been  done  to  some  of  tbe  cuptoi*Sf  and  that  tbe  distribution  was 
vrong  upon  every  possible  theory'  of  sound  lc*gal  construction,  they  do  not  think  Con- 
gress should  undertake  to  decide*  upon  a  case  which  a  court  could  pass  upon  after  full 
Argument  so  much  better  and  so  much  more  satisfactorily  to  tbe  captors  and  to  the 
government. 

^'It  is  therefore  recommended  that  the  claimants  be  permitted  to  prosecute  their 
-claims  in  tbe  Court  of  Claims,  where  tbe  government  can  make  any  legal  defense 
which  may  be  open  to  it,  and  that  therefore  the  bill  accompanying  tbisreport  be  passed.'' 


APPENDIX. 
Exhibit  k.^Decree  of  Jugusij  1875. 

District  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

At  the  United  States  court-rooms,  in  the  city  of  Washington,  on  tbe  21st  day  of 
August,  A.  D.  Ib75.    Present,  Andrew  Wylie,  justice. 


The  United  States 
The  Rebel  Ram  Albemarle,  her  tackle,  & 


}  No. 
c.  S 


14H.     In  prize.     Decree  of  dis- 
tribution. 


A  final  decree  of  condemnation  of  the  rebel  ram  Albermale  having  been  duly  rendered 
herein  by  the  court,  and  it  appearing,  by  tbe  papers  filed  in  court  under  tbe  seal  of 
therNavy  Department,  that  the  said  rebel  ram,  having  been  taken  and  appropriated 
by  the  Government  of  tbe  United  States  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  was  appraised 
at  the  sum  and  value  of  (979,944)  seventy-nine  thousand  nine  hundred  and  forty-four 
dollars ; 

And  it  further  appearing  that  the  aggregate  sum  of  the  costs  and  disbursements 
herein,  together  witli  the  allowance  made  to  tbe  counsel  for  captors  under  a  special 
stipulation  filed  with  the  papers  in  the  case,  and  as  the  adjustment  of  the  same,  pur- 
suant to  the  act  of  June  30,  1864,  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  clerk,  is  two  thousand  six 
handred  and  forty-five  dollars  and  thirty  cents  ($2,645.30),  and  that  the  net  amount  for 
distribution  on  the  basis  of  the  said  adjustment  is,  therefore,  the  sum  of  seventy -seven 
thonsand  two  hundred  and  ninety -eight  dollars  and  seventy  cents  ($77,t^8. 70) : 

It  is  now  ordered  and  decreed,  on  the  motion  of  the  district  attorney,  tbe  counsel  for 
the  captors  assenting  to  the  same,  that  the  aforesaid  net  amount  be  deposited  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  Unit«d  States,  and  be  distributed  according  to  law. 

And  it  further  appearing  that  the  papers  filed  in  said  cause  under  the  seal  of  the  Navy 
Department,  and  the  affidavit  in  behalf  of  the  captors,  show  what  public  ship  is  entitled 
to  share  in  the  said  prize,  and  whether  the  said  prize  was  of  superior,  equal,  or  inferior 
force  to  the  vessel  making  the  capture,  and  there  being  no  confiicting  claim :  Now, 
therefore,  it  is  adjudged  and  decreed  that  the  prize  was  of  superior  force  to  the  vessel 
making  the  capture,  and  that  tbe  whole  of  the  residue  of  saia  valuation  be  paid  to  the 
captors,  as  follows : 

One-twentieth  of  said  residue  to  tbe  officer  commanding  the  North  Atlantic  block- 
ading squadron  at  the  time  of  said  capture;  one-hundredth  part  of  said  residue  to  the 
fleet  captain  of  said  North  Atlantic  blockading  squadron  (three'ttoentielhH  of  said  resi- 
due  to  the  officer  commanding  the  torpedo^launch  capturing  said  prize),*  and  tbe  it^mainder 
distribut'Cd  to  tbe  other  persons  doing  duty  on  board  said  torpedo-launch,  in  proportion 
to  their  respective  rates  of  pay  in  tbe  service. 

By  order  of  the  court. 

(Signed)  A.  W. 

*The8e  words  in  italics  were  struck  out  of  the  original  draft  of  the  decree. 
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Exhibit  B. — Decree  of  February  11,  1873. 
In  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Colnmbia. 


Thk  United  States 
va. 
The  Rebel  Ram  Albrrmarle 


>  Prize. 


This  cause  coming  od  to  be  heard,  and  for  final  decree,  the  district  attorney  of  the 
United  Stat4'N  for  the  district  of  Colniobi a  appeared  for  the  United  Statea,  and  the  cap- 
tors were  rejnvsented  by  their  proctors,  whereupon  the  proceedinffs  were  read  and  con- 
sidered ;  and  it  appearing  to  the  court  that  on  the  first  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1872,  an  act  of 
Congress  wbh  approved  by  the  President  requiring  the  court  to  take  up  and  re-examine 
this  cause,  that  the  captors  might  obtain  an  appraisal  such  as  is  reqniredby  the  prize- 
laws  of  Congress;  and  that  on  the  third  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1872,  Commander  WiUiam 
B.  Cushing,  of  the  United  States  Navy,  who  commanded  the  expedition  on  board  the 
torpedo-launch  which  captured  the  said  prize,  filed  in  this  court  his  petition  on  behalf 
of  himself  and  the  other  captors  praying  the  order  of  this  court  for  such  appraisement; 
whereupon  a  board  of  appraisers  was  appointed  to  make  such  appraisement,  and  notice 
was  directed  to  be  given,  and  was  given  by  public  advertisement  of  these  procAedings 
to  all  persons  claiming  to  be  interested  therein,  for  the  term  of  three  weeks,  and  after  the 
expiration  thereof  the  said  board  returned  their  appraisement  valuing  the  said  prize- 
at  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  eighty -two  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty-six  dollars 
and  ninety  cents  (|282,856.90),  to  which  report  no  exceptions  were  filed,  either  by  the 
United  States  or  the  captors,  and  the  same  was,  on  the  9th  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1872, 
ratified  and  confirmed;  and  that  thereafter,  on  the  8th  day  of  January,  1873,  Conffress 
made  an  appropriation  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  pay  the  captors  of  the 
said  prize  the  sum  of  two  huudred  and  two  thousand  nine  hundred  and  twelve  dollars 
and  ninety  cents,  being  the  difference  between  the  value  of  the  said  vessel  as  appraised 
under  tiie  order  of  this  court  and  the  amount  heretofore  deposited  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  with  the  assistant  treasurer  of  the  United  States  as  part  of  the  value  of  said 
prize,  which  sum  of  two  hundred  and  two  thousand  nine  hundred  and  twelve  dollars 
and  ninety  cents  ($202,912.90)  has  been  deposited  with  the  assistant  treasurer  of  the 
United  States,  at  Washington,  subject  to  the  order  of  this  court ; 

And  it  being  further  seen  that  on  the  12th  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1872,  Commander  Wm. 
H.  Macomb,  United  States  Navy,  filed  his  petition  in  this  court,  claiming  to  share  in 
the  prize  as  commander  of  a  division  of  the  North  Atlantic  blockading  squadron,  and 
has  offered  evidence  to  prove  his  claim  as  commanding  such  division;  and  it  being 
farther  seen  that  on  the  5th  day  of  August,  1872,  William  Peterkin,  and  on  the  9tn 
day  of  January,  A.  D.  1873,  Wilson  P.  Burlingame,  filed  their  petitions,by  leave  of  the 
court',  claiming  a  share  in  the  prize,  as  having  been  part  of  the  crow  of  a  cutter  which 
aoGompanied  uie  torpedo-launch  on  the  expedition  to  capture  the  prize,  but  was  or- 
dered back  before  the  attack  was  made,  but  neither  of  said  petitioners  having  offered 
any  evidence  to  support  their  claim  ;  while  on  the  other  hand,  the  persons  doing  duty 
on  the  torpedo-launch  have  offered  evidence  to  prove  that  the  said  cutter  was  not 
within  signal  distance  of  the  torpedo-launch  at  the  time  of  the  capture,  nor  under  cir- 
cumstances nor  in  a  condition  to  render  any  aid  ;  and  at  this  hearing  no  objection  is 
made  on  the  part  of  said  petitioners,  Burlingame  and  Peterkin : 

Now,  therefore,  it  is,  this  eleventh  day  of  February,  A.  D.  1873,  ordered,  acyadoed, 
and  decreed  that,  of  the  said  amount  of  two  hundred  and  two  thousand  nine  hundred 
and  twelve  dollars  and  ninety  cents  ($202,912.90)  there  to  be  paid  into  the  hands  of  the 
marshal  of  the  District  of  Columbia  the  sum  of  seven  thousand  and  seventy -six  dollars- 
and  fifty-one  cent>s  ($7,076.51),  to  be  by  him  paid  according  to  the  bill  of  costs  taxed 
and  allowed  by  this  court,  and  that  the  residue  of  said  sum  so  as  aforesaid  appropri- 
ated, to  wit,  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  ninety -five  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
thirty-six  dollars  and  thirty-nine  cents  ($195,836.39)  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States,  to  be  distributed  as  follows,  that  is  to  say :  one-twentieth  part 
thereof  to  the  officer  commanding  the  North  Atlantic  blockading  squadron,  one  hun- 
dredth part  thereof  to  the  fleet  captain  of  the  said  blockading  squadron,  one-fiftieth 
?art  thereof  to  the  officer  commanding  that  division  of  the  said  sauadron  called  the 
division  of  the  Sounds  of  North  Carolina,  together  with  the  furtner  sum  of  fifteen 
hundred  and  forty-five  dollars  and  ninety  cents  ($1,545.90),  being  one-fiftieth  part  of 
the  sum  heretofore  decreed  by  this  court  to  be  distributed  ;  and  that  the  remainder 
be  distributed  to  the  persons  doing  duty  on  the  torpedo-launch  in  proportion  to  their 
respective  rates  of  pay  in  the  service. 

(Signed)  D.  C.  HUMPHREYS, 

Justice* 

Filed  FeVy  11,  187.3. 
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Exhibit  C. — Opinion  of  the  Attorney-General. 

Department  of  Justice, 

Washington,  Deoemher  10,  1675. 
Hon.  Oeokge  M.  Robeson. 

Secretary  of  the  Navy : 

Sir  :  Yonr  letter  of  the  9th  of  Juue  last,  in  relation  to  the  distribution  that  has 
already  been  made  of  the  prize-money  adjudged  to  the  captors  of  the  rebel  ram  Albe- 
marle, snbmits  for  my  consideration  the  following  questions,  which  have  arisen  since 
8uch  distribntion,  namely : 

Ist.  Were  our  Nl^vy  officers  in  October,  1S64,  who  were  promoted  to  take  rank  on  a 
certain  day  then  past,  entitled  to  the  par  of  the  promoted  rank,  provided  they  were 
doine  duty  in  such  rank  f  If  so,  are  officers  who  are  entitled  to  prize-money  in  pro- 
portion to  their  pay  so  entitled  in  proportion  to  the  pay  of  the  increased  rank  f 

dd.  Is  the  commander  of  a  single  ship  limited  to  one-tenth  of  all  the  prize-money 
awarded  to  his  ship,  if  the  amount  to  which  he  would  be  entitled,  if  paid  according 
to  his  rank,  exceeoed  such  one-tenth  f 

3d.  Is  picket-boat  No.  1,  as  at  the  time  of  the  destruction  of  the  Albemarle,  to  be 
considered,  either  in  fact  or  nnder  the  decree  of  the  court,  a  "  single  ship,'^  under  the 
command  of  a  commanding  officer  of  a  fleet  or  squadron  f 

The  tirst  question  contains  two  distinct  branches,  which  it  is  thought  expedient  to 
deal  with  here  in  their  inverse  order.  The  answer  to  the  latter  of  these  branches  de- 
pends upon  the  meaning  and  effect  of  the  statutory  provision  requiring  a  certain  por- 
tion of  the  proceeds  of  a  prize  to  be  distributed  '^  among  all  others  doing  duty  on 
board,  *  *  *  and  borne  upon  the  books  of  the  ship,  in  proportion  to  their  re- 
spective rates  of  pay  in  the  service.''  (See  prize  law  of  Ib&l,  13  Statutes,  p.  310.) 
But  the  only  terms  of  this  provision  which  it  is  material  to  consider  in  this  connection 
are  the  words  "  their  reei>ecti  ve  rates  of  pay  in  the  service."    What  is  meant  thereby  f 

I  think  these  words  signify  the  rates  of  pay  actually  established  and  to  which  the 
parties  concerned  were  entitled  at  the  time  of  th^  capture  of  the  prize.  Had  the  condem- 
nation and  distribution  in  the  case  of  the  Albemarle  occurred  prior  to  the  promotion 
of  any  of  those  who  took  part  in  the  capture,  it  is  very  clear  tbat  an  apportionment 
of  the  prize  proceeds  among  such  of  the  captors  as  came  under  the  operation  of  the 
above-mentioned  provision,  based  upon  their  respective  rates  of  pay  in  the  service  at 
the  time  of  the  oapinre,  would  have  been  in  exact  conformity  with  the  rule  of  distribu- 
tion prescribed  m  that  provision.  What  would  have  constituted  under  the  said  pro- 
vision a  proper  basis  for  an  apportionment  then,  must  be  deemed  to  be  equally  such  under 
the  same  provision  at  a  more  remote  period,  whatever  alteration  in  the  condition  of 
the  captors  with  regard  to  grade  or  pay  may  have  taken  place  in  the  mean  time.  The 
rule  of  distribution  adverted  to  is  not  liable  to  be  varied,  as  I  conceive,  either  to  aug- 
ment or  diminish  any  of  the  individual  interests  or  shares  of  the  captors  relative  to 
each  other,  by  circumstances  affecting  the  rank  or  compensation  of  some  of  the  captors 
which  may  arise  subsequent  to  the  capture  of  the  prize,  or,  indeed,  by  anything  short 
of  a  legislative  enactment  plainly  authorizing  it. 

Regarded  from  this  point  of  view,  the  promotion  of  a  naval  officer  to  whom  prize- 
money  is  distributable  in  proportion  to  his  pay,  where  it  has  been  conferred  after  the 
date  of  the  capture  of  the  prize,  can  have  no  effect  whatever  upon  the  distribution  of 
the  money,  though  by  the  promotion  he  became  entitled  (we  will  suppose)  to  increased 
pay  from  and  including  that  date.  The  rate  of  pay  which  such  ofBcer  was  in  receipt 
of  when  the  capture  was  made  is  the  measure  of  his  allowance  out  of  the  prize  proceeds, 
not  the  increased  pay  resulting  from  the  promotion  afterward  bestowed  upon  him. 

Accordingly,  the  latter  branch  of  your  first  question  is  answered  in  the  negative, 
and  it  is  presumed  that  this  answer  renders  unnecessary  any  response  to  the  other 
branch  of  the  same  question. 

Answering  your  second  question  in  the  same  general  terms  in  which  it  is  stated,  I 
say,  yes.  Tne  prize-law  above  cited  gives  to  the  *^  commander  of  a  sinele  ship,^'  under 
some  circumstances,  one-tenth,  and  under  others  three'tweniiethe  of  the  prize-money 
awarded  to  his  vessel,  and  there  being  no  other  provision  made  for  him  out  of  the 
prize-money  so  awarded,  he  is  of  necessity  restrict^  to  the  one-tenth  or  the  three- 
twentieths,  as  the  case  may  be.  He  caiinot,  therefore,  share  '*  according  to  his  rank  ^* 
when  that  would  give  him  more  than  the  proportion  just  mentioned. 

Tour  third  inquiry  appears  to  involve  two  questions:  1st.  Whether  ''picket-boat 
Ko.  1"  was  at  the  time  of  the  capture  a  ''single  ship"  within  the  meaning  of  the 
provision  of  the  prize-law  Just  referred  to.  2d.  Whether  it  was  then  under  tne  com- 
mand of  a  commanding  officer  of  a  fleet  or  squadron.  The  latter  of  these  is  purely  a 
question  of  fact,  and  as  such  inappropriate  for  the  consideration  of  the  Attorney- 
General.  Its  solution  may  be  readily  had,  I  imagine,  by  reference  to  the  records  of 
the  Navy  Department.  With  respect  to  the  former,  the  papers  submitted  do  not  con- 
tain sufficient  iuformation  to  enable  me  to  reach   a  satistactory  conclusion  on  the 
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fiiibject.  By  the  decree  of  the  court  the  prize  was  awarded  solely  to  the  vensel  men- 
tioned, but  thiH  determines  uothiug  in  relation  to  the  real  point  presented,  which  is 
whether  the  vessel  should  be  considerecl  a  "shin"  or  not  under  the  provisions  of  the 
l)rize-law  to  which  reference  is  above  made.  This  point  seems  to  require  for  its  in- 
telligent consideration  something  more  definite  and  specific  touching  the  description 
of  the  boat,  its  size,  character,  complement  of  officers  and  men,  &c.,  than  is  found  in 
the  papers  before  me.  The  papers  received  with  your  letter  are  herewith  returned. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 
(Signed)  EDWARDS  PIERREPONT. 


Exhibit  D. 

TREASUKY  DEPAIfOlKNT. 

Be  it  remembered  that  S.  J.  W.  Tabor,  esq.,  who  certified  the  annexed  papers,  is 
now,  and  was  at  the  time  of  doing  so,  Fourth  Auditor  of  the  Treasury,  and  that  full 
faith  and  credit  are  due  to  his  official  attestations. 

In  testimony  whereof  I,  Chas.  F.  Conant,  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
Unified  States,  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  to  be  affixed  the  seal  of 
this  department,  at  the  city  of  Washington,  this  1st  day  of  February,  in  the  year  of 
our  Lord  1877. 

[SEAL.]  CHAS.  F.  CONANT, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


Treasury  Department, 
Fourth  Auditor's  Office,  Nor.  :kf,  1865. 

Sir:  On  the  5th  of  October  last  an  order  was  received  from  you  to  change  the 
rank  of  Wm.  L.  Howarth,  on  the  prize-list  of  the  '^  picket-boat*'  for  destruction  of  the 
Albemarle,  from  acting  ensign  to  acting  master,  and  pay  him  accordingly.  This  wa^ 
done.  Subsequently,  on  the  12th  of  October,  you  issuecl  an  order  for  a  new  distribu- 
tion of  said  prize,  which  materially  changed  the  shares  of  the  captors.  Acting  Mas. 
Howarth  had  already  been  paid  his  shares  of  the  prize  under  the  first  distribution, 
with  the  additional  which  the  change  from  acting  ensign  to  acting  master  ^ave  him. 
This  difference  gave  him  an  overplus  of  $1,821.36  to  which  he  was  not  entitled,  but 
had  nevertheless  been  paid  by  your  order  as  above  stated.  He  was  at  once  ordered 
to  i^turn  the  amount  stated,  but  as  yet  nothing  has  been  heard  from  him.  If  he  is 
still  in  the  service  and  subject  to  orders  from  your  department,  1  would  suggest  that 
you  take  such  a  course  as  will  immediately  reimburse  the  government  in  the  amount 
referred  to. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W^  A.  CROMWELL, 

Acting  Auditor, 

lion.  Gideon  Wells, 

Se&y  of  the  Navy, 

A  true  copy. 

S.  J.  W.  TABOR, 

Auditor, 


U.  S.  Ship  Constellation. 

Annapolis,  Md,,  Jan.  20M,  1873. 

Sir:  I  would  respectfully  state  that  in  the  first  distribution  of  prize-money  for  the 
destmction  of  the  rebel  ram  Albemarle,  certain  officers  received  their  share  thereof 
from  the  date  of  their  promotion  as  a  reward  for  gallant  service  in  said  destruction. 
I  was  promoted  from  the  same  date,  October  27th,  1864,  and  in  the  distribution 
about  to  be  made  I  would  respectfully  ask  that  I  may  be  allowed  my  share  thereof 
according  to  the  rank  and  pay  of  acting  ensign  instead  of  master's  mate.  The  records 
of  the  department  will  show  that  my  statements  are  correct. 
Very  respectfully,  your  ob't  serv't, 

THOMAS  S.  GAY, 
Sailmaker,  V.  S,  N,,  Late  Act,  Ensign. 

Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

4th  Auditor  of  the  Treasury,  Washington ,  D,  C, 

A  true  copy. 

S.  J.  W.  TABOR, 

Auditor. 
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TREASrnY  DErARTMENT, 

Fourth  Auditor^s  Office,  January  25,  1873. 

Sir:  Enclosod  I  transmit  the  statemeut  of  Sailmaker  Tlioma«  S.  Gay,  which  is  cor- 
rect. Commander  W.  B.  Cushiuf(  received  his  share  of  the  prize  as  a  lieut.  corad'r  at 
a  salary  of  $2,343.00,  thoach  at  the  time  of  capture  his  actual  pay  was  that  of  a  lieu- 
tenant. Acting  Ensign  W.  L.  Howarth  receivecl  his  share  thereof  as  an  acting  master 
with  a  salary  of  $1,500.00,  when  his  actual  pay  was  $1,200.00. 

Under  the  department's  letter  of  April  3d,  1872,  Mr.  Gay,  with  the  others,  would 
seem  to  he  entitled  to  his  share  of  said  prize  as  an  acting  ensign. 

I  would  also  ask  the  department  whether,  nnder  the  law  of  June  30,  1864,  Com- 
mander CushiuK  would  be  considered  as  an  odicer  in  command  of  a  single  ship,  and 
as  such,  entitled  to  his  share  of  said  prize,  according  to  the  fourth  provision  of  the 
tenth  section  of  said  act. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully, 
(Signe<l)  "  STEPHEN  J.  W.  TABOR, 

Auditor* 

Hon.  Geo.  M.  Robeson, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
A  true  copy. 

Auditor. 


Treasury  Department, 
Fourth  Auditor'8  Office,  February  21«t,  1874. 

Hon.  Geo.  M.  Robeson, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy : 

Sir  :  The  facts  in  the  case  of  the  distribution  of  the  bounty  awarded  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  ram  Albemarle,  called  for  by  endorsement  upon  a  communication  from  Jas. 
Fullerton,  referred  by  you  to  this  office  on  the  19th  inst.,  are  as  follows: 

The  first  distribution  was  made  nnder  an  order  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
dated  Aug.  28th,  1865,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  enclosed  marked  ^' A.''  It  will  be 
observed  that  the  order  requires  distribution  to  be  made  "in  accordance  with  the  de- 
cree transmitted,  which  decree  provided  that  the  money  should  ^^  be  paid  to  the  captors 
as  follows:  ''One-twentieth  to  the  officer  commanding  the  North  Atlantic  blockaisUng 
squadron  at  the  time  of  said  capture ;  hundredth  part  to  the  fleet-captain  of  the  said 
North  Atlantic  blockading  squadron,  and  the  remainder  distributed  to  the  persons  do- 
ing duty  on  board  said  torpedo-launch  in  the  proportion  to  their  respective  rates  of 
pay  in  the  service."  The  list  accompanying  the  order  was  prepared  in  the  usnnl  form 
siffned  by  Paymr.  F.  H.  Swan,  and  approved  by  Lt.  Comdr.  W.  B.  Gushing.  The  name 
ox  W.  B.  Gushing  appeared  thereon  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant-commander,  W.  L. 
Howarth  as  act.  ensign,  and  T.  S.  Gay  as  m.  mate ;  each  received  his  share  according 
to  the  rate  of  pay  attached  to  the  rank  given  npon  the  list.  In  the  following  month 
of  October  a  letter  was  addressed  to  me  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  (copy  euclosed 
marked  **  B"),  upon  the  receipt  of  which  an  order  was  issued  to  check  against  the  pay 
of  Lt.  Comdr.  Gushing  the  sum  of  $2,840.12,  on  account  of  the  excess  of  bounty-money 
allowed  for  the  destruction  of  the  Albemarle. 

This  amount  was  repaid  to  him  March  28th,  1867,  upon  claim  presented  in  due  form, 
snpported  by  a  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  (copy  enclosed  n  arked  '*  C '').  The 
question  of  the  rank  of  the  three  officers  mentioned  was  a^ain  raised  at  the  time  of  the 
second  award,  and  was  referred  to  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  his  decision.  A 
copy  of  his  letter,  fixing  the  rank  and  pa^  to  be  recognized  in  the  distribution,  is  en- 
closed marked  **  D.^'  The  decree  of  court  in  this  case  contained  the  same  instructions 
qnoted  from  the  first  in  this  letter,  with  the  addition  of  the  following  clause  inserted 
after  the  words  ^* fleet-captain,  &c.":  '*  One-fiftieth  part  thereof  to  the  officer  com- 
manding the  division  of  the  said  squadron  called  the  Division  of  the  Sound  of  North 
Carolina,  together  with  the  further  sum  of  fifteen  hundred  and  forty-five  dollars  and 
ninety  cents  (11,545.90),  being  one-fiftieth  part  of  the  sum  heretofore  decreed  by  this 
court  to  be  distributed."  The  distribution  was  made  in  strict  accordance  with  the 
above-mentioned  orders,  and  payment  has  been  made  to  all  persons  entitled  to  share, 
or  their  legal  representatives. 

The  communication  of  Mr.  Fullerton  is  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully,  your  ob't  si-rvant, 

STEPHEN  J.  W.  TABOS, 

Auditor. 

A  true  copy. 

S.  J.  W.  TABOR, 

Auditor. 
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Navy  Department,  October  5,  1866. 

Sir  :  Please  place  the  name  of  Wm.  L.  Howarth  upon  the  prize-list  for  the  deBtmc- 
tion  of  the  ram  Albemarle,  to  rank  as  acting  master  instead  of  acting  ensign. 
Very  respectfiilly, 

G.  WELLES, 
Secretory  of  the  Nary. 
8.  J.  W.  Tabor,  Esq., 

Fourth  Auditor. 

A  tnie  copy. 

8.  J.  W.  TABOB, 
^  Auditor, 

Treasury  Department,  Fourth  Auditor's  Office, 

March  9,  1876. 
Hon.  Geo.  M.  Robeson, 

Secretary  of  the  Nary : 

Sir  :  The  papers  relating  to  the  destmction  of  the  ram  Albemarle,  transmitted  with 
your  letter  of  the  11th  ulto^  have  been  received  and  filed  in  this  otfice.  In  acknowl- 
edging the  receipt  thereof  I  take  the  opportunity  to  restate  the  facts  submitted  in  a 
former  letter  as  to  the  manner  of  distributing  this  award. 

The  first  distribution  was  made  under  an  order  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
dated  Aug.  *2S,  1865.  direbting  me  to  distribute  the  money  *'in  accordance  with  the 
decree  transmitted.^^  The  court,  in  the  decree  referred  to,  prescribed  the  mode  of  dis- 
tribution in  specific  terms  as  follows :  ''One-twentieth  to  the  ofilcer  commanding  the 
North  Atlantic  blockading  souadron  at  the  time  of  said  capture;  one-hundredth  part 
to  the  fleet-captain  of  the  saia  North  Atlantic  blockading  squadron,  and  the  remainder 
distributed  to  the  persons  doing  duty  on  board  said  torpedo-launch  in  proportion  to 
their  respective  rates  of  pay  in  the  service." 

The  list  of  persons  entitled  to  share,  accompanjring  the  order,  was  prepared  in  the 
usual  form,  signed  by  Paymr.  F.  H.  Swan,  and  approved  by  Lieut.  Comdr.  W.  B. 
Gushing,  and  each  person  was  allowed  to  sharing  according  to  the  rate  of  pay  attached 
to  the  rank  given  upon  this  list. 

The  seooua  distribution  was  made  February  27,  1873.  The  decree  of  the  court  in 
this  case  contained  the  same  instructions  as  quoted  from  the  first  in  this  letter,  with 
thejtdditioii  of  the  following  clause  appearing  after  the  words  '' fieet-captain,  &c.": 
**  One-fiftieth  part  thereof  to  the  officer  commanding  the  division  of  the  said  squadron 
called  the  Division  of  the  Sounds  of  North  Carolina,  together  with  the  fhrther  sum  of 
fifteen  hundred  and  forty-five  dollars  and  ninety  cents  (11.545.90),  being  one-fiftieth 
part  of  the  sum  heretofore  decreed  by  this  court  to  be  distriDuted.''  Distribntlon  was 
made  as  before  in  strict  accordance  to  the  decree  and  orders  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy. 

The  respective  rates  of  pay  of  Messrs.  Cushiug,  Howarth,  and  Gay  were  fixed  in 
this  instance  by  direct  instructious  from  the  Secretary  of  tne  Navy.  The  question 
havinff  been  raised  whether  the  torpedo-launch  was  at  the  time  of  this  capture  a 
''single  ship,''  within  the  meaning  of  the  prize-law  of  June  30th,  1864, 1  have  to  say 
that  It  does  not  appear  to  have  been  so  recognized  by  the  court  in  the  decree  referred  to. 
and  that  (he  prize-list  and  records  of  this  office  show  that  these  persons  were  attached 
to  and  borne  upon  the  rolls  of  other  vessels  or  station,  and  continued  so  attached 
until  regularly  transferred  at  subsequent  periods.  I  will  say,  further,  that  in  m^  judg- 
ment the  distribution  was  in  all  respects  just  and  fair  and  in  conformity  with  the 
intent  of  the  law  of  Congress  authorizing  the  award. 

Should  a  redistribution  be  determined  upon,  the  money  required  would  have  to  be 
appropriated  by  act  of  Congress,  for  the  reason  that  the  entire  amount  awarded  has 
been  paid  to  the  captors  or  their  legal  representatives. 

8.  J.  W.  TABOR,  Auditor. 

A  true  copy. 

S.  J.  W.  TABOR,  Auditor. 

New  York,  May  11,  1865. 

Sir  :  Inclosed  please  find  a  list  of  the  officers  and  men  composing  the  expedition 
which  destroyed  the  rebel  ram  Albemarle  : 

*  <  Lieut.  Commdr. 

(  Lieut.  W.  B.  Cusbing,  commanding Monticello. 

A.  A.  Paym'r  Francis  H.  Swan Otsego. 

Act.  Ensign  Wm.  L.  Howarth. 

*In  the  original  list  the  word  "Lieutenant"  has  been  struck  out  and  the  words 
"Lieut.  Coniimlr.  "  wrlMeii  over  it  in  a  handwriting  dillereut  from  that  of  the  iMxly 
of  the  list. 
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Aet.  Master's  Mat«  John  Woodman  Commodore  Hnll. 

Act.  Masters  Mate  Thos.  S.  Gay Otsego. 

Act  Third  Assistant  Engineer  Wm.  Stotesbnry Picket-boat. 

Act.  Third  Assistant  Engineer  Chas.  L.  Steever Otsego 

Sam'  IHiffffius,  first-class  fireman Picket-boat. 

Ricj^ord  E&milton,  ooal-heaver Hhararock. 

Vfm.  Smith,  ordinary  seaman Shickopee. 

Bernard  Harley,  ordinary  seaman Chickopee. 

Edw.  J.  Hanghton,  ordinary  seaman Chickonee. 

Lorenzo  Denning,  landsman Picket^ooat. 

Henry  Wilkes,  landsman Picket-boat. 

Robt.  H.  King,  landsman ^ Picket-boat. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

FRANCIS  H.  SWAN, 
A$H$iant  Paytiuisterf  United  StuUi  Nkvy^ 
To  Hon.  Gideon  Welles, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy^  ffaskingtOHj  D,  C, 

Approved : 

W,  P.   CUSHIXG, 

Lieut.  Comimd'r. 

A  true  copy  of  the  original  list  accompanying  the  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Nav.r 
for  distribution,  dated  August  28,  1865. 

S.  J.  W.  TABOR,  Auditor. 

Navy  Department, 
WaahingtOHy  August  28,  1865. 

Sir  :  Inclosed  herewith  is  prize-list  for  the  sinking  of  the  ram  Albemarle,  October 
27,  1864. 

The  amount  for  distribution  in  the  case  is  $77,298.70;  the  flag  oflicer,  D.  D.  Porter^ 
and  the  fleet  captain,  K.  R.  Breeee. 

Transmitted  also  is  the  decree  in  accordance  with  which  distribution  will  be  made,, 
and  which  you  will  please  return. 
Please  proceed  with  the  distribution. 
Very  respectfully, 

G.  WELLES, 
Secretary  of  the  Nary, 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor. 

A  true  copy. 

S.  J.  W.  TABOR,  Auditor. 


B. 

Navy  Department, 
Waahingtouy  October  12,  1865. 

Sir  :  The  rank  of  Lieutenant-Commander  Cushing  should  be  lieutenant,  and  that 
of  Acting  Master  Wm.  L.  Howarth  should  be  acting  ensign,  upon  the  prize-list  of  the- 
picket-launch  for  the  destruction  of  the  rebel  ram  Albemarle. 
Please  make  correction  and  distribution  accordingly. 
Very  respectfully, 

G.  WELLES, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor. 
A  true  copy. 

S.  J.  W.  TABOR,  Auditor. 


C. 

Navy  Department, 

Waahington,  March  28,  1867. 

Sir:  In  conformity  with  the  decision  under  an  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  in 
the  case  of  Surgeon  Wheelwright,  referred  to  in  a  letter  from  the  Fourth  Auditor  of 
this  department,  July  9,  1855,  and  with  the  practice  in  similar  cases  subsequently, 
Lieut.  Comdr.  Wm.  B.  Cashing  was  entitled  to  the  pay  of  his  grade  from  the  date  of 
his  rank,  October  27, 1874,  at  which  time  he  held  a  command  appropriate  to  the  grade, 
and  having  received  the  pay,  he  is  entitled  by  law  to  prize-money  as  of  that  grade  in 
case  of  the  Albemarle. 


12 


CAPTORS    OF   BAM   ALBEMARLE. 


The  onler  to  liim  to  refund  a  supposed  overpayment  having  been  inadvertently 
isaned,  bm  pay  should  be  allowed  him  in  the  bame  currency  in  which  he  would  have 
received  it  had  it  not  been  checked. 
Very  reflpectfully, 

G.  WELLES, 
Secretary  of  the  Nary. 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor  Treasury  D^artment, 
A  true  copy. 

8.  J.  W.  TABOR,  Auditor. 


Washington,  February  25, 1873. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  relating  to  the  method  of  distribution  of  the  award  to 
the  captors  of  the  Albemarle,  you  are  informed  that,  on  a  careful  review  of  all  the 
laws,  orders,  and  papers  in  the  case,  I  am  unable  to  see  any  legal  ground  for  distinc- 
tion between  the  cases  of  Lieutenant-Commander  Cushing  and  Messrs.  Howarth  and 
Gay,  and  am  therefore  of  opinion  that  the  same  principles  of  payment  should  apply 
to  all  these  officers.  If  it  were  entirely  a  new  question,  I  would  have  great  doubt  as 
to  whether  either  of  them  is  entitled  to  the  pay  of  the  higher  rank  claimed ;  but  as 
the  question  has  been  in  principle  decided  in  the  case  of  Lieutenant-Commander  Cash- 
ing, I  am  willing  to  let  the  matter  rest  as  I  find  it,  though  clearly  of  opinion,  espe- 
cially since  the  repeal  of  the  law  giving  higher  pay  for  higher  grade  of  duty,  that  there 
is  no  foundation,  either  in  law  or  fact,  for  any  distinction  between  his  case  and  the 
-others.  They  should  all  be  paid  on  the  same  principles  governing  in  Commander 
Cushing's  case. 

Very  respectfully, 

GEO.  M.  ROBESON, 

Secretary  of  the  Xary. 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor, 


A  true  copy. 


S.  J.  W.  TABOR, 

Auditor. 


Statement  ahowinp  names  of  all  persons  allotted  to  share  in  prize-money  awarded  for  thf 
destruction  of  the  ram  AlbemarlSf  amount  paid  to  each,  and  date  of  certifcate  issued  by 
Fourth  Auditor  for  payment 


Kftme. 


Rank. 


D.D.Porter 

KR.Breeae 

W.  H.  Macomb  (deceaaed) 
WilUam  B.  Caahing 


William  L.  Howarth. 
F.H.Swaii 


Thomas  S.Oay 

William  Stoteabary  (deoeaaed) . 


Charles  L.  Se«ver 

John  Woodman  (deceased) 

Samuel  ^ggins  (deceased) 

Richard  Hamilton 

Wmiam  Smith 

Bernard  ELarley 

Sdward  J.  Houghton  (deceased) 
Lorenao  Doming  (deceased) . . . . 

Henry  Wilkes 

Robert  H.  King  (deceased) .... 


Flag  officer 

Fleet  captain 

Diviaion  commander 

Lieutenant  com- 
mander. 

Acting  master 

Acting  assistant 
paymaster. 

Acting  ensign 

Third  assistant  en- 
gineer. 

...do 

Acting  master's  mate 

First-class  fireman . . 

Coal-heaver 

Ordinary  seaman 

do 

. .  ..do 

Landsman 

...do 

....do 


JO 

I   • 

f 


i 


9 

d 

s 
a 

s 

5 


a 


t 


ae 


el 


II 


a 


n 

a-* 
.a 


13,864  93 

772  06 

Nothing. 

17,062  58 

11,403  33 
10,477  07 

3, 868  81 
8,060  00 

8,060  00 
3,868  81 
2,901  50 
1,034  41 
1,547  53 
1,547  53 
1.547  53 
1,354  00 
1,354  00 
1,354  00 


Sept.  2,1865  $9,701  82 
Sept.  11, 1865  I  1. 058  37 

I  5,462  70 

Sept.  2S,  1865  38, 103  60 


Feb.  28,1873 

Feb.  28,1«73 

Mar.  3, 1873 

Feb.  27,1873 


Sept.  28, 1865  24,884  17  <  Feb.  27.1873 

Oct.  26, 1865  '20, 624  53  Feb.  28, 1873 

Oct.   12, 1865  24, 841  19  i  Feb.  27, 1873 

Oct.   20,1865,15,865  00  I  Feb.  28,1873 


Nov. 

Oct. 

Feb. 

Oct. 

Jan. 

Oct, 

Jan. 

Mar. 

Oct. 

Nov. 


8,1865 
16.1866 
15, 1873 
20,1865 

3,1866 
20.1865 
30,1866 
16,1866 
27. 1865 

2.1865 


15. 865  00 
,  7, 615  10 
5.711  51 
3.807  60 
3, 046  07 
3.046  07 
3, 046  07 
2,665  31 
2.665  31 
2,665  31 


Feb- 

Feb. 

Feb. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Oct. 

Mar. 

May 

Mar. 

Apr. 


26.1873 
28.1873 
28,1873 
28,1873 
26.1873 
20.1)«S 
17.1873 
19,1873 
12,1873 
16.1873 


Respectfully  submitted. 


TURASURT  DBPABTMBKT, 

Fourth  Auditor's  Ofiee,  January  30,  1877. 


STEPHEN  J.  W.  TABOR, 

Auditor. 
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E. 

Navy  Department, 
Washington,  April  24,  1877. 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  3d  instant  has  been  received,  and  its  contents  and  subject* 
matter  very  carefully  considered. 

It  seems  to  me  that  your  clients'  case  is  a  meritorious  one,  and  I  resret  that  I  hav& 
not  the  power  to  comply  with  your  request  in  their  behalf.  As  the  Albemarle  prize- 
fand  has  been  fully  distributed,  and  as  there  is  no  other  fund  which  I  can  lawfully 
order  to  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  the  captors  of  the  Albemarle,  whom  you  repre- 
sent, it  seems  to  me  that  they  must  look  to  Congress  for  the  relief  to  which  they  seem 
to  be  entitled. 

Very  respectfully, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
James  Fxtllertox,  Esq., 

Washington,  D,  C, 


47th  Gonobess,  )  SENATE.  /  Bepobt 

1st  Session.      i  \  No.  811. 

,.■;  '      ■    I  i    ■        .       '  I  ■      »  .1       ■    ■■  .  ■        ■       II  I  ■      ,1     I     *   ■  ■    ■    »    II  I    1 1  ZSSSBBCS9B:. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  10^  18d2.--Ozder6d  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BOLLINS,  firom  the  Committee  on  tbe  Diafcriet  of  Golombda,  sab- 

mitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bills  H.  E.  1768  and  S.  1913.] 

Ute  Committee  on  tke  District  of  Columbia^  to  whom  users  rs/enei  the  bilis 
{H.  R.  1708  and  6. 1913)  for  the  relief  of  WiUiam  BoteeUf  haf>B  ifonsid- 
erei  the  same^  and  resipeetfuUy  report : 

That  OD  November  15, 1872,  William  Bowen,  a  o<dor6d  man,  made  a 
propositioii  to  the  board  of  health  of  the  District  of  0(^ambia  to  fill  all 
lote  below  grade  in  the  District  without  expense  to  the  board  of  health, 
said  Bowen  expecting  to  receive  his  ccmipensation  in  the  shape  of  tax 
liens  on  tiie  proper^  improved.    The  board  of  health  accepted  this 

E reposition,  and  on  July  18, 1873,  William  Bowen  received  firom  said 
card  a  schedale  of  lots  having  stagnant  water  upon  them,  which  they 
desired  him  to  All,  ander  the  direction  of  the  surveyor  of  the  District. 
Bowen  did  this  work,  as  ordered,  and  the  District  surveyor  certified  that 
it  was  properly  done.  By  his  report  it  is  shown  that  Bowen  hauled  and 
deposited  several  thousand  cubic  yards  of  earth,  for  which  he  charged 
65  and  67  cents  per  cubic  yard,  and  the  assessor  of  the  District  assessed 
the  property  at  that  rate  to  pay  for  the  work.  B.  W.  McPherson.  for 
B.  T.  Meehan,  appealed  to  the  District  Commissioners  to  be  relieved  irom 
the  payment  of  this  tea,  being  the  owner  of  a  portion  of  the  property 
improved  by  Bowen,  and  the  petition  was  referred  to  the  District 
attorney,  who  made  an  elaborate  opinion,  in  which  he  sets  forth  that  in 
making  the  agreement  with  Bowen  the  ooard  of  health  acted  entirely 
without  authority  of  law ;  that  the  District  assessor  had  no  right  to 
assess  these  taxes,  and  that  owners  of  property  could  not  be  compelled 
to  pay  for  the  abatement  of  nuisances  unless  it  was  shown  that  they 
caused  the  nuisances.  The  District  attorney  decided  the  assessments 
to  be  erroneous  and  void,  and  none  of  them  were  collected. 

Ill  1875  William  Bowen  came  to  Congress  for  relief,  and  a  clause  was 
inserted  in  the  deficiency  appropriation  bill,  approved  March  3, 1875, 
authorizing  the  board  of  audit  to  reopen  the  case,  and  pay  William 
Bowen  such  amount  as,  in  their  judgment,  was  due  him  for  this  work. 
The  board  of  audit  examined  the  claim,  reported  that,  in  their  judgment, 
Bowen's  charge  of  67  cents  per  cubic  yard  was  excessive,  and  recom- 
mended an  allowance  of  35  cents  per  cubic  yard^  which,  they  state,  was 
the  price  usually  paid.  Bowen's  original  claim  was  $5,213.38;  the 
amount  allowed  by  the  board  of  audit,  at  a  rate  of  35  cents  per  cubic 
yard,  was  $1,463.58.  Bowen,  it  seems,  accepted  this  adjustment,  and 
signed  a  receipt  for  this  amount  in  full  settlement  for  all  claims  against 
the  District  for  this  work. 


2  WILLIAM   BOWEN. 

Notwithstanding  this  receipt,  which  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  Colnmbia,  Bowen .makes  an  assignment  of 
his  claim  for  the  balance  of  his  original  charge,  amounting  to  $3,749.80, 
to  the  Freedman's  Savings  and  Trust  Company,  witti  the  understonding 
that  he  shall  prosecute  said  claim  before  Congress. 

It  is  claimed  by  Bowen  that  the  receipt  given  by  him  was  given  "  un- 
der protest ;"  but  this  fact  does  not  appear  on  the  receipt. 

It  appears  that  no  contract  or  agreement  as  to  the  price  per  yard  for 
the  filling  of  said  lots  was  ever  made  or  named,  either  by  Bowen  in  his 
proposition  or  by  the  board  of  health  in  accepting  it ;  but  in  rendering 
the  bills  for  the  work  done,  Bowen  seems  to  have  charged,  and  the  taxes 
were  at  first  levied  upon  the  lots  therefor,  at  a  price  which  the  board 
of  audit  afterwards  reported  was  excessive,  and  nearly  double  the  price 
usually  paid  for  similar  work. 

Whether  the  proposition  of  Bowen  made  to  the  board  of  health,  that 
his  compensation  should  alone  be  derived  from  the  levying  of  a  tax  there- 
for against  the  lots,  was  the  result  of  legal  advice  which  he  had  taken 
and  which  proved  to  be  erroneous,  or  whether  he  acted  upon  his  own 
responsibility,  your  committee  are  not  advised ;  but  it  would  appear  that 
hi  making  the  proposition  he  took  some  chances,  in  a  legal  sense,  entirely 
voluntary  upon  his  part,  and  which  is  now  the  source  of  his  complaint. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  in  view  of  the  above  complications  of  law 
and  fact,  desiring  to  secure  for  the  claimant  fall  justice  and  such  re- 
lief as  he  may  prove  himself  entitled  to  in  law  or  equity,  believe  that  it 
can  only  be  secured  by  a  proper  adjudication  of  the  claim  in  all  its  bear- 
ings, and  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill  as 
a  suDstitute  for  bills  H.  E.  1768  and  S.  1913  under  consideration. 


47th  Congbess,  \  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       )  (  No.  812 . 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  11,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell, from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following- 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  Ijill  H.  R.  2481.] 

The  CMttmittee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (U.  R.  2481 ) 
granting  a  pension  to  J>icey  Babbitt^  having  carefully  examined  thesame^- 
make  the  following  report: 

That  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  House  of  Representatives,  have  at 
this  session  passed  a  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Dicey  Babbitt.  The 
case  was  rejected  at  the  Pension  Office  on  the  grounds  ^'that  there  is  no 
record  or  other  evidence  of  the  service  of  the  soldier  as  alleged." 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  submitted  in  the  case,  that  Dicey  Bab- 
bitt is  eighty-nine  years  old,  and  the  lawful  widow  of  Robert  Babbitt, 
who  was  a  soldier  in  the  war  of  1812  for  a  period  of  two  j'ears.  It 
would  appear  by  the  affidavits  filed  in  this  case  that  Robert  Babbitt  en- 
listed in  the  company  of  Virginia  militia,  commanded  by  Gapt.  Benja- 
min Cooley,  in  the  month  of  September,  1812,  and  served  until  the  close 
of  the  war:  that  he  died  on  the  23d  of  September,  1864.  To  establish 
these  facts,'  numerous  affidavits  are  on  file  in  the  case  made  by  affiants 
who  were  cognizant  of  the  enlistment  and  service  of  said  Robert  Bab- 
bitt, being  personally  acquainted  with  the  facts,  and  fellow -residents  in 
1812.  The  Pension  Office  say  that  they  have  no  information  of  such  au 
organization  as  Captain  Cooley's  Company.  The  following  letter  from 
the  adjutant-general's  office  of  Virginia  probably  explains  the  absence 
of  the  records  of  this  cpmpafny : 

Commonwealth  of  Virginia, 
Office  of  the  Aixiutant-Gknkral, 

R\chm<mdy  Fa.,   January  31,  1881, 

Dear  Sir:  I  received  this  morning  yours  of  the  27th  inst.  inquiring  if  the  rolls  of 
Capt.  Benjamin  Cooley,  war  of  1812,  are  in  this  office,  and  regret  to  have  to  reply 
that,  owing  to  a  lire  that  destroyed  the  office  and  Us  entire  contents  in  18<)5,  there  ro- 
inains  no  roll  or  record  of  that  war. 

Very  respectfully, 

JAMES  Mcdonald, 

Ailjutant-GeneraJ, 
A.  N.  McGURDiEY,  Esq., 

Moherljff  Mo. 

Your  committee  think  Dicey  Babbitt  is  entitled  to  a  pension  as  the 
widow  of  Robert  Babbitt,  and  therefore  report  the  bill  back  with  a  rec- 
ommendation that  it  pass. 


47th  Congress,  i  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ist  Session.       )  ( No.  813. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


JrLY  11,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  priated. 


Mr.  Van  Wyok,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bm  S,  703.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions ^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  703)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Sarah  Shea^  widow  of  William  Shea^  lute  a  private  in 
Company  Ay  Second  Regiment  United  States  Maryland  Volunteers^  re- 
port : 

That  the  case  was  not  decided  by  the  Commissioner  olT  Pensions  be- 
cause of  incomplete  proof  of  marriage.  The  proof  already  furnished 
shows  that  the  pastor  who  married  them  is  deceased ;  that  no  person 
can  be  found  who  was  present  at  the  marriage,  but  that  they  cohabited 
many  ^^ears  and  were  recognized  as  man  and  wife;  that  one  or  more 
children  were  baptized. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  William  Shea  died  in  the  service. 

Committee  recommend  passage  of  bill. 


t^7TH  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       J  )  No.  814. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  11,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Groome,  from  the  Committee  ou  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompaDy  bill  8.  1884,] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSy  to  tchom  teas  re/erred  the  bill  {8. 1884)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  William  L  Baly^  have  considered  the  saine,  and  report: 

That  the  bill  proposes  to  grant  a  captain's  pension  to  the  said  Daly, 
who,  it  is  alleged  in  a  memorial  laid  before  your  committee,  and  pur- 
I)orting  to  be  signed  by  several  gentlemen  who  have  occupied  prom- 
inent civil  or  military  positions,  and  in  an  affidavit  made  by  said  Daly, 
was  wounded  while  serving  as  chief  of  scouts  in  the  Army  of  the  North- 
west under  Major-General  Pope,  and  is  still  suffering  disability  in  con- 
sequence of  such  wounds. 

Two  physicians  also  furnish  an  unsworn  statement  that  he  is  disabled 
in  consequence  of  a  gunshot  wound  and  of  exposure. 

Your  committee  do  not  think  that  the  character  of  evidence  by  which 
this  case  is  attempted  to  be  supported  would  justify  them  in  recom- 
mending favorable  action,  even  if  the  case  were  free  from  other  diffi- 
culties, and  they  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  refenaed  to  them 
do  not  pass. 


47th  GoNOBESSy )  SENATE.  i  Report 

1st  Session.       ]  \  No.  815. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  11,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  priDte<l. 


Mr.  Slater,  from  the  Gommitteo  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1439.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  1439)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Lydia  Smithy  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and 
report : 

That  Lydia  Smith  is  the  widow  of  Hosea  Smith,  who,  it  is  claimed, 
was  a  soldier  in  Capt.  Samuel  L.  Hughs'  company,  Connecticut  Militia, 
in  the  war  of  1812.  The  widow's  claim  for  pension  was  rejected  on 
the  ground  that  it  did  not  appear  that  the  services  of  the  soldier  were 
rendered  as  claimed.  The  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  certifies  that 
the  uame  of  Hosea  Smith  is  not  borne  on  the  rolls  of  the  company  of 
Samuel  L.  Hughs.  There  is  no  evidence  adduced,  to  overcome  the  want 
of  official  evidence,  by  any  of  the  soldier's  comraaes  of  Captain  Hughs' 
company;  but  Elijah  Barrows,  who  affixes  his  signature  to  his  affidavit 
by  his  mark,  says : 

That  he  was  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  in  the  war  of  1812 ;  that  he  was  in 
Captain  Tilden's  company,  and  is  now  a  pensioner  of  the  United  States  for  said  serv- 
ice ;  that  he  was  acquainted  with  some  of  the  soldiers  of  Capt.  Samuel  L.  Hughs' 
company ;  that  among  others  he  remembers  Hosea  Smith  of  said  Hughs'  company, 
more  particularly  for  the  reason  that  said  Smith  resided  not  far  from  my  home ;  that 
both  before  he  entered  the  service  and  after  his  discbarge  his  name  was  perfectly 
familiar  to  me  from  acquaintance  with  him,  and  that  I  knew  him  to  be  in  the  service 
iu  the  war  of  1812. 

Some  other  evidence  is  adduced  of  the  statements  of  the  soldier  re- 
specting incidents  of  his  service  occurring  at  Stonington. 
The  widow  testifies : 

That  the  captain  of  the  company  under  whom  Hosea  Smith  served  was  Capt.  Sam- 
uel L.  Hughs ;  that  the  said  Lydia  Smith  makes  this  statement  for  the  reason  that 
Nathan  Preston  was  in  the  same  company  with  her  husband,  and  from  information 
derive^l  from  Keuben  Preston,  a  brother  of  the  said  Nathan  Preston,  deceased,  who 
actually  remembers  that  the  captain  or  lieutenant  of  the  company  in  which  said 
Nathan  Preston  ser\'ed  was  Samuel  L.  Hughs ;  that  one  of  the  sergeants  of  the 
militia  company  in  the  town  of  Ashford  was  drafted  ;  that  the  other  three  sergeants 
agreed  to  take  their  turns  of  fifteen  days  each  to  make  the  sixty  days  for  which  time 
the  draft  was  made ;  that  one  of  the  sergeants,  Job  Pettis,  afterwards  declined  to 
take  his  turn  as  agreed,  and  Kathan  Preston,  the  first  sergeant,  served  thirty  days; 
that  Hosea  Smith  served  his  allotment  of  fifteen  days  as  stated  in  the  original  decla- 
ration ;  •  •  «  that  from  all  the  information  attainable  she  has  no  doubt  that 
Ho8e<a  Smith's  captain  was  Samuel  L.  Hughs,  deceased. 

From  all  the  facts,  your  committee  conclude  that  the  evidence  is  too 
vague  and  uncertain  to  warrant  favorable  action,  and  therefore  recom- 
mend tliat  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

l8t  Session.       i  \  No.  816. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  11,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Slater^  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  acoompany  biU  H.  R.  1873.] 

The  Ciymmittee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  Mil  (JJ.  R,  1873) 
for  the  relief  of  Patrick  SulivaUj  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^ 
and  report: 

That  Snlivan  was  a  corporal  in  Company  K,  Eighty-second  Illinois 
Volunteers,  was  wounded  at  Chan^Uorsville,  and  by  reason  thereof  his 
left  leg  was  amputated  at  upper  third;  contracted,  also,  inguinal  hernia. 
Was  pensioned  August  25,  1863,  at  $8  per  month.  IncreasecT  to  $15 
per  month  June  6, 1866,  and  again  increased  to  $18  per  month  from 
June  4, 1874.  Applied  for  further  increase,  which  was  rejected  January 
27, 1881,  and  he  now  applies  to  Congress  to  grant  him  an  increase  by 
special  act. 

The  only  evidence  bearing  upon  the  subject  of  increase  is  the  report 
of  the  board  of  examining  surgeons,  of  Washington  City,  made  January 
12, 1881,  in  which  they  say : 

The  left  leg  has  been  amputated  at  upper  third.  Total,  third  ^de.  Has  left  in- 
ffuinal  hernia  of  medium  size,  reducible,  retained  by  his  truss  with  little  difficulty. 
Total.    He  is  not  **  incapacitated  for  penorming  any  manual  labor.'' 

No  additional  evidence  has  been  filed. 
The  House  committee  say  in  their  report : 

The  petitioner  has  appeared  before  this  committee,  and  an  examination  of  the  ampu- 
tated limb  '*  shows  that  he  suffered  amputation  in  the  upper  third  of  the  left  leg,  leav- 
lug  a  short  stump,  which,  owing  to  muscular  contraction,  is  constantly  and  strongly 
flexed,  and  cannot  therefore  have  any  artificial  limb  adapted  to  it  in  the  usual  man- 
ner, but  the  weight  of  the  body  in  standing  rests  upon  the  flexed  knee  and  stump, 
causing  painful  irritation  and  excoriation  of  the  parts.''  His  limb  is  consequently  m 
even  a  worse  condition  than  if  the  limb  had  been  amputated  above  the  knee. 

Your  committee,  after  full  consideration  of  all  the  facts,  are  of  opinion 
that  this  soldier  ought  to  have  an  increase  to  twenty-four  dollars  per 
month  and  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  be  amended  by  striking  out 
"twenty-eight''  in  line  5,  and  also  strike  out  all  after  "Infantry  "  in  6 
and  7,  and  when  so  amended  your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill 
do  pass. 


47 TH  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Repout 

l8t  Session.       J  )  No.  817. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  11,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  1102.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  hill  {IL  R.  1102) 
granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  T.  Dubois,  having  examined  the  same, 
respectfully  report : 

The  following  report  of  the  House  committee  shows  the  facts  in  the 
case: 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  in  the  case  in  the  Pension  Office  that  tbe  petitioner  is 
the  iividow  of  T.  B.  Dubois,  late  an  acting  volunteer  lieutenant-conimauder  in  the 
United  States  Navy,  who  served  as  follows : 

*'  October  28, 1861,  appointed  an  acting  master  and  ordered  to  report  to  Flag-Officer 
Goldsborough ;  commanded  the  Albatross ;  June  5,  1863,  promoted  for  gallant  con- 
duct in  battle  to  acting  volunteer  lieutenant,  still  commanding  Albatross. 

**  November  26,  1864,  promoted  to  acting  volunteer  lieutenant-commander. 

**  April  21,  1865,  detached  by  Acting  Sear- Admiral  Thatcher,  commanding  West 
Gulf  squadron,  and  ordered  to  duty  in  saving  public  property  from  the  Milwaukee 
and  Osage,  which  were  sunk  by  torpedoes  in  Mobile  Bay. 

"  Octoner  7, 1865,  detached  and  ^^nted  leave  of  absence. 

**  February  6,  I8fi6,  he  was  honorably  discharged,  and  died  December  13,  1874,  at 
Kings  County  Lunatic  Asylum,  New  York.'' 

Fleet  Capt.  £.  Simpson,  United  States  Navy,  writes  to  the  deceased  officer,  under 
date  of  October  14,  1865 : 

**  Your  satisfactory  reporto  about  the  Althea  and  Osage  are  at  hand,  and  orders 
have  been  sent  for  a  batch  of  engineers  to  report  to  you  for  duty  on  board  the  Osage ; 
this  is  on  the  supposition  that  you  will  be  able  to  take  command  of  the  vessel  that 
yon,  and  you  alone^  have  rescued  from  her  watery  grave.  Your  orders  have  not  been 
sent,  because  I  desiro  the  authority  of  your  surgeon  before  I  order  you  to  the  trying 
duty.  When  the  Tritonia  returns  here  I  expect  her  to  bring  your  report  as  to  yoar 
physical  efficiency,  when  your  orders  will  be  issued.'' 

Admiral  H.  K.  Thatcher,  under  date  of  August  10,  1865,  writes : 

**  Your  services  at  Mobile  are  fully  appreciated  by  me,  aud  will  be  duly  represented 
to  the  department." 

And  again,  Au^nst  11, 1865 : 

'*  You liave  satisfied  yourself  that  the  Osage  is  your  own,  and  I  heartily  congratu- 
late you  on  your  success." 

The  widow's  application  for  pension  was  filed  December  13,  1874,  alleging  ''that  in 
1865  Capt.  Theodore  B.  Dubois  (her  husband)  fell  through  the  hatchway  of  the  Osage, 
then  lying  in  Mobile  Bay,  and  that  he  then  broke  three  of  his  ribs,  and,  as  has  since 
been  shown,  injured  his  brain,  and  shattered  permanently  his  previously  healthful 
and  remarkably  vigorous  system.  That  a  short  time  after  his  accident  he  apparently 
regained  his  health  and  vigor.  During  tbe  year  in  which  he  resigned  from  the  navai 
service  he  secured  a  half  interest  in  the  ship  Minetanka,  believing  himself  to  be  still 
able  to  command  a  vessel.  This  venture,  because  of  his  trouble,  which  was  growing 
upon  him  at  that  time,  became  a  total  loss."  The  petitioner  cites  other  cases  of  a 
similar  nature,  and  adduces  a  number  of  responsible  and  reliable  witnesses  in  support 
of  her  declaration. 

The  "  brief"  in  the  Pension  Office  in  the  case  shows  that  the  examiner  in  the  office 
had  allowe^l  the  claim  at  $30  per  month,  commencing  December  13,  1874,  the  date  of 
officei-'s  death,  and  $2  per  month  additional  for  each  child.  This  seems  to  have  been 
afterwards  changed,  and  tbe  word  "  admitted"  struck  out  and  **  reject "  written  over 
it.  Under  cause  of  death,  ''softening  of  the  brain,"  is  written  "rejected  by  medical 
division  January  31,  1876,"  and  the  rejection  affiimid  by  board  of  ai)peal. 


2  ELIZABETH   T.   DUBOIS. 

Dr.  R.  Lauteobach  swears  that  be  was  ''an  aotinfi^  Yolnnteer  assistant  snr^nn  <lnr- 
mg  1H65.  and  was  stationed  at  Mobile,  and  while  so  actinfir  was  acquainted  with  Theo- 
dore B.  Dubois,  who  was  injured  during  said  year  while  engaged  in  raising  the  Osnge, 
mud  while  suffering  from  said  injuries  witness  treated  him  as  follows :  *'At  nis  quarters 
on  the  eastern  shore  of  Mobile,  Ala.,  for  a  fracture  of  ribs,  contusion,  and  shock,  received 
while  raising  the  monitor  Osage.  The  injury  was  received  between  September  and 
October,  ld&.  The  quarters  might  be  called  a  hospital,  as  I  established  a  hospital  in 
m  house  a^joinin^  his  quarters.  This  hospital  was  kept  in  operation  until  Captain 
Dabois  was  convalescent,  when  the  sailors  were  transferred  to  their  respective  vessels. 
Captain  Dubois  was  sound  in  body  prior  to  the  ipjury,  and  was  often  visited  by  Ad- 
miral Thatcher  and  Capt.  E.  Simpson.'' 

Surgeon-General  reports  Dr.  Lautenbach  ''was  on  duty  as  stated  in  his  affidavit, 
but  the  sick-reports  for  third  quarter  1865  are  not  on  file." 

Capt.  E.  Simpson,  U.  S.  N.,  swears  that  "Captain  Dubois  was  employed  in  raising 
Tessels  in  Mobile  Bay  in  1865,  and  saved  a  large  amount  of  property  for  the  United 
States  Government.  While  so  employed  he  had  a  very  severe  fall,  which  resulted  in 
some  ribs  being  broken  and  other  injuries.  Captain  Dubois  was  a  most  valuable 
officer,  and  could  be  relied  on  in  any  emergency,  and  his  widow  richly  deserves  a  pen- 
aion.'' 

Edwin  R.  Lowe  swears  that  he  was  "a  submarine  engineer  and  diver,  and  was  em- 
ployed by  Captain  Dubois  to  help  to  raise  the  Osage  in  Mobile  Bay,  and  while  so  doing 
Captain  Dubois  fell  through  the  battle-hatch  of  the  Osage  and  was  thereby  severely 
iniared  by  striking  his  ribs  against  the  combings  of  the  hatch,  thereby  fractnrifig  his 
libs  and  receiving  severe  injuries.  Witness  was  at  the  time  on  boanl  the  vessel,  and 
•aw  Captain  Dubois  a  minute  after  he  was  hurt  and  had  been  earned  on  board  the 
Althea,  which  he  commanded." 

Dr.  Andrew  Otterson  sweara  that  he  "  knew  the  claimant  for  twenty  years,  and 
mlways  considered  him  sound  and  able  bodied  nntil  he  was  injured  by  a  fall  while  in 
the  Navy,  and  at  this  time  he  is  of  unsound  mind  and  totally  no  fit  to  take  care  of  his 
firoperiy  or  his  family,  and  is  now  (October,  1874)  an  inmate  of  the  Kings  County 
IfOnatio  Asylum.  Captain  Dubois  is  not  a  dissipated  man  or  drinking  man.  Affiant 
was  his  family  nhysician.'' 

Dr.  Stephen  B.  Doty  testifies  substantially  to  the  fiwts  as  set  forth  by  the  previoas 
witness,  and  declares  "  that  he  was  a  man  of  good  hablta." 

Dr.  W.  H.  Randolph  testifies  that  Captain  Dubois  was  under  his  care  in  1870,  "suf- 
fering from  cerebral  disease,  having  disordered  vision  and  partial  loss  of  hearing.  It 
is  affiant's  opinion  the  result  of  fallin  the  service.'' 

Dr.  Norvin  Green,  vice-president  of  the  International  Ocean  Telegraph  Company, 
testifies  that  "Captain  Dubois  was  in  the  employ  of  said  company  in  1873.  I  soon 
discovered  a  sad  defect  in  memory  and  wandering  mind ;  soon  after  he  became  insane. 
The  symptoms  and  resnlts  to  the  mind,  and  finally  dtsath,  were  such  as  might  have 
resulted  from  a  blow  or  fall  on  the  head  some  years  previously." 

The  full  text  of  the  rejection  by  the  Pension  Office  is  as  follows : 

"'Immediate  cause  of  death,  softening  of  the  brain.    Remote  cause,  uukuowu ;  but 
not  the  result  of  any  injury  received  wnile  in  the  service. 
"Reject. 

"N.  F.  GRAHAM, 
*^  Medical  BixantiMer, 
**  Approved  January  29,  1876. 

"T.  B.  HOOD, 
'*  Medical  Beferee.'' 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  T.  B.  Dubois,  while  in  the  line  of  duty  in 
the  United  States  naval  service,  incurred  the  disability  which  eventually  temiinate«l 
in  loss  of  reason  and  loss  of  life,  and  that  the  petitioner  (his  widow)  is  entitled  to  a 
place  on  the  pension  rolls  of  the  government,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
pension  laws. 

Tour  committee  have  reached  this  conclusion  after  careful  examination  of  the  vol- 
uminous testimony  found  in  the  case.  The  character  and  standing  of  the  witnesses, 
whose  statements  so  fully  explain  and  corroborate  each  other,  make  the  chain  of  evi- 
dence complete  in  favot  of  the  claim. 

The  records  of  Surgeon-General's  Office  show  that  the  returns  for  the  last  quarter 
•f  1865  are  not  on  file,  but  the  surgeon  who  treated  deceased  testifies  clearly  to  the  oc- 
currence and  to  treatment  for  the  injury.  Captain  Simpson,  his  superior  officer,  tes- 
tifies to  the  injury,  and  in  his  letter  refers  to  it. 

Dr.  Otterson  has  made  a  subset] uent  affidavit  in  which  he  certifies 
that  he  believes  the  death  of  the  orhcer  was  the  result  of  his  service. 
The  committee  recommend  the  passag^e  of  the  bill. 


47Tn  Congress,  i  SENATE.  j  Report 

l8t  Session.       f  \  No.  818. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  11,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blair,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2127.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  ( H.  R. 
2127)  granting  a  pension  to  James  F.  Bose,  have  examined  the  same 
and  report  favorably,  recommending  the  passage  of  the  same.  The  bill 
has  been  twice  favorably  reported  by  committ/ces  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, failing  hitherto  for  want  of  time  for  its  consideration.  The 
facts,  as  stated  in  the  House  report,  as  follows,  are  adopted  by  your 
committee : 

A  similar  bill  was  before  the  Forty-sixth  Congress,  and  was  favorably  rei>orted  to 
the  House,  bat  was  not  acted  upon  for  want  of  time. 

The  petitioner  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  £,  One  hnndred  and  seventy-sixth 
Regiment,  New  York  Volunteers,  in  November,  1862,  and  served  out  his  term  of  en- 
listment ;  afterwards  was  an  employ^  in  the  quartermaster's  department  at  Nashville, 
Tenn.  While  in  this  service  he  contracted  typhoid  fever,  which  resulted  in  inflamma- 
tion of  the  eyes,  from  which  he  became  totally  blind.  He  has  a  wife  and  two  children 
dependent  upon  him  for  support,  and  petitions  Congress  for  a  pension,  to  enable  him 
to  support  them  and  himself.  In  support  of  his  petition  we  find  the  indorsement  of 
nearly  all  the  line  and  staff  officers  of  the  One  hundred  and  seventy -sixth  Regiment, 
^ew  York  State  Volunteers,  testifying  to  the  worth  of  petitioner  as  a  soldier,  and  to 
his  helpless  condition,  with  a  family  dependent  upon  him  for  support. 

The  petitioner  states  that  while  rendering  such  service  he  contracted  typhoid  fever, 
which  finaUy  resulted  in  inflammation  of  the  eyes,  and  that  by  reason  thereof  he  is  to- 
tally blind. 

David  T.  Terry,  the  captain  of  the  company  while  in  the  service,  states  that  he 
knows  the  petitioner's  statement  to  be  true;  and  also,  that  the  petitioner,  while  in 
the  service  of  the  government  at  Nashville,  was  injured  in  the  line  of  duty,  by  loss  of 
thumb  of  his  left  hand. 

John  P.  Oarrish,  M.  D.,  testifies  that  the  petitioner  is  irrecoverably  blind. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  petitioner  is  worthy  of  relief  by  way  of 
pension. 

It  is  beyond  reasonable  doubt  that  the  disease  of  the  eyes  and  loss  of  sight  resulted 
from  the  fever,  and  we  have  positive  evidence  of  the  injury  to  the  hand,  which  in- 
creases his  disability.  We  therefore  report  favorably  upon  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tioner, and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  (H.  K.  2127)  granting  a  pension  to 
James  F.  Rose.       ^ 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  B'epobt 

Ut  Session.       i  (No.  819; 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


July  U,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1098.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  R.  1098) 
granting  a  pension  to  Martha  Westervelt,  have  examined  the  same,  and 
report: 

That  the  facts  in  this  case  are  fully  set  forth  in  House  Bejdort  No.  1054, 
which  is  adopted  by  your  committee,  and  is  as  follows: 

Your  committee  adopt  the  report  made  to  the  Forty-sixth  Congrera  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions,  as  follows : 

''  Tht  Committee  on  Invalid  PeneionSf  to  whom  was  rtferred  the  Ull  (H,  B.  1098)  'granting 
a  peneion  to  Martha  Weatervelt,^  having  had  the  same  under  coneideration,  beg  leave  to 
siAmit  the  following  report : 

''It  appears  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  in  the  case  on  file  in  the  Pension 
Office,  before  yonr  committee,  that  the  petitioner  is  the  mother  of  William  Westervelt, 
late  a  private  in  Company  K,  Third  New  York  Cavalry,  and  who  died  while  a  prisoner 
at  Anderson ville,  Ga.,  on  or  about  July  23, 1864,  as  alleged  in  the  mother's  ap^i cation 
for  pension.  The  application  was  rejected  by  the  Pension  Office  June  24,  lS&,  on  the 
ground,  '  Soldier  not  in  line  of  duty  when  captured  (and  died  when  in  rebel  prison) ; 
got  drunk  on  apple-jack ;  was  left  on  the  road  by  his  officers,  and  captured  by  the 
enemy.' 

'*The  certificate  of  Capt.  Samuel  C.  Pierce,  of  claimant's  company,  says  William 
Westervelt  was  with  his  company  on  a  march  made  about  the  7th  day  of  May,  1864, 
from  City  Point  to  rear  of  Richmond.  That  ou  the  10th  of  May  the  company  was  at 
Coal  Fields  Station,  on  the  Danville  Railroad.  That  while  the  company  was  engaged 
in  teariuff  up  the  track  and  destroying  the  buildings,  the  said  Westervelt  was  seized 
with  sudden  sickness.  That  immediately  after  the  track  of  the  road  was  destroyed 
the  regiment  was  ordered  to  move,  and  there  was  no  means  of  bringing  said  soldier 
with  the  command^  and  I  was  obliged  to  order  him  left  at  a  house  near  the  road. 
This  is  the  only  thing  I  know  personally  about  the  case,  but  I  have  been  informed 
that  said  soldier  was  afterwards  seen  in  prison  at  Andersonville,  Ga.,  and  Florence,  8. 
C,  and  that  he  died  while  in  prison. 

''The  Adjutant-Generars  report  says:  'Left  in  the  road,  by  order,  on  account  of 
drunkenness,  near  Coal  Field,  W.  Va.' 

'*The  deceased  soldier  was  enrolled  January  5, 1864.  The  case  shows  that  his  in- 
toxication at  the  time  of  his  capture  was  his  first  offense  of  the  kind  while  in  service. 
He  died,  leaving  no  widow,  or  children,  or  father  surviving  him. 

'*The  evidence  in  the  case  is  conclusive  that  the  petitioner  was  dependent  upon  the 
soldier  for  her  support;  and  she  had  been  supported  by  him  for  a  long  time  before  he 
entered  the  service. 

"There  is  positive  proof  in  this  case  that  the  deceased  soldier  was  a  very  steady  man 


he  was  proven  to  be,  ordinarily,  a  very  steady  man.  He  was  captured,  suffered  a 
lingering  death  as  a  prisoner  of  war,  aud  his  aged,  widowed  mother  needs,  in  lien  of 
his  services,  his  country's  bounty  to  help  her  declining  years." 
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Yonr  committee  couclude  to  report  favorably  upon  the  prayer,  and  to  recommend 
the  paiwage  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  1098)  ''granting  a  pension  to  Martha  West-erTelt" 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  ander  the  circamstances  the 
dependent  mother  of  the  soldier  should  be  entitled  to  a  pension,  and 
recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  j  Eepobt 

Ut  Session.       f  )  No.  820. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  11,  1888.~Ordered  to  h%  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  acGompany  bill  H.  R.&£3}.] 

The  Committee  on  'Pensiona^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {H,  R.  5239) 
granting  a  pension  to  Mrs,  Spedie  B,  EggUston^  having  examined  the 
same,  make  the  following  report: 

That  the  material  facts  of  this  case  are  correctly  set  forth  in  the  House 
Keport  No.  822  to  the  present  session  of  Congress,  which  youi  committee 
adopt,  as  follows : 

It  is  shown  by  the  evidence  originally  filed  in  the  claim  for  pension  made  by  this 
X>etitioner  to  the  Pension  Office  that  she  is  the  widow  of  Ai  F.  Eggleston,  who  was  a 
soldier  of  Company  C,  Sixth  Maasachnaetts  Volnnteers;  that  he  enUsted  August  31, 
1862;  was  mustered  into  rank  August  U,  It^;  discharj^ed  May  31,  1863;  and  died 
Angnst  18,  1870,  at  Bloomington,  iTl.,  the  cause  being  given  as  ^HuberculosiH  of  the 
system." 

He  never  made  any  application  for  a  pension,  but  the  application  of  the  widow  was 
filed  September  18, 1871,  nnd  rejected  April  3, 1875,  on  a  decision  of  the  medical  referee 
of  the  Pension  Office  that  the  disease  from  which  the  soldier  died  '*  is  not  shown  to  be 
a  result  of  the  service/'  The  decision  was  appealed  from  to  tlie  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior March  31,  1U76,  and  affirmed  by  that  officer  April  3,  1876,  in  the  following  lan- 
guage: 

**The  medical  referee  is  of  opinion  that  the  disease  of  which  the  soldier  died  was  the 
result  of  a  scrofulous  tendency  for  which  his  service  as  a  soldier  cannot  be  held  re- 
sponsible, and,  therefore,  that  the  death  cause  was  in  no  way  incurred  or  influenced 
by  his  military  service.  The  question  of  a  connection  between  the  soldier's  death  and 
the  service  being  purely  a  medical  oue,  I  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  disturb  the  action 
-of  your  office  in  the  claim,  and  therefore  affirm  its  rejection." 

The  inauner  of  contraction  of  the  disability  of  the  soldier  and  cause  of  his  death  is 
thus  sncciiictly  stated  by  one  of  his  physicians  in  referring  to  the  decision  of  the  Pen- 
sion Office  and  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

''This  decision  is  certainly  uujust,  since  he  came  of  a  healthy  family,  exempt  from 
consumption ;  went  into  the  Army  a  strong,  well  man,  but  was  obliged  to  wade  a  river 
atlter  a  hard  march,  lay  all  night  in  his  wet  clothes,  and  the  next  day  suffered  from  an 
intiamed  testicle,  which  soon  turned  into  a  tuberculous  degeneration,  and  progressed 
slowly  but  surely  until  it  affected  the  lungs,  causing  pMAm^ptilmoaafM." 

That  the  case  may  be  thoroughly  understood,  your  committee  present  the  following 
synopsis  of  the  evidence  filed  in  the  claim : 

"  "Three  affidavits  of  Dr.  Walter  Bnmham,  late  regimental  surgeon,  that  soldier  was 
free  from  disease  at  enlistment ;  that  on  Deceml>er  13,  1862,  he  was  onlered  to  cross 
the  Black  water  River,  in  Virginia,  by  fording,  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  a  bat- 
tery ;  and  that  he  was  required  to  lie  on  the  ground  for  a  considerable  time  while  his 
clothes  were  wet;  that  he  soon  after  comnlained  of  swelling  of  his  testicles;  that  he 
treated  him, and  the  swelling  subsided;  that  the  next  marcii  brought  on  the  swelling 
a>;ain  and  it  never  went  down  after;  that  after  it  had  continued  tor  three  months  it 
took  on  a  scrofillous  form,  which,  in  affiant's  opinion,  would  terminate  in  tiibercnlous 
A  isease. 

"Two  affidavits  of  Dr.  J.  H.  Grant,  that  he  treated  soldier  from  June,  1863,  to  Octo- 
ber, 1864,  for  scrofulous  di.«ease  of  the  testicle  audits  accompmying  sympatliies;  that 
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he  had  a  cough  aud  a  proclivity  to  consumption  of  the  lungs,  which,  in  afliaut's  opin- 
ion, was  excited  and  irritated  by  the  exhaustion  of  the  scrofulous  degeneration. 

''Three  affidavits  of  Dr.  Carl  A.  Yolk,  that  he  treated  soldier  from  March  to  Jodc, 
1B65,  for  scrofulous  (or  rather  tuberculous)  degeneration  of  the  testicles,  which,  in 
affiant's  opinion,  would  affect  the  lungs  and  cause  death. 

' 'Affidavit  of  Dr.  N.  B.  Cole,  that  he  treated  soldier  from  December  10, 1865,  to  April 
30, 1866,  for  tubercular  degeneration  of  testicles.  In  affiant's  opinion  there  was  a  ten- 
dency to  tubercles  of  the  lungs ;  a  natural  sequence  of  the  difficulty  from  which  he  was 
then  suffering. 

''Affidavit  of  Dr.  W.  H.  Stennett,  that  he  treated  soldier  from  spring  of  1867  to  No> 
vember,  1868,  for  what  he  thinks  was  disease  of  the  lungs. 

'*  Two  affidavits  of  Dr.  W.  A.  Dunn,  that  he  treated  soldier  off  and  on  from  May, 
lb70,  until  he  died  August  16, 1870,  ana  that  he  had  tuberculosis  of  lungs  and  nervous 
exhaustion. 

"Affidavit  of  Dr.C.  C.  Beckley,  that  in  his  opinion  the  soldier  was  free  from  scrofula 
up  to  the  time  of  his  returning  from  the  Army. 

"Affidavit  of  L.  C.  Read  and  T.  M.  Adams,  that  they  knew  the  soldier  from  the  fall 
of  1867  until  his  death,  during  which  time  he  had  a  cough.  He  had  the  appearance 
of  having  disease  of  lungs." 

Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  in  the  face  of  the  evidence  of  a  number  of  reputable  prac- 
litioners  of  medicine,  some  of  whom  had  personal  knowledge  of  the  entire  soundness 
of  the  soldier  prior  to  his  enlistment,  and  all  of  whom  testify  from  actual  obaervation 
of  the  progress  of  his  disease,  from  contraction  to  fatal  reeult,  the  rejection  of  the  claim 
is  made  upon  the  theory  entertained  by  the  medical  referee  of  the  Pension  Office  alone; 
a  case  where  doctors  disagree,  it  is  true,  but  the  disagreement  is  a  theoretical  findiug 
against  practical  personal  knowledge. 

l^m  the  review  of  the  evidence  your  committee  arrive  at  the  conclosion  that  the 
deceased  soldier  contracted  the  disease  from  which  he  died  in  the  military  aer^'ice  of 
the  United  States,  and  in  line  of  his  duty.  J3uch  being  the  fact,  his  widow  is  clearly 
entitled  to  the  beuelit  of  the  provisions  of  the  pension  laws.  We  therefore  report  fa- 
vorably the  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Spedie  B.  Eggleston,  and  recommend  that 
it  do  pass. 

Yonr  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  weight  of  the  medical  ex- 
pert testimony  sustains  the  conclasion  reached  by  the  House  committee,. 
aud  they  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


A  k. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Report 

l8t  Session.       J  \  No.  821. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STxVTES. 


June  12,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  CA3IER0N,  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs, 

submitted  the  following 

,REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs^  to  wliom  teas  referred  the  memorial  of 
Alvah  W,  HickSj  asking  compensation  for  himself  and  others  for  servi<:es 
on  the  Queen  of  the  Westy  have  examined  the  same,  and  beg  leave  to 
report : 

That  they  do  not  think  the  relief  asked  for  should  be  granted,  and 
ask  that  they  be  discharged  from  the  further  couisideration  of  the  memo- 
rial. 

The  following  communication  from  the  Navy  Department  fully  explaics 
the  ease,  and  is  the  basis  of  the  committee's  report: 

War  Department, 
fTashingtonf  June  6,  1882. 

tSiR:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  communication  of  the 
*24t)i  ultimo,  inclosing  the  petition  of  Alvah  W.  Hicks,  for  himself  and  others,  in  which 
it  is  claimed  that  compensation  is  due  them  on  account  of  bounty,  pay,  prize-money, 
and  pension,  for  aUeged  extraordinary  services  on  the  Mississippi  River  during  the 
the  recent  war. 

In  compliance  with  your  request  for  information  concerning  the  subject  of  this  peti- 
tion, I  have  to  state  that  the  records  in  this  department  show  that  the  names  of  each  of 
tVie  men  referred  to  in  the  petition  of  Mr.  Hicks,  are  borne  upon  the  prize  list  of  the 
Switzerland,  for  captures  at  Memphis,  Tenu.,  in  June,  1862,  and  that  they  shared  in  those 
captures  according  to  their  ratings  upon  the  pay-roll  furnished  by  the  officer  iu  charge 
of  the  accounts  of  the  vessels  then  known  as  the  Ram  Fleet.  This  orjranization  was 
under  the  control  of  the  War  Department,  and  was,  at  the  time  referred  to,  co-operat- 
ing with  the  forces  of  the  Navy  on  the  Mississippi  River.  There  is  no  reason  to  doubt 
the  correctness  of  the  roll  referred  to;  and  all  prize  or  bounty  money  to  which  those 
men  were  entitled  has  long  since  been  distributed,  and  the  cases  closed. 

In  relation  to  the  matter  of  pension,  to  which  Mr.  Hicks  also  refers,  I  have  to  state 
the  law  authorizing  pensions  for  service  in  the  Navy,  does  not  apply  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Hicks,  who,  it  appears,  was  then  serving  with  the  Army. 

The  petition  of  Mr.  Hicks  is  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

WM.  E.  CHANDLER, 

iSecretari/  of  the  Xary. 

Hon.  J.  D.  Camkron, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Xaval  Affairs,  United  States  Senate. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ut  Session.       )  (No.  822. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  12, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Anthony,  from  tlie  Comnittee  on  Naval  Aft'airs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  S.  Res.  55.] 

The  Committee  on  Xaval  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  joint  resolution 
(8.  Res,  55)  conferring  the  r'ank*of  surgeon  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Navy 
of  the  United  States  on  Passed^ssistant  Surgeon  Francis  V.  OreenCj  for 
highly  meritori4yus  service  during  the  prevalence  of  the  yellow  fever  on 
board  the  United  States  ship  Lancaster  in  the  year  1875,  have  had  the 
same  under  considerationy  and  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

The  services  of  Passed  Assistant  Surgeon  Francis  Y.  Greene,  in  the 
volunteer  service,  were  highly  meritorious  on  the  homeward  passage  of 
the  flagship  Lancaster  from  Bio  de  Janeiro.  The  death  of  the  other 
medical  officers  left  Dr.  Greene  the  only  one  in  attendance  upon  a  vessel 
infected  violently  with  yellow  fever.  His  services  on  this  voyage  appear 
to  have  broken  him  down  and  to  have  disqualified  him  from  further 
active  duty.  In  consequence  thereof,  and  as  a  reward  for  this  service, 
he  was  transferred  from  the  Volunteer  to  the  Regular  Navy,  and  placed 
on  the  retired  list  as  passed  assistant  surgeon. 

The  joint  resolution  proposes  to  promote  him  on  the  retired  list  to 
the  grade  of  surgeon.  In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  this  would  be  a 
precedent  applicable  to  all  other  like  meritorious  cases.  It  is  the  duty 
of  a  medical  officer  in  the  Navy  to  risk  his  health  and  his  life  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duties.  This  Dr.  Greene  appears  to  have  done.  But  it 
is  plainly  impracticable  to  promote  every  meritorious  officer,  often  over 
the  heads  of  others  equally  meritorious.  The  services  of  Dr.  Greene 
were  recognized  in  his  transfer  from  the  volunteer  to  the  regular  serv- 
ice, which  places  him  for  life  on  the  retired  pay  of  the  grade  in  which 
he  distinguished  himself.  This  is  all  that  is  done  in  the  case  of  officers 
of  the  Eegular  Navy,  and  it  seems  injudicious  to  make  in  his  case  the 
exception  asked  for.  Such  is  the  opinion  also  of  the  department,  of 
which  the  committee  asked  its  opinion  in  the  case.  The  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereto  appended. 

The  committee  therefore  report  the  joint  resolution  back  adversely , 
and  recommend  its  indefinite  postponement. 


Navy  Departmkxt, 
Washington,  April  *22y  1882. 

I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  commnnicatiou  of  the  6th  in- 
8tant,  inclobiug  a  copy  of  a  ''joint  resolution  (S.  Res.  55)  conferring  the  lank  of  sur- 
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geon  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Navy  of  the  United  States  on  Passed  Assistant  Surgeon 
Francis  V.  Greene,  for  highly  meritorious  service  daring  the  prevalence  of  the  yellow 
fever  on  board  the  United  States  ship  Lancaster,  in  the  year  1875.^ 

In  reply  to  your  request  for  my  views  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  passajre  of  the  reso- 
lution referred  to,  ana  as  to  the  effect  it  would  have  as  a  precedent,  I  have  to  state 
that,  upon. the  examination  of  Aotine  Passed  Assistant  Surgeon  Greene,  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  act  "to  abolish  the  Volunteer  Navy  of  the  United  States,''  approved  Feb- 
ruary 15, 1879,  the  board,  after  consideration  of  the  deserving  character  of  the  services 
rendered  by  Dr.  Greene,  found  him  physically  disqualified  for  active  service,  and  that 
his  incapacity  resulted  from  exposure  and  overexertion  during  an  outbreak  of  yellow 
fever  on  board  the  United  St-ates  ship  Lancaster  in  1873.  Uoon  the  recommendation 
of  the  board.  Dr.  Greene  was  transferred  to  the  Regular  Navy  and  retired  in  the 
grade  of  passed  assistant  surgeon. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  services  of  Dr.  Greene  on  the  occasion  referred  to  in  the 
resolution  were  fully  recognized  by  his  transfer  to  the  Regular  Navy  and  by  his  re- 
tirement in  the  grade  held  by  him  in  the  volunteer  service,  further  legislation  in  his 
favor,  as  is  proposed  by  this  resolution,  would  become  a  prece4lent  for  the  presenta- 
tion of  similar  measures  by  other  officers  of  the  Navy  whose  claims  are  probably  as 
meritorious  as  those  of  Passed  Assistant  Surgeon  Greene. 

The  resolution  is  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

WM.  E.  CHANDLER. 

Secretary  of  the  Aavjf. 

Hon.  H.  B.  Anthony, 

of  Committee  JSaval  Affairs,  United  States  Senate, 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Beport 

l8t  Session.       J  ( No.  823. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  12,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Chilcott,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  sabmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  389.] 

The  CommitUie  on  Claimsj  to  whom  wa%  referred  the  Mil  {8.  389)  for  the 
relief  of  A^tstin  Jayne  and  John  K.  Mathews^  having  examined  the  same^ 
submit  the  following  report : 

That  the  claimants  were  dnly  appointed  local  inspectors  of  steam 
vessels  for  the  city  of  New  York,  dnly  qnalified,  and  have  discharged 
the  duties  of  inspectors  from  the  date  of  their  appointment,  Augnst  15, 
1866,  up  to  the  present  time.  That  in  the  administration  of  their  duties 
as  inspectors  of  steam  vessels  they  have  given  satisfaction.  The  law 
places  these  officers  under  the  control  of  the  supervising  inspector  of 
the  district  and  of  the  inspector-general  at  Washington.  At  the  time 
of  their  appointment,  and  for  several  years  thereafter,  they  had  an  effi- 
cient clerk,  whose  duty  it  was  to  receive  the  public  money  for  licenses 
to  masters,  pilots,  and  engineers  of  steam  vessels,  and  render  a  proper 
account  for  the  said  money  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

The  inspector-general  at  Washington,  James  A.  Dumont,  recom- 
mended the  appointment  of  one  Henry  Freeman,  of  Washington,  to 
act  as  the  financial  clerk  of  the  board  of  local  inspectors  for  the  city  of 
New  York,  in  place  of  the  clerk  who  had  up  to  that  time  faithfully  per- 
formed his  duties.  This  appointment  of  Henry  Freeman  was  msule  on 
the  12th  of  December,  1876. 

Addison  Low,  late  supervising  inspector  of  New  York,  in  abetter  ad- 
dressed to  the  Committee  on  Claims,  bearing  date  January  31, 1881,  in 
speaking  of  the  appointment  of  Henry  Freeman,  says : 

Mr.  Dumont  being  my  snperior  officer,  I  obeyed  his  order  against  the  wishes  and 
without  the  consent  of  said  local  inspectors. 

After  the  appointment  of  said  Freeman,  he  was  intrusted  with  the 
duties  devolving  upon  the  former  clerk;  the  fact  of  the  said  Freemen 
having  been  designated  by  the  chief  of  the  steamboat  inspection  serv- 
ice, justifieil  the  said  inspectors  in  placing  confidence  in  their  new  clerk 
and  assigning  him  to  the  duties  performed  by  his  predecessor.  On  the 
10th  day  of  November,  1880,  the  claimants  discovered  that  their  clerk, 
Henry  Freeman,  was  an  embezzler  of  the  funds  paid  to  him  in  his  offi- 
cial capacity  for  licenses,  &c.,  to  the  extent  of  $5,984 ;  they  immediately 
caused  the  arrest  of  the  said  Freeman,  the  warrant  for  said  arrest  being 
Hwora  out  by  the  claimants  before  the  government  had  become  aware  of 
the  embezzlement.  The  said  Freeman  was  duly  convicted,  and  on  the 
20rh  day  of  December,  1880,  sentenced  to  pay  a  flhe  of  $110,  and  to  be 
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imprisoned  in  the  Albany  penitentiary  for  the  term  of  three  yeai^s.   At 
the  trial  the  said  Freeman  plead  guilty  to  the  charge  of  embezzlement. 
F.  H.  Snyder,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says: 

That  durinjic  the  winter  of  1880  and  1881  he  was  employed  by  MeKsrs.  AnAtin  Javne 
and  John  K.  Mathewe,  United  States  local  inspectors  of  Bt«ani  vessels  at  New  York, 
in  the  matter  of  a  claim  for  relief  against  the  United  States  Government  for  reimburse- 
ment of  the  sum  of  $5,984,  paid  by  the  said  Jayne  and  Mathews,  to  make  good  a  dcti- 
'ciency  caused  by  embezzlement  of  Henry  Freeman,  late  clerk  to  the  local  board  of 
inspectors  at  New  York..  Deponent  further  sayetli  that  during  the  time  he  was  em- 
ployed in  prosecuting  the  claim  aforesaid,  and  subsequent  to  the  conviction  of  said 
Freeman  for  said  embezzlement,  deponent  called  upon  James  A.  Dumont.  United 
States  supervising  inspector  of  steam  vessels,  at  his  office  in  Washing^n,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  procuring  information  regarding  the  life  and  habits  of  said  Freeman  prior  to 
his  appointment  to  the  aforesaid  clerkship.  Deponent  at  this  interview  asked  the 
said  Jan.es  A.  Dumont  if  the  said  Freeman  had  not  changed  his  name,  or  taken  a  dif- 
ferent name  fntm  the  one  he  was  formerly  known  by,  on  assuming  the  aforesaid  clerk- 
ship at  New  Y'oik.-  Snid  Dumont  at  first  denied  any  knowledge  of  the  matter,  but 
when  deponent  told  Dumont  that  he,  deponent,  ha<l  been  informed  that  the  said  Free- 
man had  assumed  a  ditfereut  name,  Dumont  admitted  a  knowledge  of  the  fact,  and 
told  deponent  that  the  said  Freeman,  before  his  appointment  to  the  clerkship  afore- 
said, went  by  the  name  of  J.  Harry  Freeman.  The  said  Dumont,  during  the  same  iti- 
ter\iew,  told  deponent  that  the  said  Freeman,  prior  to  his  appointment  as  elerk  tn  tlie 
local  inspectors  at  New  York,  was  empl<»yed  in  the  banking  house  of  Lewis  H.  John- 
son &  Co.,  at  Washington,  D.  C,  and  that  while  so  employed  he  embezzled  nmuey 
l<e!on^iug  to  the  firm.  Deponent  further  says  that  the  first  intimation  deitonent  liad 
that  the  said  Freeman  was  a  defaulter,  before  his  defaication  while  clerk  of  the  afore- 
said board  at  New  York,  was  communicated  to  de^ionent  b^  the  said  James  A.  Dumont. 
Deponent  further  gays  that  subsequent  to  the  aion*-mentioned  interview  and  convi  r- 
sation  with  the  said  Dumont,  deponent  called  at  the  banking  house  of  the  said  Lewis 
H.  Johnson  &.  Co.,  and  was  informed  by  a  member  of  said  firm  that  the  said  Free- 
man, prior  to  his  ap)>ointment  as  clerk  to  the  board  at  Kew  York,  was  employed  by 
them  as  clerk;  and  that  while  so  employed  he  stole  money  belonging  to  the  firm,  the 
agg-egate  amount  of  which  was  over  |6,000,  and  deponent  further  sayeth  not. 

The  facts  in  this  affidavit  show  the  class  of  a  man  who  was  forecHl 
upon  these  bonded  officials  of  the  governnient  as  their  financial  clerk. 
The  said  Ja^Tie  and  Mathews  were  responsible  for  the  amount  of  tlie 
said  Fi  eemau's  defalcation,  and  have  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  the  full  sum  of  money  stolen  by  the  said  Freeman. 

It  is  provided  that  the  accounts  and  books  of  the  local  iuspectorN  shall 
be  examined  by  the  supervisinpr  inspector.  Now,  during  the  lime  cov- 
ered by  the  said  defalcations,  there  were  three  different  persons  holding 
office  as  supervising  inspectors,  yet  none  of  them  discovered  the  defal- 
cation. 

Georp:e  B.  K.  Tower,  pnper\'ising  inspector  of  second  district,  >avj-\ 
in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Treasury: 

Mr.  Kijiiby,  my  predecessor,  acknowledges  that  if  he  had  pxaniined  tl»c  «t*i.>ii»i^^ 
and  Inxiks  thoroughly  he  could  not  have  failed  to  detect  the  falsification. 

What  is  true  in  Mr.  Bigby's  case  must  likewise  be  true  in  the  cast*  of 
the  other  two  supervising  inspectors,  who  were  in  charge  during  the 
period  covered  by  the  defalcation,  to  wit.  May,  1876,  to  Octolier,  jsso. 

The  fact  is,  the  supervising  inspectors  should  have  discovered  Free- 
man's shortage  in  accounts;  this  they  did  not  These  accounts  aiv, ac- 
cording to  law,  tinally  passed  upon  by  the  inspector-general,  as  an  addi- 
tional safeguard  against  mistakes,  either  intentional  or  unintentiomil. 
In  this  case  the  insi^ectorgeneral  passed  as  correct  the  accounts  of  sai<l 
Jayne  and  Mathews,  for  a  period  of  more  than  two  years,  while  tIk» 
accounts  during  this  time  were  actually  short  by  Freeman's  defalcjitioii. 
Thus  these  safeguards  against  fraud  [iroved  unavailing,  and  it  was  left 
to  the  claimants  themselves  to  discover  the  embezzlement  of  the  saiil 
Freeman.  Kow,  while  these  officers  ought  to  be  equally  responsible  for 
a  failure  to  discover  errors  in  the  accounts  passed  upon  by  them,  as  well 
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the  said  Jayne  and  Mathews,  the  fact  is  proved  that  the  said  Jayne  and 
Mathews  have  alone  been  held  responsible,  and  have  been  compelled  to 
pay  every  dollar  stolen  by  Freeman. 

It  does  not  seem  to  your  committee  that  there  was  any  greater  amount 
of  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  claimants  than  on  the  part  of  their 
superior  officers.  Kor  does  it  seem  equity  that  they  should  bear  the 
total  amount  stolen  by  a  dishonest  clerk  forced  upon  them  without  their 
consent  or  approval  by  a  superior  officer.  The  conviction  of  said  Free- 
man, and  the  facts  proven  at  his  trial^  leave  no  ground  to  doubt  that  the 
amount  was  stolen  as  alleged,  and  it  is  in  evidence  that  the  amount  has 
now  been  covered  into  the  United  States  Treasury  by  the  said  Jayne 
and  Matiiews.  The  facts  seem  to  be  that  all  those  having  supervisory 
power  over  the  said  Freeman  placed  the  same  confidence  in  him  as  was 
})laced  in  his  predecessor,  and  if  Jayne  and  Mathews  are  blamable, 
those  other  officials  whose  duty  it  was  by  law  to  examine  these  accounts, 
are  likewise  blamable. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  claimants  are  responsible  for  con- 
tributory negligence  in  not  inspecting  and  discovering  said  defalcations 
at  an  earlier  time^  and  were  grossly  neglectful  of  both  the  public  and 
their  own  private  interests  in  this  respect.  Under  no  law,  therefore,  is 
the  government  bound  to  reimburse  the  claimants  for  their  loss.  Al- 
though it  was  a  hardship  to  the  claimants,  still  this  loss  was  occasioned 
greatly  by  their  own  neglect. 

Your  c  )mmitt8e  therefore  report  back  said  bill  with  the  recommen- 
dation that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Rkport 

Int  Session.       ]  )  No  824. 


IN  TUE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  12,  lftS2. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  George,  frcm  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  169d] 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  ichom  was  re/erred  the  hill  {H.  R.  1698)  far 
the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Peter  Oallagher,  have  had  the  same  under  cm- 
sideration,  and  heg  leave  to  report  as  follows: 

The  committee  have  carefully  considered  this  claim  of  Peter  Galla- 
gher, and  find  that  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  report  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Claims  made  the  present  3'ear.  They  adopt  said  report^ 
and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill.    The  House  report  is  as  follows : 

In  June,  1875,  Peter  Gallagher  entered  into  a  contract  Tv^ith  Col.  S.  B.  Holabird, 
who  was  chief  quartermaster  of  the  Department  of  Texas  at  that  time,  to  supply  Forta 
i^tockton  and  Davis  with  certain  (luantities  of  forage  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1^76.  He  was  to  furnish  at  Fort  Davis  377,080  pounds  of  com,  at  2^  cents  per 
pound,  and  184,040  pounds  of  barley,  at  the  same  price.  At  Fort  Stockton  he  was  to 
furnish  368,849  pounds  of  com  and  184,441  pouudrt  of  barley,  at  2f  cents  per  pound. 
It  WAS  agreed  by  the  terms  of  the  contract  tnat  the  claimant  was  to  supply  the  above 
quantities,  ''more  or  less,  as  might  be  required  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1876.''  The  contract  or  contracts,  for  there  were  two  of  them,  were  approved  by 
the  commander  of  the  Department  of  Texas  June  23,  1875,  and  by  General  Sheridan, 
July  6,  1875.  In  consequence  of  the  exchange  of  the  Eighth  and  Ninth  Cavalry  Regi- 
ments from  New  Mexico  to  posts  in  Texas  during  that  year,  and  the  exchanging  regi- 
ments having  to  pass  through  Forts  Davis  and  Stockton,  a  larger  ouantity  of  forage 
was  required  than  the  amount  embraced  in  the  contract,  and  the  claimant  was  noti- 
fied that  a  large  addition  would  be  required.  He  then  made  a  proposition  in  writing 
to  sup|)ly  the  additional  quantity  at  iSs  per  bushel  for  both  com  and  barley.  This 
propifsition  was  accepted  by  Colonel  Holabird,  and  forwarded  to  General  Ord,  with  a 
recommendation  of  its  approval.  General  Ord  approved  the  same  in  the  following 
words: 

''Approved.  The  contract  will  be  increased  to  one-third  additional,  or  such  amount 
within  one-third  as  may  be  required  for  troops  passing  through,  which  is  a  legitimate 
demiind  for  the  post,  and  is  included  under  the  contract." 

The  forage  was  furnished,  and  bills  for  payment  presented,  and  vouchers  were 
allowed  for  the  excess  at  2^^  and  2f  cents  per  pound,  instead  of  $2  per  bushel,  which 
was  about  3^  cents  per  pound,  and  the  claimant  was  paid  by  the  government  at  2^ 
cents  and  2|  cents  per  pound  instead  of  $2  per  bushel.  The  difference  amounted  to 
$6,128.82.    This  amount  the  heirs  of  the  claimant  ask  Congress  to  appropriate. 

This  claim  has  been  presented  and  disallowed  by  the  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasury 
on  the  ground  that  the  contractor  was  bound  by  his  original  contract  to  supply  not 
only  the  amount  stipulated,  but  "more  or  less,"  as  might  be  required,  and  that  the 
second  contract  made  with  the  commander  of  the  department,  General  Ord,  and  the 
quartermaster  of  the  department,  Colonel  Holabird,  was  inoperative  to  change  tlio 
first  contract  approved  by  General  Sheridan.  The  Quartermaster-General  also  dis- 
approves the  claim,  and  so  do  most  of  the  other  officers  who  have  been  called  upon  to 
exfircHS  official  opinions.  We  believe  that  the  opinions  of  General  Ord  and  Colonel 
Holabird  are  ratner  to  be  taken  than  the  opinions  of  others,  because  they  know  all 
the  circumstances;  it  was  in  their  department,  and  they  certainly  acted  for  the  best 
interests  of  the  government.    The  contractor,  Gallagher,  settled  in  the  neighborhood 
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of  these  forts  aud  opened  np  farmSf  as  Colonel  Holabird  informs  us,  jn^t  to  supply 
them,  and  greatly  reduced  the  price  the  Army  had  been  paying  for  forage  before.  Iti 
making  his  bid  at  the  first  contract  he  was  evidently  controlled  by  the  amount  of  for- 
age stipulated  for  and  which  he  knew  he  could  supply  from  the*  neighborhood.  He 
X>erhaps  never  thonsht  how  elastic  the  words  ''more  or  less"  might  be.  He  looked  at 
the  amount  reqnirea  and  the  capacity  of  the  neighborhood  to  furnish  it,  and  bid  ac- 
cordingly. But  when  the  extraordinary  increase  occasioned  by  the  passage  of  the  two 
cavalry  regiments  had  to  be  met,  the  facts  changed;  he  could  no  more  supply  them 
from  the  adjoining  country.  He  had  to  go  across  the  Rio  Grande  into  Mexico  into  the 
State  of  Chihuahua  and  haul  the  corn  200  miles  and  pay  a  duty  on  it  at  the  custom- 
bouse.  The  conditions  were  wholly  changed,  and  General  Ord  and  Colonel  Holabirtl 
knew  it,  and  hence  agreed  with  him  to  supply  the  needed  forage  from  Mexico  at  the 
enhanced  price. 

In  reference  to  the  obligation  of  the  claimant  to  supply  more  or  less  than  the  stipu- 
lated amount,  General  Ord  says : 

''The  practice  in  this  department  has  been,  when  the  contract  price  was  more  than 
the  price  at  which  any  additional  supply  might  be  needed  for  the  United  States,  to  go 
into  open  market  and  parchase  at  lowest  rate  (see  General  Perry's  recommendation 
on  case  of  A.  B.  Adams),  not  giving  the  contractor,  when  he  could  profit  by  them, 
the  benefit  of  the  words  '  more  or  less,'  used  in  the  contract.  Therefore,  I  think  it 
not  Just,  when  an  additional  supply  is  needed  and  the  price  in  market  is  higher  than 
the  contract  price,  to  hold  the  contractor  to  the  words  'more  or  less;'  in  other  words, 
hold  him  to  them  when  he  would  lose,  and  deprive  him  of  them  when  he  would 
gain." 

General  Ord,  in  forwarding  the  papers  to  General  Sheridan,  says: 

"On  careful  examination  of  the  claim,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  Mr.  Gallagher  is 
clearly  entitled,  in  equity,  to  payment  for  the  grain  furnished  at  the  posts  of  Stockton 
and  Davis  for  the  Eighth  and  Ninth  Cavalry,  at  the  rate  agreed  upon  with  Mr. 
Corbott  (Gallagher's  agent),  and  that  the  difference  between  the  amount  paid  him  for 
the  grain  furnished  those  regiments  and  the  price  per  bushel  agreed  upon  is  still  due 
him." 

Colonel  Holabird  says  the  claim  is  just.  He  says  that  he  first  Inserted  the  words 
"  more  or  less"  in  contracts  for  supplying  posts,  aud  that  it  was  intended  to  cover 
the  legitimate  increase  or  decrease  of  the  troops  belonging  to  the  post,  and  not  to 
troops  that  were  passing ;  and  that  the  extraordinary  demand  for  forage  to  meet  the 
wants  of  the  two  exchanging  regiments  was  not  embraced  in  the  first  contract. 
Your  committee  believe  that  the  contract  ma<le  by  General  Ord  and  Colonel  Hola- 
binl,  for  forage  for  the  two  regiments,  is  valid,  and  that,  it  having  been  executed  in 
good  faith,  the  government  is  bound  to  abide  by  it  and  pay  to  the  represent-ativee  of 
Peter  Gallagher  the  sum  of  |6,1'^.H2;  and  they  report  back  the  bill  to  the  House,  and 
recommend  that  it  do  pass. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

l8t  Session.       )  I  No.  825. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  12,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Cameeon,  of  Wisconsin,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1874.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8.  1874)  for  the 
relief  of  Elizabeth  OaskinSy  report  thereon  a^  follows: 

The  claimant  alleges  in  her  x>etition  that  in  1862  she  resided  in  Prince 
William  Coanty,  Virginia,  about  1^  miles  from  Manassas  Junction. 
That  a  part  of  the  Amy  of  the  United  States,  under  the  command  of 
General  McClellan,  encamped  on  her  farm,  and  that  for  some  time  her 
house  was  occupied  by  members  of  the  Signal  Corps  attached  to  McClel- 
lan's  Army.  That  while  so  occupied  her  house  was  destroyed  by  fire, 
and  that  the  value  of  the  house  and  furniture  thus  destroyed  was  $300. 

The  petitioner  further  alleges  in  her  petition  that  while  the  said  Army 
was  thus  encamped  on  her  farm  she  was  ordered  by  the  military  au- 
thorities to  supply  to  a  portion  of  General  King's  dragon  division  cer- 
tain supplies,  consisting  of  corn,  buckwheat,  hay,  horses,  cattle,  pease, 
beans,  chickens,  and  green  fodder,  a  detailed  statement  of  which,  and 
of  the  alleged  value  thereof,  is  set  forth  in  the  petition.  The  alleged 
value  of  the  said  supplies  and  of  said  house  is  $1,931. 

The  claimant  is  a  colored  women  and,  probably,  was  loyal  to  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States.  If  loyal  she  might  have  brought  an  ac- 
tion before  the  Commissioners  of  Claims  to  recover  for  the  supplies  fur- 
nished.   She  gives  no  excuse  for  not  having  brought  such  action. 

Your  committee  do  not  report  in  favor  of  the  allowance  of  a  claim,  if 
claimant  has,  or  has  had,  a  legal  remedy  and  has  not  availed  himself  of 
such  remedy,  unless  some  satisfactory  reason  is  given  for  his  failure  to 
do  so.  It  seems  from  claimant's  petition  that  the  burning  of  her  house 
was  one  of  the  exigencies  of  war,  and  in  no  view  of  the  case  is  she  en- 
titled to  be  compensated  therefor. 

The  only  evidence  in  support  of  the  claim  submitted  to  your  commit* 
tee  is  claimant's  unverified  petition. 

We  recommend  that  the  claim  be  not  allowed,  and  that  the  bill  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 


47th  Congress,  (  SENATE.  i  Refout 

l8t  Session.       f  \  No.  820. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  12, 188'2. — Onlered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Rollins,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2064.] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs^  to  ichom  was  re/erred  the  hUl  (A  2064) 
to  restore  John  W.  Simmons  to  his,  former  rank  in  the  United  States 
Nary  J  and  place  him  on  the  retired  listy  beg  leave  to  report: 

That  Mr.  Simmons  only  served  in  the  Navy  about  sixteen  months, 
and  then  voluntarily  resigned.  This  resignation  was  ten  years  ago,  and 
the  committee,  seeing  do  reason  for  his  restoration,  recommend  that 
the  bill  be  postponed  indefinitely. 

The  following  communication  from  the  Navy  Department  fully  ex- 
plains the  case: 

Navy  Department, 

WathingtOTi,  July  10, 1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  tbe  receipt  of  yonr  commnnication  of  the 
29th  ultimo,  inclosing  Senate  bill  2064,  "  to  restore  John  W.  Simmons  to  his  former 
rank  in  the  United  States  Navy,  and  place  him  on  the  retired  list,"  and  reqaesting  a 
statement  of  facts  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Simmons,  with  my  views  as  to  the  propriety  of 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

In  compliance  with  yonr  request,  I  transmit  herewith  an  abstract  of  the  reconl  of 
service  of  Mr.  Simmons  in  the  volunteer  and  regnlar  Navy,  from  which  it  will  be  seen 
that,  after  serving  bat  about  sixteen  months  as  a  boatswain,  he  voluntarily  resigned 
his  warrant  as  such,  and  has  now  been  out  of  the  service  more  than  ten  years. 

The  department  is  of  the  opinion  that  it  is  not  advisable  to  enlarge  the  retired  list 
of  the  Navv  by  additions  to  tiiat'llst  of  persons  from  civil  life  because  of  former  serv- 
ice in  the  JTavy. 

The  object  of  the  law  regulating  the  retirement  of  officers  of  the  Navy  is  to  pro- 
mote the  efficiency  of  the  service  by  placing  upon  the  retired  list  such  officera  as  may 
be  unfit  for  active  duty  by  reason  of  age  or  incapacity  resulting  from  long  and  faith- 
ful 'service,  from  wounds  or  injuries  received  in  the  line  of  duty,  or  from  sickness  or 
exposure  in  service. 

Fur  the  reasons  above  stated,  I  do  not  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 
Very  respectfully, 

WM.  E.  CHANDLER, 

tSecrttary  of  the  Xary, 

Hon.  J.  D.  Cameron, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Xaval  Affairs^  United  Stales  Senate. 


47th  GoNOBESSy )  SENATE.  '  i  Report 

l8t  Session.      f  \  No.  827. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  12, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Sewbll,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1935.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (8. 1935) 
for  the  relief  of  Oapt  W.  M.  WalUwej  have  considered  the  same^  and 
^espeeffully  report : 

The  following  information  is  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  is  made 
a  part  of  this  report : 

Headquarters  Department  of  Arizona. 
Whi^U  Barraoks,  Preacott,  Ariz.,  July  2,  1881. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  forward  herewith,  for  the  information  of  the  diviaion  com- 
mander and  the  Qnartermaster-Qeneral  of  the  Army,  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  board  of  survey  convened  at  Fort  Verde,  Am.,  by  Orders  No.  76,  cur- 
rent series  that  post,  to  investigate  the  circumstances  attending  the  daonage  by  fire 
to  one  set  of  officers'  quarters  thereac. 

I  have  inspected  the  ruins  in  person,  and  find  that  the  damage  to  the  building  was 
caused  by  its  having  a  pine-wood  ceiling. 

I  would  therefore  reconmiend  that  in  future  no  public  firame  buildines  in  this  de- 
partment be  waUed  or  ceiled  with  the  pine  of  this  country,  as  it  is  light  and  fuU  of 
pitch,  but  that  they  all  be  finished  with  lath  and  plaster. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

O.  B.  WILLCOX, 
Brevet  Me^ar-'General,  Commtmdfng  Department. 
The  Assistant  Adjutant-General, 

MiUtary  Diviaion  of  the  Paeiflo,  Preeidio,  8.  F.,  Cal. 


Proceedinga  of  a  board  of  survey  convened  at  Fort  Verde,  ArtM.,  purenant  to  the  following 

order,  vig: 

[Orders  Ko.  76.— Exinot] 

Fort  Verde,  Ariz.,  May  26, 1881. 

A  board  of  survey  is  hereby  ordered  to  convene  at  this  post  at  10  o'clock,  a.  m.,  to- 
morrow, the  27th  instant,  or  as  soon  thereafter  as  practicable,  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining,  if  possible,  the  orurin  of  the  fire  that  partially  destroyed  No.  2  set  of 
officers'  qniu1;ers  at  this  post.  The  board  will  report  the  circumstances,  and  make 
such  recommendation  as  it  may  think  fit,  to  avoid,  if  possible,  the  recurrence  again  of 
fire.  It  will  also  report  what  damage  was  incurred  by  the  officers  occupying  the 
quarters. 

Detail  for  the  board— Asst.  Surg.  Elliott  Cones,  U.  S.  A. ;  First  Lieut.  Frank  West, 
Sixth  Cavaliy:  Second  Lieut.  G.  L.  Scott,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

By  order  of  Lieut.  Col.  W.  R.  Price. 

G.  L.  SCOTT, 
Second  Lieutenant  Sixth  Cavalry,  Poet  Adjutant, 
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Fort  Ybbde,  Ariz.,  May  27, 1881—10  ^eloek  a.  m. 

The  board  met  pnnuant  to  the  foregoing  orders. 
Present,  all  the  members. 

The  members  of  the  board  were  all  present  at  the  fire,  and  assisted  in  extingnishing 
it;  and  having  examined  the  premises  after  the  fire,  find  that  it  broke  out  in  or  near 
a  closet  containing  clothes,  in  north  room  of  No.  2  set  of  officers'  quarters,  occupied 
by  Capt.  W.  M.  Wallace,  Sixth  Cav^abry. 

The  fire  was  discovered  abont  7  p.  m.  on  the  evening  of  May  25, 1881 ;  the  alarm  was 
immediately  sonnded,  but  the  fire  nad  alreadv  caught  the  room  above  and  in  roof  of 
house.  The  usual  means  for  subduing  the  nre  were  at  once  employed;  and  the  offi- 
cers, men,  and  employ^  worked  incessantly  one  hour  and  ten  minutes,  and  succeeded 
in  extinguishing  the  fire,  saving  about  one-half  of  the  building.  Tlie  post  has  an 
unlimited  supply  of  water,  an  ample  supply  of  fire-buckets,  axes,  ladders,  hose,  &c. 
The  command  is  prompt  to  respond  to  an  alarm  of  ''fire,"  and  very  efficient  in  the 
performance  of  their  duties  at  the  fire. 

The  board  is  therefore  unable  to  make  any  recommendation  which,  in  their  opinion, 

would  lessen  t)ie  probability  of  firo,  or  improve  the  means  or  mode  of  extinguishing  it. 

The  board  examined  Capt.  W.  M.  Wallace,  Sixth  Cavaly,  who  stated  that  there 

had  been  no  firo  during  the  day  in  the  room  where  it  broke  out.    The  board  is  unable 

to  determine  the  cause  of  the  nre. 

The  board  finds  that  Capt.  W.  M.  Wallace,  Sixth  Cavalry,  lost  in  the  fire  private 
property  amounting  to  |795,  as  set  forth  in  affidavit  appended  and  marked  A. 

Thero  being  no  further  business  before  it,  the  board,  at  11.30  o'clock  a.  m.,  adjoumed 
Hue  die, 

ELLIOTT  C0UE8, 
Asfisiant  Surgeon,  U.  S.  A.,  PreHdenU 
FRANK  WEST, 
First  Lieutenant  Sixth  Cavalry,  Member. 
G.  L.  SCOTT, 
Second  Lieutenant  Sixth  Cavalry,  Recorder, 
Approved. 

WM.  REDWOOD  PRICE, 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Sixth  Cavalry,  Commanding  Poet, 

Territory  of  Arizona, 

County  of  Yavapai,  sa: 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  the  undersigned,  notary  public  in  and  for  the  county 
and  Territory  atoresaid,  one  W.  M.  Wallace,  captain  Sixth  Cavalry,  who,  being  duly 
sworn  according  to  law,  deposes  and  says :  That  while  temporarily  absent  from  the 
garrison  of  Fort  Verde,  Ariz.,  on  the  afternoon  of  the  25th  day  of  May,  1881,  his  Quar- 
ters were  partially  destroyed  by  fire,  and  that  the  following  specified  articles  of  his 
personal  property  were  either  entirely  consumed  by  the  flames  or  so  severely  burned 
as  to  render  them  unserviceable. 

Furthermore,  the  deponent  swears  that  there  was  no  lighted  lamps  or  candle  or  ^re 
in  fire-place  or  stove  about  the  room  where  the  fire  originated ;  that  the  origin  of  the 
fire  is  entirely  unaccountable  to  him ;  neither  was  there  any  kerosene  oil  or  other 
combustible  matter  in  that  room  or  in  the  building.  The  deponent  further  swears 
that  the  prices  set  opposite  the  several  specified  articles  are,  to  the  best  of  his  knowl- 
edge and  belief,  a  fair  and  moderate  valuation  of  what  it  will  cost  to  replace  them  at 
this  place,  viz :  Underelothing,  |25 ;  two  pair  uniform  pants,  $36;  two  pair  boots,  |30; 
one  white  coat,  $15;  one  uniform  coat,  f50;  one  pair  shoulder-knots,  |25;  one  new 
blouse,  |40 ;  one  pair  shoulder-straps,  $5;  one  pair  slippers,  $4;  one  pair  trowsers,|lO: 
one  helmet  and  trimmings,  |25:  one  helmet-cord,  (20;  nine  dresses,  $164;  two  boys' 
suits,  $10;  one  black  walnut  bedstead^  $40;  one  black  walnut  bureau.  $25  j  one  rock- 
ing-chair, $6;  three  black  walnut  chairs,  $12;  one  pair  blankets,  $8;  five  pillows,  $20; 
one  pair  window  curtains,  $10;  one  ingrain  carpet,  $50;  one  looking-glass,  $16;  two 
pairs  shoes,  $10;  one  portable  iron  bedstead,  double,  $30;  one  hair  mattress,  double, 
$40 ;  two  spreads,  $10;  sheets  and  pillow-oases,  $8;  one  silk  quilt,  $25  ;  pictures,  $20 ; 
six  Doys'  shirt-waists,  $6.    Total  value.  $795. 

W.  M.  WALLACE, 
Captain  Sixth  Cavalry, 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  30th  day  of  May,  1881. 

D.  L.  ROBINSON, 

Notary  Public. 


Fort  Verde,  Ariz.,  Jicfie  13, 1881—10  o'clock  a.  m. 

The  board  reconvened  pursuant  to  inj^orsements,  dated  Headquarters  Department 
or  Arizona,  Prescott,  Ariz.,  June  8,  1861  (see  copy  appended  marked  A  and  FortYerde, 
Ariz.,  June  13,  1881). 
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Present,  First  Lieut.  Frank  West,  Sixth  Cavalry ;  Second  Lieut.  G.  L.  Soott,  Sixth 
Cavahry. 
Absent,  Asst.  Surg.  Elliott  Cones,  U.  S.  A.,  on  scout. 

The  board  respeodhUy  report  that  they  inyestigated  every  circumstance  connected 
ivith  the  fire,  but  are  entirely  at  loss  to  account  for  its  oriein.  Every  witness  was 
carefully  questioned  who  it  was  believed  could  give  the  slightest  information  on  the 
subject.  There  was  nothing,  however,  elicited  to  show  that  the  fire  was  or  was  not 
the  work  of  an  incendia;ry.  As  the  board  has  no  knowledge  as  to  the  cause  of  the  fire, 
it  can  make  no  recommendations  to  prevent  a  similar  one.  It  has  already  stated  that 
means  to  extinguish  fire  are  ample. 

There  being  no  further  business  before  it,  the  board,  at  II  o'clock  a.  m.,  adjourned 
Bine  die, 

FItANK  'WEST, 
First  Lieutenant  Sixth  Caealry^Jiemher. 

G.  L.  SCOTT, 
Second  Lieutenant  Sixth  Cavalry,  Recorder, 

Approved. 

W.  M.  WALLACE, 
Captain  Sixth  Cavalry,  Commanding, 

A. 

[First  indorsement.] 

Headquarters  Department  of  Arizona, 

Whipple  Barracks,  Prescott,  June  8,  1881. 

Respectfully  returned  by  the  commanding-general,  who  directs  that  the  board  be 
reconvened  for  further  investigation  and  report.  As  the  report  of  the  board  now 
stands  there  is  ground  for  suspicion  that  the  &e  was  the  result  of  incendiarism,  while 
there  is  nothing  in  the  record  to  show  that  any  steps  have  been  recommended  to  dis- 
cover the  guilty  party  or  parties,  or  secure  the  buildings  at  the  post  from  like  damage. 

8.  N.  BENJAMIN, 
Assistant  Adjutant- General, 

Headquarters  Department  of  Arizona, 

Whipple  Barracks,  Preseott,  July  2,  1881. 
Approved.  ' 

O.  B.  WILLCOX, 
Brevet  Major-Generdt,  Commanding  Department, 

Headquarters  Military  Division  of  the  Pacific, 

AND  Department  of  California, 

,       Presidio,  S.  F,,  July  7,  1881. 

Official  coi>y  respectfully  furnished  for  the  information  of  the  chief  quartermaster, 
Military  Division  of  the  Pacific. 
By  conmiand  of  Major-General  McDowell. 

J.  C.  KELTON, 
Colonel,  Assistant  Adjutant-General, 

[First  indorsement.  1 

Chief  Quartermaster's  Office, 
Military  Division  of  the  Pacific,  and  Department  of  California, 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  Cal,  July  11,  1881. 

Respectfully  forwarded  to  the  Quartermaster-General  of  the  Army,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

R.  SAXTON, 
Deputy  Quartermaster-General,  Chief  Quartermaster. 

[Second  indorsement] 

Quartermaster- General's  Office, 

Washington,  July  27,  1881. 

Respectfully  submitted  to  the  honorable  Secretary  of  War  for  his  information. 

Regarding  the  recommendation  of  the  department  commander,  I  note  that  all  firame 
buildings  lathed  and  plastered,  with  hollow  walls,  floors,  and  partitions,  are  extremely 
liable  to  destruction  by  fire.       * 
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A  wooden  ceiling  is  only  a  little  more  dangerons  than  a  plastered  ceiling. 
This  fire  appears  to  have  been  set  in  a  closet,  perhaps  by  rats  or  mice  and  matches, 
or  by  spontiuieoas  combustion,  or  by  an  incendiary. 

Nothing  to  be  done  by  the  United  States  within  the  reasonable  limits  of  appropria- 
tions granted  by  Congress  will  prevent  such  fire. 

M.  C.  MEIGS, 
QuartermoBier^Generdlf  Brevet  Major-Gemerol,  U,  8,  A, 

[Third  Indorsement.] 

Seen  by  the  Secretary  of  War.    File.        ^ 
By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

H.  T.  CROSBY. 

Cki^  CUrk. 
War  DEPAimnBin',  Auguei  1, 1881. 

It  having  been  the  costom  to  allow  officers  in  the  service  for  losses 
caused  by  fire  in  their  quarters,  to  the  extent  of  their  necessary  eqoip- 
ments,  the  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with  an  amend^^ 
ment  reducing  the  amount  to  $500. 


47th  Cokobess,  )  SENATE.  (  Bbpobt 

Ist  Session.      ) 


\  No.  828. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  14, 1882.— Ordexed  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Van  Wyck,  from  the  Committee  on  PensioDS,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  wTumwas  referred  the  petition  of  May  F. 
McKeevety  ashing  increase  of  pension  j  from  1870  to  1879,  from  $30  to  $50 
per  monthy  having  considered  the  same^  report  as  follows: 

Mrs.  McKeever,  as  widow  of  Commodore  McKeever,  in  1856,  was  placed 
on  the  i>ension-roll  at  $50  per  month,  and  so  continaed  until  1870,  when 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  held  that  under  the  laws  of  1862  and  1868 
all  pensioners  should  be  reduced  to  the  rates  fixed  by  those  statutes,  and 
the  pension  was  reduced  to  $30  per  month. 

In  March,  1879,* Congress  increased  the  pension  to  $50  per  month, 
and  now  she  asks  to  be  allowed  the  increase  between  1870  and  1879  on 
the  ground  that  the  same  was  a  vested  right. 

The  committee  cannot  so  hold,  because  the  law  fixing  the  pension  of 
$50  per  month  was  passed  in  1843  and  1848.  and  Comm^ore  McKeever 
entered  the  service  in  1809,  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not  pass. 


J:7th  Congress,  7  SE:NATE.  (  Repolt 

Ist  Session.       i  \  No.  829. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  14,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  tbe  following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  tchom  teas  referred  the  petition  of  Mrs. 
Electa  TV.  Jacobs,  praying  Congress  by  a  special  act  to  place  her  name 
upon  the  pension-roll  as  a  pensioner  of  the  United  States  from  the  3d  day 
of  May,  1863,  the  date  of  the  death  of  her  second  son,  having  examined 
the  same,  make  the  following  report: 

The  petitioner  alleges  that  her  eldest  son,  Enoch  George  Jacobs,  was 
a  soldier  in  the  late  war,  and  was  commissioned  a  first  lieutenant  in  the 
Twelfth  Kentucky  Infantry  Volunteers  j  that  he  served  three  .years, 
contracted  disease  of  the  heart  durin g  the  siege  of  Knoxville,  and  at  Jonesr 
borough  was  honorably  discharged,  and  though  permanently  partially 
disabled  refuses  to  apply  for  a  pension.  Petitioner  further  states  that 
her  second  son,  Henry  C.  Jacobs,  who  was  enrolled  and  mustered  in 
June  19, 1861,  as  a  private  in  Company  C,  Fifth  Ohio  Volunteers,  was 
killed  at  the  battle  of  Chancellorsyille.  She  further  states  that  her  third 
son,  Nathan  Jacobs,  a  first  lieutenant  in  said  Twelfth  Kentucky  Infantry 
Volunteers,  while  his  regiment  w^as  in  camp  near  Lebanon,  Ky.,  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1863,  was  missed  therefrom,  and  is  supposed  tohavebeen  murdered 
and  robbed.  She  asks  a  pension  on  account  of  the  death  of  her  second 
son,  Henry  C,  to  commence  from  3d  May,  1863,  the  date  of  his  death. 

The  records  of  the  War  Department  show  that  this  soldier  tca^  killed 
at  the  battle  of  Chancellorsville.  The  records  further  show  that  the  elder 
son,  Enoch  George  Jacobs^  had  charges  preferred  against  him  by  the  lieu- 
tenant-colonel of  his  regiment,  and  on  August  24, 1864,  tendered  his 
resignation  on  account  of  said  charges,  and  was,  therefore,  discharged 
August  26, 1864,  "/or  the  good  of  the  serviceJ^  '  The  charges  preferred 
against  him  were'*  drunkenness,"  "disobedience  of  orders,"  and  "absence 
without  leave."  There  is  no  record  on  file  with  the  papers  as  to  the 
third  son,  Nathan.  Petitioner's  husband  was  living  and  providing  her 
with  an  ample  support  when  her  sons  entered  the  Army,  and  at  the  sev- 
eral dates  of  their  respective  deaths  or  discharge.    She  state — 

That  her  two  sons,  Henry  and  Nathan,  who  were  killed  in  the  Army,  contributed 
liberally  to  the  support  of  herself  and  family  dnring  their  lifetime,  but  she  cannot  say 
that  she  was  at  anif  time  during  their  Uvea  dependent  upon  them  for  support,  for  her  hus- 
band always  provided  bountifully  for  his  family  until  he  became  impoverished  by  his 
losses. 

The  losses  referred  to  occurred  during  and  since  the  war,  as  she 
alleges.  Petitioner  has  never  applied  to  the  Pension  Bureau  for  a  pen- 
sion as  dependent  mother  of  either  or  all  of  her  sons,  and  it  is  manifest 
from  the  statements  of  her  petition  that  such  an  application  would  have 
been  wholly  unavailing.    The  application  to  Congress  for  special  relief 
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rests  (except  as  to  the  facts  disclosed  by  the  records  of  the  War  De- 
partmcDt)  simply  upon  the  averments  of  her  petition.  In  the  opinion  of 
your  committee  no  sufficient  reasons  are  presented  for  granting  her  the 
special  relief  asked  for  in  her  petition,  and  your  committee  recommend 
its  rejection,  and  that  they  be  discharged  from  its  further  consideration. 


47th  €ongbess,  1  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.      )  (No.  830. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  14,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  froni  the  Gommittee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  followiim^ 

REPORT: 

[To  aooompany  bill  H.  R.  3582.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  3582)  to 
reinstate  Cornelius  Fitzgerald  on  the  pensionrrollj  having  examined  the 
samey  make  the  follomng  report: 

That  said  Fitzgerald  enlisted  in  the  service  of  the  United  States 
August  5, 1862,  and  was  mustered  as  a  private  into  Company  G,  One 
hundred  and  sixth  Regiment  Dlinois  Volunteers,  on  the  17th  day  of 
September.  1862,  for  three  years  or  during  the  war.  He  was  discharged, 
July  17, 1865,  upon  surgeon's  certificate  of  disablility  hereinafter  men- 
tioned. On  the  15th  November,  1865,  he  filed  his  application  for  pen*- 
sion,  alleging,  as  the  basis  of  his  claim,  that  while  in  the  service — 

He  was  shot  by  the  patrol  guard  through  his  left  leg,  which  caused  amputation^ 
and  coDsequently  is  deprived  of  said  foot.  Said  wound  was  received  in  the  following 
manner:  Patrol  guard  was  charged  to  arrest  all  persons  found  intoxicated;  and  while 
standing  in  a  company,  among  whom  some  were  intoxicated,  said  guards  ordered  the 
men  to  halt,  and  as  others  ran  away  he  walked  away  with  other  men,  when  he  was 
fired  on  by  said  guards,  and  wounded  as  stated.  This  was  at  Pine  Blnff,  Ark.,  on  or 
about  the  7th  day  of  January,  1865. 

During  the  investigation  of  the  claim  the  Adjutant-General  reported 
to  the  Commissioner  that  the  records  of  his  oiUce  showed  that  the 
claimant  was  discharged  July  17, 1865,  because  "of  gunshot  wound  re- 
ceived January  7,  1865,  said  to  have  been  received  while  resisting  the 
I>rovost  guard  at  tine  ^luft'."  The  surgeon's  certificate  of  disability,  on 
which  claimant  was  discharged,  recited  that  he  was  incapable  of  perform- 
ing the  duties  of  a  soldier  because  of  amputation  of  left  thigh,  middle 
third,  the  result  of  gunshot  wound,  "said  to  have  been  received  while 
resisting  the  provost  guard  at  Pine  Bluflf,  Ark.,  January  7,  1865.'' 
After  the  production  of  this  record  the  Commissioner  rejected  the  claim, 
whereupon  an  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who, 
under  date  of  March  15, 1872,  returned  the  papers  to  the  Commissioner, 
with  the  following  decision  in  the  case: 

I  have  carefnlly  examined  the  evidence  in  this  case,  and  find  that  the  records  of  the 
War  Department  report  the  soldier  ''discharged  at  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  July  17, 1865, 
of  gunshot  wound  received  January  7, 1865,  said  to  have  been  received  while  resisting 
the  provost  guard."  The  claim  was  filed  November  15,  1865,  and  not  having  been 
'*proeecnted  to  a  successful  issue  within  five  years  from  the  date  of  snch  fiUng,"  it 
cannot  be  admitted  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  sixth  section  of  the 
act  of  Jnly  4,  1864,  so  long  as  that  section  continnes  in  force  and  the  record  evidenca 
remains  nnaltered.    Your  decision  rejecting  said  claim  is,  therefore,  aflEbnned. 
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Upou  the  rendition  of  this  decision  the  claimant,  through  his  attorney, 
took  steps  to  have  the  record  as  to  caase  of  disability  and  discharge 
changed  or  corrected  by  the  Adjutant-General,  and  under  date  of  Feb- 
ruary 10, 1874,  it  was  changed  or  altered,  the  Assistant  Adjutant-Gen- 
eral placing  upon  the  aforesaid  surgeon's  '^  certificate  of  disability  for 
discharge''  the  following  indorsement: 

War  Department,  Adjutant-General's  Office, 

February  10,  1874. 

The  disability  as  within  stated,  on  acoonnt  of  which  this  man  was  discharged,  was 
inonned  while  in  the  line  of  dnty. 

The  evidence  on  which  this  alteration  of  the  record  was  made  seems 
to  have  consisted  of  ex  paite  affidavits,  which  are  not  on  file  with  the 
pension  papers.  A  few  days  after  this  change  in  the  record,  under  date 
of  February  14, 1865,  the  Assistant  Adjutant-General  reported  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  that — 

Certificate  of  disability  reports  him  discharged  at  Piae  Blnff,  Ark.,  July  17, 1865, 
beoanse  of  amputation  of  left  thigh,  from  gunshot  wound  received  January  7,  1865, 
wWe  in  the  line  of  duty. 

The  case  was  therefore  reopened,  and  after  examination  a  pension  was 
granted  the  claimant  March  17, 1874,  at  the  rate  of  $8  per  month,  com- 
mencing July  17, 1865.  This  was  increased  to  $15  per  month  from  June 
6, 1866;  then  to  $18  per  month  from  June  4, 1872,  and  then  to  $24  per 
month  from  June  4, 1874. 

.  In  1878,  some  suspicion  having  been  excited  as  to  the  claimant's  right 
to  a  pension,  the  case  was  refer^  to  a  special  agent,  with  instructions 
to  make  a  thorough  and  exhaustive  investigation,  so  as  to  ascertain 
whether  the  soldier  was  in  the  line  of  duty  when  he  received  the  wound 
which  resulted  in  amputation  of  leg.  A  large  mass  of  testimony  wa^s 
taken  by  the  special  agent.  Many  witnesses,  comrades  of  pensioner  and 
members  of  the  same  regiment,  stated  that,  as  they  understood  the  facts 
and  circumstances  at  the  time,  Fitzgerald  and  one  Thomas  Hardin  were 
out  of  camp  and  in  town  (Pine  Bluff)  without  a  pass  or  paper  from  the 
proper  officer,  and  were  drinking  or  acting  disorderly;  the  jirovost 
guard  arrested,  or  attempted  to  arrest  them,  when  they  both  ran  away, 
and  not  halting  when  the  guard  ordered  them  to  halt^  the  guard  fired  at 
them  and  hit  Fitzgerald  in  the  thigh.  Other  witnesses  give  their  under- 
standing to  the  effect  that  the  guard  were  attempting  to  arrest  Hardin, 
who  was  drinking  and  disorderly,  and  while  attempting  to  escape  was 
shot  at,  when  Fitzgerald,  who  was  in  company  with  Hardin,  was  occt- 
dentally  wounded.  These  understandings  and  camp  rumors,  on  the  one 
side  or  the  other,  are  of  little  weight  and  need  not  be  dwelt  ui)on,  as 
there  were  eye-witnesses  to  the  transaction  who  state  the  facts  distinctly. 
The  claimant  himself,  in  his  account  of  the  oocurrence,  made  to  the  spe- 
cial agent,  May  1, 1878,  states  that  he  and  Thomas  Hardin  went  to  town 
together;  that  after  reaching  there  they  stepped  into  a  saloon  to  take 
a  drink;  that  while  taking  the  drink  the  provost  guard  came  in  and 
arrested  Hardin.    He  then  proceeds  as  follows: 

AfBant  knew  of  no  reason  (for  the  arrest  of  Hardin).  Hardin  was  sober  at  the  time* 
The  guard  said  nothing  to  affiant.  Affiant  followed  the  guard  with  Hardiu  (there 
was  but  one  of  the  guard)  for  a  little  distance  out  the  alley  to  the  street:  at  the  street 
Hardin  ran  across  the  street  and  over  the  breastwork  and  escaped.  Affiant  came  out 
to  tlie  street  and  timed  to  the  leffc  away  from  camp,  and  was  walking  just  moderately 
down  the  sidewalk.  The  guard  started  after  Hardin  as  affiant  turned  away.  Affiant 
had  gone  but  a  little  distance  when  he  thought  he  heard  some  one  running  after  him, 
but  md  not  turn  round ;  heard  some  one  say,  ^*  Halt !  ^'  Affiant  stopped,  and  just  theu 
a  shot  was  fired  by  the  guard,  and  affiant  was  hit  in  left  thigh.  *  *  *  The  man 
that  affiant  heard  running  was,  as  it  appeared,  the  guard  following  affiant,  and  the 
ahot  was  meant  for  him,  he  supposed. 
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He  states  that  Lieat.  Henry  Eoach  gave  him  verbal  i>ermission  to 
leave  camp  and  go  into  town.  This  statement  is  not  corroborated  by 
any  other  witness.  Lieutenant  Boach  is  living,  and  his  affidavit  is 
neither  produced  nor  its  absence  accounted  for. 

Thomas  Hardin  states  that  he  and  Fitzgerald  went  to  town  about  9 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  with  a  written  pass  by  Lieutenant  Bowman ;  that 
they  went  into  no  store  or  saloon,  but  traveled  around  town  till  the  pro- 
vost guard  came  up  and  wanted  to  see  their  passes. 

Affiant  showed  him  the  pass.  He  did  not  look  at  it  particularly,  bnt  told  them  to  go 
to  camp,  and  if  he  found  them  in  a  saloon  he  would  arrest  them.  They  stepped  into 
a  saloon  after  the  guard  spoke  to  them,  but  did  not  get  anything  to  drink.  As  they 
came  out  and  were  standing  at  the  door  the  guard  came  up  and  asked  if  they  were 
goinff  to  camp,  and  affiant  told  him  when  thev  got  ready.  He  then  told  affiant  to 
atana  there,  and  he  began  to  look  for  Fitzgerala ;  found  him  on  outside  of  same  crowd, 
and  the  guard  told  affiant  to  come  along.  Fitzgerald  started  off  ahead ;  was  about  30 
yards  in  advance.  As  Fitzgerald  came  to  the  comer  he  turned  round  [it J  and  started 
off  on  the  run.  When  the  euard  reached  the  corner  he  called  out  to  him  to  halt,  and 
as  he  did  not,  the  guard  leyeled  his  gun  and  fired,  hitting  Fitzgerald  in  the  leg.  Affiant 
was  beside  the  guard  when  he  fiiid.  Affiant  had  a  canteen  of  whisky  with  him,  and 
he  and  Fitzgerald  had  taken  several  drinks. 

Alfred  Clayton^  a  member  of  Company  F,  One  hundred  and  sixth 
Begiment  Illinois  Volunteers,  states  that  he  was  on  detached  service  in 
a  bakery  at  Pine  Bluff  at  the  time  Fitzgerald  was  shot  by  the  provost 
guard. 

Affiant  saw  him  half  or  three-quarters  of  an  hour  before  the  shootine.  He  had  been 
drinking  some,  and  asked  affiant  to  go  with  him  to  take  a  drink,  llie  next  affiant 
saw  of  him  was  after  he  was  shot,  while  they  were  taking  him  to  the  hospital.  As 
affiant  heard  of  the  occurrence  at  the  time,  Fitzgerald  was  ordered  to  halt  by  the 
guard.  He  replied  he  would  not.  and  started  to  run,  and  the  guard  fired  at  him,  hitting 
him  in  the  thigh.    Affiant  was  aoout  one  and  a  half  blocks  distant  at  the  time. 

Joseph  Beam,  first  sergeant  of  Company  D,  One  hundred  and  sixth 
Begiment  Illinois  Volunteers,  was  well  acquainted  with  Fitzgerald,  and 
witnessed  the  affair.    He  states: 

The  first  affiant  heard  of  the  affair  was,  he  heard  the  order  to  Aa  7^  given  by  the  pro- 
vost ^nard,  and  turning  round  saw  the  two  men,  said  Fitzgerald  ana  Thomas  Hardin, 
running  away,  as  it  seemed,  from  the  guard.  The  two  men,  affiant  thinks,  were 
together  and  on  the  sidewalk.  The  men  did  not  halt,  and  the  guard  fired  immediately 
after.  There  was  but  a  short  time  between  the  halting  and  the  shooting.  The  general 
orders  were  for  the  men  not  to  go  to  town  without  a  pass ;  they  were  liable  to  be  taken 
up  by  the  guard  if  they  did.  The  guard  also  arrested  soldiers  who  were  drunk  and 
disorderly. 

Joseph  M.  Yelton  states  that  he  was  in  Pine  Bluff  and  <^saw  Fitz- 
gerald and  Hardin  once  before  the  shooting  occurred.  They  were  both 
drinking,  particularly  Hardin." 

D.  H.  Hortz,  first  lieutenant  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  sixth 
Begiment  Illinois  Volunteers,  states  that  at  the  time  of  the  shooting  he 
wafi  on  court-martial  or  military  commission  duty  in  Pine  Bluff.  That 
he  well  remembers  the  circumstances  of  Fitzgerald  being  wounded. 
That  Fitzgerald  and  Hardin  were  in  town  without  a  proper  pass  from 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  regiment,  and  were  drinking  and  noisy; 
the  provost  guard  arrested  them,  or  attempted  to  arrest  them,  when 
they  broke  and  ran  away;  not  haltifig  when  ordered,  they  were  fired 
upon,  and  Fitzgerald  was  hit  in  the  thigh,  and  had  his  l^g  amputated  in 
consequence.  He  further  states  that  ^4t  was  the  order  for  enlistment 
men  to  have  passes  from  the  commanding  officers  of  the  regiment  when 
going  to  town,  and  the  provost  guard  arrested  those  without  the  proper 
pass.'' 

Many  other  witnesses  corroborate  substantially  the  foregoing  history 
of  the  affair,  and  establish  beyond  question  that  Hardin  and  Fitzgerald 
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were,  if  they  were  in  town  upon  proper  passes,  which  is  not  shown,  drink- 
ing and  acting  disorderly,  so  as  to  subject  themselves  to  arrest.  That 
upon  the  guaM  attempting  to  arrest  them,  they  ran  and  refused  to  obey 
his  order  to  halt.  It  is  also  shown  that  the  gnard  who  did  the  shooting 
was  never  court-martialed  or  even  censured  for  either  wrongfully  or 
hastily  shooting.  If  Fitzgerald  was  in  town,  as  he  alleges,  by  the 
verbal  permission  of  Lieutenant  Boach,  still  he  was  there  in  porsuit  of 
his  own  pleasure  or  business,  and  in  no  sense  in  the  line  of  his  military 
•duty. 

When  the  special  agent  made  his  report,  accompanied  by  the  numer- 
ous afQdavits  disclosing  the  foregoing  state  of  facts,  the  Commissioner 
of  Pensions  submitted  the  evidence  to  the  Wai*  Department,  and  the 
Adjutant-Greneral,  £dEter  an  examination  of  the  same,  revoked  the  change 
or  correction  of  the  record  made  February  10, 1874,  as  above  set  forth, 
and  placed  upon  claimant's  certificate  of  disability  and  discharge  the 

following: 

AnjUTAin'-GEKSRAL'B  Office, 

June  20,  1878. 

The  indorsement  hereon,  dated  February  10, 1874,  is  revoked  and  canceled,  and  the 
•oertificate  of  disability  is  amended  to  show  that  the  gunshot  wound,  which  resulted 
in  ampntation  (mentioned  herein),  was  not  leoeiyed  in  the  line  of  dnty. 

(Signed.)  T.  W,  BENJAMIN, 

Assistant  Adjutant-General. 

This  restored  the  record  to  its  original  shape,  and  it  was  so  certified 
to  the  Commissioner.  After  a  thorough  examination  the  Commissioner 
dropped  the  claimant's  name  from  the  pension-roll  because  his  disabil- 
ity was  not  received  in  the  line  of  duty.  An  appeal  was  taken  to  the 
■Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who^  on  a  careful  review  of  the  whole,  in  Sep- 
tember, 1878,  affirmed  the  action  of  the  Commissioner. 

The  bill  proposes  to  restore  Fitzgerald  to  the  pension-roll  as  of  the 
date  his  name  was  dropped  therefrt>m.  Your  committee  are  clearly  of 
the  opinion  that  he  is  not  entitled  to  this  relief;  that  the  action  of  the 
Pension  Bureau  was  manifestly  correct,  was  properly  affirmed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  should  not  be  overruled.  They  accord- 
ingly recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed  by  the  Senate. 


47th  Congbbss,  )  SENATE.  i  Report 

Ist  Sesmn.       )  \  No.  831. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  14,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  924.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  tchom  teas  referred  the  bill  {8. 024)  granting 
a  pension  to  James  Kitchen,  having  duly  considered  the  same,  make  the 
following  rq^t : 

m 

That  this  case  was  rejected  at  the  Pension  Office  on  the  gronnd  that 
the  evidence  failed  to  connect  any  disease  with  which  the  claimant  may 
now  be  suffering  with  his  service  in  the  Army. 

The  evidence  iu  this  case  is  suigularly  deficient  in  proving  the  claim. 
The  affidavits  show  erasures,  and  all  in  such  a  bad  state  therefrom  as 
to  be  unworthy  of  being  received  as  evidence.  Figures  have  been 
marked  over  such  erasures,  and  your  committee  are  unable  to  determine 
whether  such  figures  were  filled  in  before  the  affiant  was  sworn  or  not. 
However  this  may  be,  the  case  is  by  no  means  established,  and,  accept- 
ing all  the  affidavits,  does  not  show  that  the  disease  complained  of 
originated  in  the  service. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of 
the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Rbpoet 

l8t  Session.      i  \  No.  832. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  14, 188Si. — Otdered  to  b*  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  firam  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  aocompany  bUl  H.  B.  6008.] 

The  Committee  on  PenHonSj  to  wham  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  B.  6008)  re- 
storing Eliza  M.  Bas%  to  the  pension  rollj  having  examined  the  same^  make 
the  following  report: 

The  facts  are  stated  in  the  report  to  the  present  Congress  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  as  follows: 

Sion  S.  Baes  was  the  colonel  of  the  Thirtieth  Begiment  Indiana  Yolanteers.  and 
was  kiUed  in  the  battle  of  ShUoh,  April  7, 1862. 

Eliza  M.  Bass  was  his  widow  nntil  May  27,  1868,  when  she  married  one  William 
Barrett.  She  was  diyorced  j&om  Barrett  in  May,  1871,  havincr  lived  with  said  named 
hnsband  bat  a  short  time,  and  being  divorced  on  accoont  of  orael  treatment.  She 
was  also  a  danghter  of  Mrs.  £.  £.  G^rge,  who  was  one  of  the  most  distinffaished  of 
the  women  who  gave  their  services  to  tne  sick  and  wonnded  soldiers  of  Indiana,  and 
who  died  at  Charlotte,  N.  C,  while  engaged  in  this  charitable  and  patriotic  occupa- 
tion. 

Mrs.  Bass,  by  her  marriage,  lost  her  ri^ht  to  a  pension.  She  asks  that  the  right  be 
restored  to  her,  and  shows  that  she  is  in  indigent  circamstances. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  this  case  is  exceptional,  and  that 
the  applicant  should  be  restored  to  the  rolls.  They  therefore  recom- 
mend the  passage  of  the  House  bill. 


47th  Oongbess,  )  SENATE.  /  Bepobt 

1st  Session.      f  )  No.  833. 
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July  14,  1882.-~OrdeTed  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blais,  firom  the  Oommittee  on  PenBionB,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1170.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1170) 
granting  a  pension  to  Jane  S.  Taplin,  have  examined  the  same,  and  re- 
port the  same  favorably  and  recommend  its  passage. 

The  claim  is  made  by  Jane  S.  Taplin,  mother  of  Osman  B.  Taplin,  late 
a  private  in  Company  E,  Second  Wisconsin  Tolnnteers,  upon  the  ground 
that  she  was  dependent  upon  her  son,  who  died  in  the  service,  for  sup- 
port. The  Pension  Office  reject  the  claim  upon  the  ground  that  such 
dependence  at  the  time  of  the  death  of  the  soldier  is  not  sufficiently 
proved;  but  additional  evidence  has  been  filed  before  us,  and  we  believe 
the  fact  of  dependence  is  fairly  made  out,  and  we  therefore  recommend 
the  passage  of  the  bill,  so  amended  as  to  make  the  commencement  of 
X>eiision  to  date  with  the  passage  of  the  act. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Keport 

Ist  Session.       *  )  No.  834. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  14,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1925.1 

The  Committee  on  Pensions j  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 1925)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Ann  Elizabeth  Rodgers,  having  had  the  same  xnider  con- 
sideration^ respectfully  report : 

Mrs.  Rodgers  is  widow  of  Rear- Admiral  John  Rodgers,  who  died  May 
5,  1882,  as  senior  rear-admiral  on  the  active  list,  after  fifty-four  years' 
service. 

Rear- Admiral  Rodgers  was  born  in  Maryland,  August  8,  1812,  en- 
tered the  Navy  as  a  midshipman  April  18,  1828,  and  was  for  many 
years  almost  continuously  afloat,  serving  with  credit  in  various  parts 
of  the  world,  his  most  important  command  priorto  18C1  being  the  ex- 
ploring expedition  to  the  China  seas,  and  through  Behring  Straits  in 
1855.  During  the  rebellion  he  served  and  fought  most  courageously 
and  effectively.  He  organized  the  Mississippi  flotilla,  and  superin- 
tended the  construction  of  the  first  iron-clads  upon  the  western  rivers. 
He  was  a  volunteer  aid  at  the  battle  of  Port  Royal,  November  7, 
1861.  He  commanded  the  Galena  on  the  James  River,  and,  on  May 
15,  1862,  attacked  the  formidable  Fort  Darling  until  all  ammunition 
was  expended,  his  vessel  pierced  with  many  shots,  and  more  than  half 
his  crew  killed  or  wounded.  In  1863  he  carried  the  monitor  Wee- 
liawken  in  heavy  gales  from  New  York  to  Port  Royal,  entered  Warsaw 
Sound,  Georgia,  and  encountered  and  captured  the  Confederate  iron- 
clad Atlanta. 

On  December  23,  1863,  he  received  the  thanks  of  Congress — 

For  the  eminent  skill  and  gallantry  exhibited  by  him  in  the  engagement  with  the 
rebel  armed  iron-clad  steamer  Fingal,  alias  Atlanta,  while  in  command  of  the  United 
States  iron-clad  steamer  Weehawken,  which  led  to  her  capture  on  June  17,  1863 ;  and 
also  for  the  zeal,  braver^%  and  general  good  conduct  shown  by  this  olBcer  on  many 
occasions. 

He  commanded  the  naval  stations  at  Boston  and  Mare  Island  most 
efficiently,  and  for  two  years  our  naval  forces  in  the  China  and  Japan 
seas.  Upon  several  occasions  while  in  command  abroad  he  dealt  with 
delicate  questions  of  diplomacy  and  international  law  so  as  to  merit 
and  receive  the  hearty  approval  of  his  government.  At  the  time  of  his 
death  he  was  Superintendent  of  the  Naval  Observatory  and  chairman 
of  the  Light- House  Board. 

He  died  from  disease  incident  to  the  service. 

The  bill  provides  a  pension  for  her  in  accordance  with  the  precedents 
in  cases  of  the  widows  of  naval  officers  of  high  rank,  and  its  passage  is 
recommended. 

O 


47th  Conobess,  )  SENATE.  i  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.       f  ^  >  No.  835. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  14, 1882.~OTdered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Yan  Wyck,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1577.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {S.  1577)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Hardie  Hogan  Helper^  have  carefully  examined  the  samCj 
and  report: 

Mr.  Helx)er  enlisted  August  18, 1861,  in  Eighth  Illinois  Cavalry,  and 
was  discharged,  at  his  own  request,  Pebruary  1, 1862,  that  he  might  act 
under  General  Bumside  in  a  civil  capacity.  He  was  employed  by  Gen- 
eral Burnside  in  the  secret  service,  and  while  so  acting  was  directed  by 
General  Bumside  to  burn  the  railroad  bridge  at  New  Berne,  N.  C.  In 
performing  this  service  he  was  subjected  to  great  exposure  and  hardship 
during  eight  days  and  nights,  and  contracted  the  disease  which  has 
resulted  in  paralysis  and  almost  total  helplessness. 

The  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with  an  amendment, 
adding  at  the  end  of  the  bill  the  words  ^^and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the 
rate  of  $10  per  month  from  the  passage  of  this  act,"  and  ask  that  said 
bill  be  amended  by  striking  out  all  of  said  bill  commencing  after  the 
word  "  month"  in  line  nine  to  the  end  of  said  bill,  and  adding  after  word 
"  rate,"  in  line  nine,  of  ten  dollars. 
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Mr.  MiTCHBLL,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  1332.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  [bill  {H.  R.  1332) 
granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Batter^  having  carefully  considered  the 
same  J  report  a^  follows : 

That  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  House  of  Representatives, 
have  made  daring  the  present  session  a  favorable  report  in  the  case  of 
Mrs.  Bauer,  as  follows : 

The  petitioner  filed  a  claim  in  the  Pension  Office  April  4,  1864,  in  which  she  aHegea 
that  her  husband,  Michael  Bauer,  while  serving  in  the  command  aforesaid,  obtained 
a  furlough  to  visit  his  family  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  while  en  route  to  his  home,  on 
the  steamer  ''  M^jor  Anderson,"  he  fell  overboard  and  was  drowned  in  the  Ohio  River ; 
this,  on  or  about  January  28,  1864.  She  declares  her  inability  to  show  by  the  testi- 
mony of  the  company  officers  that  the  soldier  was  on  furlough  at  the  time  of  his  death, 
but  filed  in  support  of  her  allegation  the  affidavit  of  the  orderly  sergeant  of  the  com- 

Sany,  from  which  it  appears  that  the  soldier  did  receive  a  fnrloueh  for  ten  or  fifteen 
ays  while  the  command  was  stationed  at  Buck  Lodge  Station,  Ky.,  and  that  it  was 
reported  afterwards  to  the  company  that  he  was  lost  overboard  while  on  his  way 
home.  There  is  also  on  file  with  her  papers  in  the  Pension  Office  the  sworn  statement 
of  one  William  Meyer,  to  the  effect  tnat  in  January,  1864,.  while  on  bow-d  of  the 
''  M%jor  Anderson,"  en  route  from  Louisville,  Ky.,  to  Cincinnati,  he  met  petitioner's 
husband,  an  old  acquaintance,  who  was  then  a  private  in  Company  G,  One  hundred 
and  sixth  Ohio  Volunteers,  and  on  his  way  home  on  furlough.  About  5  o'clock  p.  m., 
while  the  soldier  was  resting  on  some  cotton  bales,  the  boat  was  violently  shaken  by 
the  ice  running  into  it  and  breaking  the  rudder.  A  few  minutes  later  affiant  went  to 
the  cotton  bales  on  which  he  left  the  soldier  resting  just  before  the  shock,  but  failed 
to  find  him.  It  was  the  impression  of  the  affiant,  as  well  as  others  who  had  observed 
the  soldier  on  the  cotton  bales,  that  he  must  have  been  thrown  over  into  the  river  by 
the  shock  and  drowned,  although  no  one,  in  the  confusion  on  board,  noticed  the  fall. 
The  witness  also  states  that  the  soldier  was  in  his  sound  mind,  sober,  and  contented 
at  the  time,  and  had  no  reason  to  take  his  own  life. 

The  Adjutant-Generars  report  in  the  case  shows  that  the  soldier  enlisted  August 
16,  1862.  and  was  drowned  January  28,  1864,  while  on  his  way  home,  on  furlough. 

The  claim  of  the  widow  has  been  rejected  by  the  Pension  Office  because  the  soldier 
was  on  furlough  other  than  veteran  or  sick  furlough  at  time  of  his  death,  and  there- 
fore not  in  line  of  duty. 

The  committee  is  satisfied  that;  the  soldier  came  to  his  death  in  the  manner  de- 
scribed by  William  Meyer,  and  that  the  petitioner,  whose  relationship  to  the  soldier 
is  folly  established  by  the  napers  on  file  in  the  Pension  Office,  Is  entitled  to  relief, 
and  therefore  recommends  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

In  this  case  there  does  not  appear  to  have  been  any  contributive 
iiegligence  on  the  part  of  said  Michael  Bauer  to  cause  his  death,  and  it 
is  a  case  for  a  x)ension,  should  any  relief  in  deaths  occurring  while  sol- 
diers were  on  furlough,  other  than  veteran  or  sick  furloughs,  be  granted. 
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but  your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  there  are  many  cases  of 
deati^  of  soldiers  while  on  furlough,  and  if  pensions  are  to  be  given 
under  tiiese  circumstances,  a  general  law  should  be  passed  to  that  effect, 
in  order  that  none  should  be  excluded. 

f  3^  With  this  view,  therefore,  the  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 
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Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  3599.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSy  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  R.  3599)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  David  T.  Stephenson^  having  considered  the  same^  submit 
the folUywing  report: 

That  David  T.  Stephenson  was  a  watchman  on  board  of  the  United 
States  chartered  transport  Echo ;  that  while  engaged  in  performing  his 
duty  in  such  capacity  on  board  the  said  transport  that  steamer  was  em- 
ployed in  conveying  ammunition  for  the  relief  of  Fort  Donelson ;  that 
while  the  said  transport  Echo  was  so  engaged  she  was  attacked  oy  the 
enemy,  and  all  hands  on  board  were  called  upon  to  defend  the  transpo^ 
and  her  cargo.  The  said  David  T.  Stephenson  responded  to  the  call, 
and  while  so  engaged  a  bombsheU  from  the  enemy  was  exploded  on  the 
decks  of  the  Echo,  and  resulted  in  tearing  off  both  of  Stephenson's  feet, 
thus  leaving  him  in  a  terribly  crippled  condition. 

Mr.  Stephenson  is  now  very  poor,  and  unable  to  make  a  living. 

A  legal  technicality  prevents  his  obtaining  a  pension  under  tiie  law. 
Had  he  been  an  enlisted  man  and  done  the  same  duty  he  would  in  all 
probability  have  applied  for  a  pension  prior  to  July  1, 1880,  and  drawn 
arrears  from  1864.  The  duty  was  meritorious  and  necessaiy^  the  result 
equally  disastrous  as  though  the  claimant  had  been  an  enlisted  man, 
and  the  disability  incurred  in  line  of  military  duty. 

Congress  has  heretofore  granted  pensions  to  scouts  and  teamsters 
where  the  disability  was  less  and4)he  services  no  more  meritorious,  and 
without  intending  to  establish  any  precedent  in  such  cases,  the  com- 
mittee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  claimant  is  in  equity  entitled  to  a 
pension,  and  recommend  that  the  bill  H.  B.  3599  be  passed. 
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Mr.  Anthony,  from  the  Committee  on  Printing,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT; 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  2151.] 

The  Committee  on  Printing^  to  which  were  referred  the  reports  of  the  Tenth 
CensuSy  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  beg  leave  to  report 
as  follows : 

The  Tenth  Censuis  13,  doubtless,  the  most  extensive  and  complete 
that  has  been  taken ;  more  comprehensive  in  its  scope,  more  minute  in 
its  details.  Its  reports  constitute  a  wonderful  exhibition  of  the  popula- 
tion, the  resources,  the  accumulated  wealth,  and  the  varied  industries 
of  the  country.  Its  preparation  has  been  laborious  and  costly.  The  re- 
sults of  the  work  can  be  made  available  only  by  general  distributiou 
among  the  public  libraries,  and,  to  a  considerable  extent,  among  indi- 
viduals. 

Of  course  it  has  not  been  possible  for  the  members  of  the  committee 
to  examine  with  any  degree  of  minuteness  the  voluminous  reports  that 
have  been  sent  to  the  Government  Printing  Of&ce,  which  include  only 
a  portion  of  the  work.  The  committee  have  been  obliged  to  rely  upon 
the  reputation  and  the  representations  of  the  two  intelligent  and  distin- 
guished statisticians  under  whose  direction  the  work  has  been  performed.. 

It  has,  however,  been  objected  that  some  of  the  compilations,  interest- 
ing in  themselves,  do  not  properly  belong  to  the  enumeration  of  the- 
census,  and  that  they  swell  the  seiries  of  reports  to  unwieldy  propor- 
tions. The  committee,  while  feeling  the  force  of  this  objection,  and 
thinking  that  some  of  this  work  might  have  been  omitted  without  ^eat 
disadvantage  to  the  value  of  the  series  of  reports,  do  not  feel  authorieed 
to  recommend  that  their  publication  be  withheld.  The  expense  of  their 
preparation  has  been  incurred,  and  the  work  executed  under  the  super- 
intendence of  able  and  accomplished  specialists.  To  refuse  the  com- 
paratively small  cost  of  printing  a  reasonable  number  of  them  would 
render  useless  all  the  cost  of  their  preparation,  and  they  add  highly  in- 
teresting and  valuable  information  upon  the  subjects  on  which  they 
tseat  Nevertheless,  upon  consultation  with  Colonel  Seaton,  now  the 
head  of  the  Census  Bureau,  it  has  been  decided  that,  while  no  report  or 
essay  shall  be  omitted,  the  aggregate  can  be  condensed  from  18,000 
pages  to  15,000,  securing  a  very  considerable  reduction  in  cost  without 
loss  of  interest  or  value. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  that  the  <' usual  number"  of  the 
oomplete  series  of  separate  reports,  reduced  to  15,000  pages,  be  printed, 
with  10,000  additional  copies  of  the  entire  series  of  reports,  20,000  a<l- 
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ditional  copies  of  the  Eeport  on  Population,  20,000  additional  copies  of 
the  Eeport  on  Agricaltare,  10,000  additional  copies  of  the  Report  on 
Manufactures  and  Mechanics,  and  the  "usual  number"  of  the  Compen- 
dium, with  100,000  additional  copies.  This  last-named  volume  will  be 
of  the  most  practical  value  for  popular  reference,  and  the  committee 
would  recommend  a  larger  number,  but,  the  work  being  stereotyped, 
new  editions  can  be  ordered  if  found  desirable. 

Objection  has  been  made  frequently  to  the  existing  method  of  dis- 
tributing public  documents,  by  which  duplicat<e  copies  sometimes  fall 
into  the  hands  of  persons  to  whom  they  are  of  little  value,  while  public 
libraries  and  institutions,  to  which  they  would  be  of  great  advantage, 
fail  to  receive  them.  The  committee  have  not  recommended  in  the  bill 
accompanying  this  report  any  reform  in  the  mode  of  distribution,  pre- 
ferring to  leave  that  matter  to  the  judgment  of  the  Senate.  This  publi- 
cation will  come  under  the  general  law  which  provides  for  the  distribu- 
tion among  libraries  in  every  section  of  the  country,  designated  by 
members  of  Congress,  copies  of  the  "usual  number"  printed  of  all  gov- 
ernment publications. 

Undoubtedly  the  best  method  of  distribution  of  public  documents  is 
their  sale  at  a  low  price;  but  this  proposition,  although  frequently  urged 
by  the  committee,  and  receiving  the  assent  of  the  Senate,  has  not  found 
favor  with  the  other  branch  of  Congress.  It  is  well  known,  however, 
that  any  person  desirous  of  buying  public  documents  can  order  them, 
by  forwarding  the  estimated  cost  and  ten  per  cent,  added,  of  the  Public 
Printer  in  advance  of  publication.  But  this  method  does  not  meet  the 
case,  inasmuch  as  the  general  public  is  not  aware  of  the  forthcomiDg 
documents  till  they  are  actually  printed.  An  additional  number  of  all 
documents  of  general  interest  should  be  printed  for  sale,  without  hav- 
ing been  ordered,  and  a  list  of  them,  with  the  prices,  should  be  pub- 
lished at  least  once  a  week  in  the  Congressional  Record. 

The  entire  cost  of  the  publication  recommended  in  the  bill  which  ac- 
companies this  report  is  (835,461.61. 

Estimates  of  the  cost  of  printing  and  binding  the  l^enth  Census. 

For  composition,  oorrections,  and  stereotyping  the  whole  series  of  reports, 

making  15,000  pages $126,599  70 

For  engraving  for  the  same,  not  yet  executed 15,000  00 

141, 599  70 
For  printing,  paper,  and  binding  the  regular  number,  1,900  sets 62, 407  50 

204,007  20 

For  printing,  paper,  and  binding  10,000  sets $278, 250  00 

For  printing  illustrations  for  10,CK)0  sets 50,000  00 

328, 250  00 

Total  cost  of  composition,  corrections,  stereotypibg,  engraving,  press- 
work,  paper,  binding,  and  printing  illustrations,  10,000  sets  and  1,900 
sets '-...    5S2,257  20 

The  cost  of  printing  additional  sets,  $32.82. 

For  20,000  additional  copies  of  the  volume  on  Population  (cost  per  vol- 
ume, $l.87i) 37,587  58 

For  20,000  additional  copies  of  the  volume  on  Agriculture  (cost  per  vol- 
ume, $1.80) 36,007  36 

For  10,000  additional  copies  of  the  volume  on  Manufactures  and  Mechan- 
ics(C08tper  volume,  $1) 10,188  22 

For  composition,  corrections,  and  stereotyping  the  Compendium,  paper, 
and  binding 163,000  00 

For  printing,  paper,  and  binding  the  re  jnlar  number,  1,900  copies v  916  51 
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For  printing,  paper,  and  binding  100,000  additional  copies $48, 237  00 

Total  cost  of  composition,  stereotyping,  corrections,  printing,  paper, 
binding,  engraving  and  printing  illustrations,  with  the  regular  num- 
bers, 10,000  sets,  20,000  of  the  volume  on  Agriculture,  20,000  of  the  vol- 
ume on  Population,  10,000  of  the  volume  on  Manufactures  and  Mechan- 
ics, and  100,000  volumes  of  the  Compendium 828,193  81 

For  1,500  copies  of  the  Census  Report  on  Fish,  for  the  Fish  Commissioner. .        2, 978  00 
For  6,000  copies  of  the  History  of  the  National  Loan  in  the  Census  Re- 
ports, for  the  Treasury  Department 4,289  80 

Total 835.461  61 
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Mr.  CocKRELL,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted 

tbe  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2037.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (&2037) 
to  amend  the  military  record  of  Samuel  S.  Troy,  hare  duly  considered 
the  same,  and  submit  the  following  report: 

Your  committee  referred  the  bill  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  informa- 
tion, and  received  from  him  the  letters  and  testimony  hereinafter  set 
forth.  In  view  of  the  fa<5ts  fully  shown,  Captain  Troy  is  entitled  to  no 
relief;  and  your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  post- 
poned. 

The  letters  and  testimony  are  as  follows: 

War  Dkpartment, 
Washington  City,  July  14,  1862. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  20th  ultimo, 
inclosing  Senate  bill  2037,  to  amend  the  military  record  of  Samuel  S.  Troy,  late  a 
captain  in  the  Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry,  and  requesting  to  be  furnished  with  the  military 
history  of  this  officer;  also  with  my  opinion  as  to  the  justice  of  granting  the  relief 
sought  in  the  bill. 

In  reply,  I  beg  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  report  from  the  Adjutant- 
Oeneral,  dated  the  8th  instant,  and  the  accompanying  papers,  which  contain  the  in- 
formation requested,  the  views  of  the  Adjutant-General  therein  expressed  being  con- 
curred in  by  me. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 

Hon.  F.  M.  COCKRELL, 

of  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  U,  S,  Senate. 


War  Department,  Adjutant-General's  Office, 

Washington,  D,  C,  July  8, 1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  letter  of  the  Hon.  F.  M.  Cockrell,  of  Com- 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs,  United  States  Senate,  inclosing  a  bill  (S.  2037)  to  amend 
the  military  record  of  Samuel  S.  Troy,  and  to  report  as  follows: 

The  records  of  this  office  show  that  Samuel  S.  Troy  was  mustered  into  service  as 
tirst  lieutenant  Company  H,  Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry,  September  28,  1861 ;  an  captain 
to  date  November  1, 1862;  and  that  on  February  12,  1864,  he  was  detailed  and  ordered 
to  proceed  to  Davenport,  Iowa,  to  take  charge  of,  and  conduct  recruits  to  the  regi- 
ment. 

On  March  9,  1864,  he  was,  by  direction  of  the  President,  dishonorably  dismissed 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  with  loss  of  all  pay  and  allowances,  ''for  dis- 
lionesty  in  selling  government  horses,  thereby  defrauding  the  United  States.''  Copies 
of  the  papers  upon  which^his  dismissal  was  based  are  herewith. 
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March  2,  1867,  Hon.  Wm.  B.  Allison,  M.  C,  presented  an  application  of  Captain 
Troy  for  an  honorable  discharge,  and  was  informed  that  the  charges  against  this 
officer  had  been  thoroughly  investigated  and  fully  sustained  by  competent  evidence,, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  request  could  not  be  granted. 

June  12,  18H0,  Hon.  N.  C.  Deering,  M.  C,  was  informed,  in  reply  to  a  reference  by 
him  of  a  letter  of  Captain  Troy,  in  which  the  latter  requested  a  revocation  of  his  dis- 
missal, V  at  at  that  late  date  no  relief  could,  under  any  law  or  rule,  be  attbrded. 

Owing  to  the  gravity  of  the  charges,  and  tbe  sufficiency  of  the  evidence  npou  which 
this  officer  was  dismissed,  favorable  consideration  of  the  bill  cannot  be  recommended. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

CHAUNCEY  McKEEVER, 

Acting  Jdjutant-GeueraL 
The  Hon.  the  Secretary  of  War. 


Rear  of  Vicksburg,  June  25,  186:i 

Dear  Sir:  Having  thought  for  a  long  time  about  the  manner  things  are  carried  on 
by  some  of  the  officers  in  this  regiment  (Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry),  I  have  concluded  to 
report  to  you. 

For  instance,  Captain  Troy,  Company  H,  Fourth  Regiment  Iowa  Cavalry,  rides 
government  horses,  saddle  equipments,  and  arms;  deals  m  contraband  horses,  buying 
and  selling  them;  allows  this  man  to  trade  government  horses  for  those  that  are  not, 
getting  in  some  instances  as  high  as  $25  boot  money.  He  has  made  false  nnust^rs  for 
the  benefit  of  himself  and  lieutenants.  At  the  present  time  he  is  harboring  an  old 
friend  of  his  who  left  Iowa,  fearing  the  draft,  and  is  an  abetter  with  him  in  dealing 
in  contraband  horst-s,  mules,  triMiks,  clothing,  &c.  Tnese  things  are  patent  to  any 
observer.  Are  such  things  allowed,  is  the  question?  A  reply  respectfully  aske<l. 
Yours  for  right, 

D.  A.  BABCOCK, 
Sergt.  Company  /T,  Fourth  Regiment  Iowa  Cavalry,  rear  of  FickbbHtg. 

Secretary  Stanton. 

f  First  indorsement.! 

Qcartermaster-Gexekal's  Office, 

yoremher  Id,  18*>;1. 

Respectfully  referred  to  Lieut.  Col.  J.  D.  Bingham,  chief  (luartermaster,  itc,  for 
investigation  and  report.    This  letter  to  be  returned. 

CHAS.  THOMAS, 
Acting  Quartermaster-Genera  I. 

HEAFXiUARTERS   SEVENTEENTH   ARMY   CORPS, 

Office  As.sistant  Inspector-General, 

rivkaburg,  January  24,  18G4. 

The  above  counuunication,  addressed  to  the  Secretarj-  of  War  by  Sergt.  D.  A.  Bab- 
cock,  of  H  Company,  Fourth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Cavalry,  having  been  referred  to  mi' 
for  investigation  by  Lieutenant-Colonel  Binghum,  chief  quartermaster  of  the  Depart- 
ment and  Army  of  the  Tennessee,  and  having  examined  int^oand  investigated  the  case 
as  thoroughly  as  it  is  possible  to  do  under  the  circumstances,  I  have  the  honor  to  make 
the  following  report: 

Sergeant  Babcock,  who  wrote  the  said  communication,  was  absent  on  recruiting 
service,  and  his  testimony  could  not  be  obtained.  Three  private  soldiers  were  8electe<l 
from  H  Company,  they  having  been  reco*nmended  to  me  by  the  commanding  offic«-r 
of  the  regiment,  as  the  ones  who  would  be  likely  to  know  most  about  the  chargen 
allegcMl  against  Captain  Troy  by  Sergeant  Babcock;  and  their  testimony  in  the  caw 
is  hereto  attached,  in  the  shape  of  depositions,  marked,  respectively,  Exhibits  A,  B. 
and  C.  I  also  took  the  deposition  of  Col.  E.  F.  Winslow,  at  the  present  time  in  c(»m- 
mand  of  the  entire  cavalry  force  in  this  vicinity,  ard  which  is  hereto  attached, 
marked  Exhibit  D,  to  which  depositions  attention  is  respectfully  called. 

I  jun  very  well  satisfied  that  all  the  charges  made  by  Sergeant  Babcock  again>^t 
Capt.  S.  S.  Troy,  of  H  Company,  are  true,  except,  perhaps,  the  one  averring  false 
musters  for  the  benefit  of  himself  and  lieutenants.  There  is  no  proof  to  substantiate 
this  charge,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  although  private  Levi  T.  Logan  acted  as  a  serv- 
ant in  taking  care  of  the  captain's  horses,  yet  the  captain  had  in  his  employ  nearly 
all  the  time  since  he  has  been  in  the  service  a  private  servant  not  a  soldi*  r,  and  fur 
which  servant  he  drew  the  proper  pay  and  allowances. 

It  is  evident  from  the  testimony  that  Captain  Troy  has  been  deeply  engaged,  ever 
since  he  has  been  in  the  service,  in  trading  government  horses,  and  permitting  hi"* 
men  to  trade  government  horses  for  those  that  were  not,  and  in  buying  and  selling 
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anil  permitting  his  men  to  buy  and  sell  and  trade  contraband  horsea.  The  testimony 
is  clear  that  government  horses  were  traded  olf,  and  that  horses  taken  by  the  men  in 
battle  and  on  the  march  and  scouts,  and  which  properly  belonged  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  were  transferred  to  third,  parties.  It  is  not  material  whether 
the  property  contraband  of  war  was  sold,  traded,  or  given  away,  so  long  as  transfers 
were  made  to  third  parties,  who  could  not  have  any  interest  or  bona  fide  title  to  the 
property. 

A  great  deal  of  the  testimony  as  to  the  fact  whether  the  money  was  actually  paid 
over  for  horses  sold,  A'C,  is  upon  information  and  belief,  but  there  are  several  in- 
stances where  the  witnesses  swear  point-blank  that  the  money  was  paid  and  received, 
and  they  state  the  ^xact  amount. 

The  man  referred  to  in  Sergeant  Babcock's  communication  as  being  an  old  friend  of 
Captain  Troy,  and  that  the  captain  harbored  him  for  a  long  time,  and  that  he  was  an 
Abetter  with  him  in  dealing  in  contraband  horses,  »&o.,  is  the  man  Whitmore,  referred 
to  in  depositions  A,  H,  and  C,  and  I  am  sattsHed  that  the  charge  is  true.  It  is  clear 
that  Whitmore  was  a  rascal  and  a  robber,  and  that  he  was  with  the  company  for  no 
other  purpose  than  to  steal  horses  and  other  contraband  property,  and  realize  on  the 
same.  Whitmore  carried  on  his  contraband  trade  in  the  presence  of  and  with  the 
knowledge  and  consent  of  the  captain,  and  was  never  reported  by  him,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  was  permitted  to  remain  with  the  company,  slept  in  the  same  tent,  and 
messed  with  Captain  Troy  until  after  the  surrender  of  Vicksburg. 

I  am  satisfied  that  Captain  Troy  is  guilty  of  the  charges  made  against  him,  with  one 
<»xception,  and  he  should  be  dishonoiably  discharged  from  the  service  of  the  United 
States  with  a  loss  of  all  pay  and  allowances.  But  I  am  also  well  satisfied  that  he  is 
not  the  only  one  of  the  Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry  who  has  been  guilty  of  this  wholesale 
dealing  in  contraband  animals  and  property.  If  the  matter  was  to  be  thoroughly  in- 
vestigated I  think  it  would  become  necessary  to  dismiss  nearly  every  officer  of  said 
regiment  from  the  service. 

From  the  time  the  command  was  first  organized,  over  two  years  since,  up  to  the 
time  Colonel  Winslow  was  placed  in  command,  it  has  been  the  cns'om  of  ofticers  and 
private  soldiers,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  to  trade  government  horses  for  those 
that  were  not,  and  to  sell  and  to  trade  horses  captured  by  the  men  in  battle  and  on 
€SCort8,  and  to  buy  and  sell  horses  contraband  of  war.  And,  as  near  as  I  could  ascer- 
tain, the  men  and  very  many  of  the  line  oflicers  really  supposed  they  were  doing  no 
wrong. 

So  long  as  their  superior  officers  did  these  things  and  permitted  ofticers  of  the  line 
to  steal  and  trade  indiscriminately,  it  could  not  be  expected  but  that  the  men  would 
follow  their  example.  I  make  this  statement  in  justice  to  Ca^ttain  Troy.  I  do  not 
think  he  is  more  guilty  than  many  others  in  th  ^  command,  but  he  happens  to  be  the 
tirst  one  complained  of,  and  if  he  should  be  dismissed  from  the  service,  as  he  most 
Assuredly  ought  to  be,  the  stone  will  only  have  commenced  to  roll,  and  there  will  be 
no  rest  until  a  thorough  investigation  has  been  made  of  the  conduct  of  every  officer  of 
the  regiment. 

Since  Colonel  Winslow  has  been  in  command   there  has  been  a  great  change. 
Stringent  orders  have  been  issued,  and  buying,  selling,  and  trading  has  been  stopped. 
Verv  respect  full  v,  vour  obedient  servant, 

*    *  WM.  E.  STRONG, 

Lieut.  Col.  and  Asst.  Inapr.  Genl.  17th  Army  Corpf. 


Exhibit  A. 

DepoHitioH  of  Private  Samuel  M.  Legge,  H  Company^  Fourth  Begiment  Iowa  Cavalry. 

^TATE  OF  Mississippi, 

Ifarren  County ^  as: 

Before  me,  William  E.  Strong,  lieutenant- colonel  and  assistant  inspector-genenl 
of  the  Seventeenth  Army  Corps,  appeared  Samuel  M.  Legge,  private  Company  H, 
Fourtli  Regiment  Iowa  Cavalry,  and  in  a  certain  cause  of  the  United  States  vs.  Capt. 
8.  S.  Troy,  Company  H,  Fourth  Regiment  Iowa  Cavalry,  referred  to  me  by  Lieuten- 
ant-Colonel Biughsim,  chief  quartermaster  of  the  Army  and  Department  of  the  Ten/ 
iiessee,  for  investigation  and  report,  after  being  first  duly  sworn  by.  me,  deposeil  as 
-ftdlows:  • 

Interrogatory  1.  What  is  your  name ;  tn  what  company  and  regiment  do  you  behnig; 
what  is  y<iur  rank  ? 

Answer  to  interrogatory  I.  My  name  is  Samuel  M.  Legge ;  I  belong  to  Company  H, 
Fuurth  Regiment  I»wa  Cavalry,  and  I  am  a  private  soldier. 

Interrogatory  2.  Do  you  know  Captain  Troy,  of  Company  H,  Fourth  Regiment  Iowa. 
Cavalry;  and,  if  so,  how  long  have  you  known  him  f 
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Answer  to  interrogatory  2.  I  am  well  acquainted  with  Captain  Troy  of  said  Com- 
pany il ;  have  known  him  for  two  years. 

Interrogatory  3.  Have  yon  any  knowledge  of  Captain  Troy's  ever  dealing  in  contra- 
band horses,  buying  and  selling  them,  or  allowing  any  of  his  men  to  trade  govemmeDt 
horses  for  those  that  were  not  ?  If  you  have  any  such  knowledge,  state  the  same  fully 
and  freely. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  3.  Yes.  On  or  about  the  Ist  of  June,  1863,  while  Company 
H  was  on  picket  duty  at  the  Marshall  place,  some  8  miles  east  of  Vicksbui^,  on  the 
Benton  Road,  Captain  Troy  purchased  of  Andrew  A.  Gibson,  a  private  of  said  Company 
H,  one  gray  mare,  about  9  years  of  age,  and  paid  therefor  $15.  Captain  Troy  had  the 
said  gray  mare  in  his  possession  about  five  months,  after  which  time  the  mare  disap- 

E eared.  I  cannot  swear  that  the  captain  actually  sold  the  mare — got  the  money  for 
er — but  it  was  generally  understood  by  the  company  that  the  mare  nad  been  sold.  I 
have  se<>n  the  mare  once  since  ;  she  was  in  the  possession  of  the  Fifth  or  Eleventh 
Illinois  Cavalry,  and  an  enlisted  man  was  riding  her.  On  the  14th  day  of  last  May^ 
while  our  regiment,  the  Fouith  Iowa  Cavalry,  was  in  Jackson,  Miss.,  Corporal  L.  P. 
Chandler,  of  H  Company,  captured  one  large  bay  gelding.  About  two  weeks  subse- 
quent Corporal  L.  P.  Chandler  traded  the  said  bay  gelding  with  Captain  Troy  for  an- 
other bay  gelding  somewhat  smaller  than  his  own.  Captain  Troy  gave  Corporal 
Chandler  some  boot — cannot  swear  to  the  amount — and  gave  the  corporal  permission 
to  sell  or  trade  the  said  horse  as  he  might  think  proper.  Some  time  after  this,  Cap- 
tain Troy  sold  or  traded  the  horse  which  he  got  from  Corporal  Chandler  to  Lieutenant 
Fitch,  of  H  Company,  and  the  horse  which  Corporal  Chandler  received  from  Captain 
Troy  lie  sold  to  an  enlisted  man  in  the  Fifth  Illinois  Cavalry  for  |75.  I  do  not  Know 
the  man's  name  that  purchased  the  horse,  but  I  have  seen  the  animal  several  times 
since  he  sold  him.  While  our  company  was  on  picket  duty  at  the  Marshall  place,  on 
the  Benton  Road,  heretofore  referred  to,  one  Andrew  J.  Bray,  a  private  soldier  of  H 
Company,  took  from  a  citizen  residing  about  4  miles  north  of  the  Marshall  place,  a 
large  bay  gelding.  Bray  had  the  horse  in  his  possession  about  five  or  six  days,  at  the 
end  of  which  time  he  sold  1  he  said  horse  to  Lieutenant-Colonel  Hammond,  assistant 
adjutant- general  of  the  Fifteenth  Army  Corps,  for  the  sum  of  $25.  The  money  was 
paid  by  Lieutenant-Colonel  Hammond  to  private  Bray  in  my  presence  and  in  the 
presence  of  Lieutenant  Fitch,  Captain  Troy,  and  several  members  of  the  company. 

Interrogatory  4.  Do  you  know  of  Captain  Troy's  capturing  a  gray  horse  near  the 
Rolling  Fork  of  Deer  Creek  and  selling  nim  to  one  John  H.  Peters,  captain  of  B  Com- 
pany, Fourth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Cavalry,  for  the  sum  of  |75  f 

Answer  to  interrogatory  4.  I  do  not. 

Interrogatory  5.  Do  you  know  of  false  musters  having  been  made  by  Captain  Troy 
or  any  of  his  lieutenants,  for  the  benefit  of  himself  or  lieutenants,  or  either  or  any  of 
them  ?    If  you  know,  state  fully  all  the  circumstances. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  5.  The  only  false  muster  that  I  am  cognizant  of  aa  having 
been  made,  is  in  this  way :  Since  the  company  was  first  mustered  into  the  service,  and 
for  more  than  two  years.  Captain  Troy  has  employed  as  his  private  servant  one  Pri- 
vate Levi  T.  Logan,  of  said  Company  H,  and  during  the  time  mentioned  said  Logan 
has  been  excused  fiom  duty  with  the  company,  has  never  been  compelled  to  stand 
l^uard,  or  perform  picket  duty,  or  go  on  a  scout,  or  perform  any  kind  of  duty  unleffs 
it  suited  his  fancy.  On  the  pay-account  of  the  captain  some  fictitious  name,  or  the 
name  of  some  person  not  present  with  the  command,  has  been  inserted,  in  onler  that 
he  might  draw  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  private  servant.  He  has  in  this  way 
made  false  ipuster,  or  a  false  certificate,  ever  since  he  has  been  in  the  service. 

Interrogator>'  6.  Do  you  know  of  Captain  Troy's  harboring  an  old  friend  of  hi» 
who  left  Iowa  fearing  the  draft,  and  was  an  abetter  with  him  in  dealing  in  contra- 
band horses,  mules,  trunks,  clothing,  &r.?  If  you  have  any  knowledge  state  the 
same  fully. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  6.  I  know  a  man  by  the  name  of  Mr.  Whitmore,  from 
Chickasaw  County,  Iowa,  who  boarded  with  Captaiu  Troy  for  two  or  three  months. 
He  came  to  the  command  at  Helena  on  or  about  the  1st  of  May  last,  and  remained 
with  Captaiu  Troy  until  after  the  surrender  of  Vicksburg.  I  cannot  swear  that  he 
left  Iowa  to  escape  the  draft.  On  or  about  the  25th  of  last  June,  and  while  the  regi- 
ment was  encamped  on  Bear  Creek,  7  miles  northwest  of  Messenger's  Ferry,  near 
Black  River,  the  said  Mr.  Whitmore  purchased,  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of 
Captain  Troy,  a  roan  mare  of  Martin  A.  Bigger,  a  private  of  H  CoinpMiy.  I  don't 
know  how  much  Mr.  Whitmore  gave  for  the  horse.  W^hen  Mr.  Whitmore  left  the 
company,  after  the  surrender  of  Vicksburg,  he  took  the  horse  with  him.  I  know 
nothing  about  his  dealing  in  mules,  truukp,  clothing,  &,c* 

Interrogatory  7.  What  kind  of  a  reputation  did  Mr.  Whitmore  have  in  the  com- 
pany: and  what  did  you  think  of  him  f 

Answer  to  interrogatory  7.  He  had  a  very  ba<l  reputation  in  the  company.  I  con- 
sidered him  an  unprincipled  man  and  a  great  scoundrel. 

Interrogatory  8.  Do  you  know  and  can  you  state  any  other  illegal  transactions  in 
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which  Captain  Troy  has  been  engaged  where  he  has  defrauded  the  United  State» 
Government  f    If  you  do^  state  them  fully. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  8.  I  do  not. 

Interrogatory  9.  Do  you  know  of  anything  or  can  yon  give  any  further  information 
that  would  be  of  benefit  or  assist  the  prosecution  in  this  casef  If  you  know  of  any- 
thing or  can  state  au^'thing  further,  do  so  fully  and  freely. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  9.  I  do  not ;  I  cannot. 

SAMUEL  M.  LEGGE. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  !^2d  dav  of  January,  1864. 

WM.  E.  STRONG, 
Lieut,  Col.  and  ABsisi.  InspW  Gen'l  Seventeenfk  Army  Corps^ 


Exhibit  B. 

Deposition  of  Private  Levi  T,  Logan,  H  Company y  Fourth  Regiment  Iowa  Cavalry » 

State  of  Mississippi, 

JVarren  County,  as: 

Before  me,  William  E.  Strong,  leu  tenant-colonel  and  assistant  inspector-general 
Seventeenth  Army  Corps,  appeared  Private  Levi  T.  Logan,  H  Company,  Fourth  Regi- 
ment Iowa  Cavalry,  and  in  a  cause  of  the  United  States  vs.  Capt.  S.  S.  Troy,  Com- 
pany H,  Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry,  referred  to  me  by  Lieutenant-Colonel  Bingham,  chier 
((uartermaster  of  the  Army  and  Department  of  the  Tennessee,  for  investigation  and 
report,  ailer  haviuj^  been  first  duly  swoin  by  me,  deposed  as  follows: 

Interrogatory  1.  What  is  your  name;  rank ;  to  what  company  and  regiment  do  you 
belong  ? 

Answer  to  interrogatory  1.  My  may  is  Levi  T.  Logan.  I  am  a  private  soldier  In  H 
Company,  Fourth  Regiment  Iowa  Cavalry. 

Interrogatory  2.  Do  you  know  Captain  Troy ;  and,  if  so,  how  long  have  you  known^ 
him  7 

Answer  to  interrogatory  2.  I  am  well  acquaintecl  with  Captain  Troy;  have  taken, 
care  of  horse  for  nearly  two  years.  I  have  known  him  since  the  11th  day  of  January ,. 
lc<62. 

Interrogatory  3.  Do  you  know,  and  have  you  any  knowledge,  whether  Captaim 
Troy,  of  H  Company,  Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry,  has  ever  dealt  in  contraband  horses,, 
buying  and  selling  them,  or  permitting  his  men  to  trade  government  horses  for  those- 
that  were  not  f 

Answer  to  interrogatory  3.  In  the  month  of  April,  1863,  and  while  the  Fourth  Iowa 
Cavalry  was  at  Helena,  I  traded  a  government  horse,  which  was  in  the  possession  or 
one  Charles  Fitch,  a  private  soldier  of  H  Company,  Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry,  with  the 
knowleilge  and  consent  of  Captain  Troy  and  at  his  request,  for  a  sorrel  horse,  about 
four  years  old,  the  property  of  one  John  Carpenter,  Company  K,  Fifth  Kansas  Cav- 
alry.   I  received  from  Carpenter  f  15  bout-money,  half  of  which  I  retained  myself  and 
gave  the  balance  to  Fitch.    The  horse  which  I  traded  off  was  very  fractious,  had. 
never  been  properly  bitted,  and  there  was  no  one  in  the  company  who* could  ride  him« 
I  also  traded,  about  the  same  time,  perhaps  ten  days  previous  t-o  this,  and  with  the 
knowledge  and  consent  of  the  captain  and  at  his  request,  a  government  horse  in  the 
possession  of  Sergeant  Miller,  of  said  H  Company,  for  a  horse  owned  by  a  private  sol- 
dier of  the  Fifth  Kansas  Cavalry.     I  received  in  this  trade  |30  boot-money,  half  or 
which  I  retained  for  myself  and  gave  the  balance  to  Sergeant  Miller.     These  are  the 
only  cases  that  I  know  of  where  government  horses  have  been  sold  or  traded  with- 
the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the  captain.     On  the  14th  day  of  May,  and  while  our- 
rt*.;iment,  the  Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry,  was  at  Jackson,  Miss.,  one  Corporal  Chandler, 
i>f  H  Company,  captured  a  large  bay  gelding,  about  twelve  years  old.     About  two- 
wt'eks  subsequent  to  this,  Corporal  Chandler  trade<l  the  said  captured  horse  with 
Captain  Troy  for  another  bay  gelding,  somewhat  smaller  than  his  own,  and  received 
from  the  captain  $15  boot-money.     About  six  weeks  subsequent  to  this  time,  I  bought 
the  horse  of  Captain  Troy,  and  paid  for  him  $75.     I  sold  the  horse  the  same  day  to> 
Lieutenant  Fit<;h  for  $75.    The  horse  is  now  in  the  possesniou  of  and  owne<l  by  Lieu-- 
tenant  Fitch,  of  H  Company.     About  the  middle  of  last  July,  Corporal  Chandler  sold 
the  horse  which  he  had  received  from  Captain  Troy  ti  a  member  of  the  Fifth  Illinois 
Cavalry  for  the  sum  of  $50. 

On  or  about  the  1st  of  June.  18.)^),  while  our  company  was  on  picket  duty  at  the- 
Marshall  place,  H  miles  east  of  Vicksburg,  Captain  Troy  )iurchased  of  Andrew  A.  Gibsoitr 
one  gray  mare  and  psid  for  her  $15.  Captain  Troy  kept  her  about  five  months,  and  I 
then  sold  her  to  a  lieutenant  in  the  Fifth  Illinois  Cavalry  for  the  sum  of  $)5,  whicU 
said  amount  I  paid  over  to  Captain  Troy. 
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At  about  the  same  time  above  referred  to,  and  at  tlie  same  place,  Andrew  J.  Bray, 
a  private  soldier  of  Couipauy  H,  took  from  a  citizen  residing  about  4  miles  north  of 
the  Marhhall  place,  a  large  bay  gelding.  Bray  had  the  horse  in  his  possession  about 
one  week,  and  then  sold  him  to  Lieutenant-Colonel  Hammond,  assistant  ad  jut  ant -gou- 
eral  of  the  Fifteenth  Army  Corps,  for  the  sum  of  ;J25.  I  was  not  present  when  Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Hammond  took  the  horse  away,  but  Bray  told  me  that  he  receiA'ed  Ironi 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Hammond  the  price  above  specilied. 

Interrogatory  4.  Do  you  know  anything  about  a  certain  gray  horse  captured  from 
the  enemy  by  Captain  Trov  in  the  month  of  June,  1863,  on  the  Rolling  Fork  of  Deer 
Creek;  aiid  have  you  any  knowledge  whether  the  Captain  ever  sold  the  said  horse, 
and,  if  so,  to  whom  he  sold  him,  and  the  amount  of  money  which  the  Captain  received 
for  himf    If  you  have  any  knowledge  about  the  transaction,  state  the  same  fully. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  4.  I  know  something  about  the  horse  referred  to,  althoujjii 
I  was  not  present  when  the  horse  was  captured.  I  was  acting  as  orderly  for  Brig. 
Gen.  W.  S.  Smith.  In  the  latter  part  of  June  I  returned  to  the  company,  and  I  then 
saw,  for  the  first  time,  the  said  gray  horse.  The  horse  was  in  the  posseasion  of  Cap- 
tain Troy,  who  was  riding  him.  I  understood  from  members  of  the  company  that 
Sergeant  Blazier,  of  Company  H,  captured  the  horse,  and  that  the  captain  afterwanis 
purchased  him.  Do  not  know  how  much  was  paid  for  the  horse.  Sergeant  B.  told 
me  himself  that  he  ca])fured  the  horse  and  sold  him  to  Captain  Troy.  Some  three 
days  8nb8e<iuent  I  saw  Captain  Peters,  of  Company  B,  J'ourth  Iowa  Cavalry,  riding 
the  ^ray  horse.  I  have  no  knowledge  that  Captain  Peters  boughi;  the  horse  outright, 
but  It  was  generally  supposed  by  the  company  he  had  bought  and  paul  for  him.  The 
captain  informed  nie  that  he  gave  the  horse  to  Captain  Peters.  On  the  1st  day  of 
August  I  went  home  on  a  furlough,  and  when  I  left  Captain  Peters  had  the  horse  in 
his  possession.  I  returned  to  my  company  on  the  *28th  of  August.  During  my  absence 
•Captain  Peters  had  been  ordered  north  on  recuiting  service,  and  had  takeu  the  horse 
with  him.  I  heard  an  oflScer  say  that  Captaiu  Peters  sold  the  horse  in  Memphis,  and 
that  before  he  sold  him  he  took  an  oath  that  he  had  paid  Captain  Troy  the  sum  of 
^75  for  the  horse. 

Interrogatory  5.  If  it  was  necessary,  could  you  state  other  transactions  in  which  cap- 
tain Troy  was  engaged,  whereby  the  Governnient  of  the  Tnited  States  was  defrauded? 
I  refer  to  cases  similar  to  those  heretofore  recited  by  you. 

Answer  to  inteiTogatory  5.  I  could. 

Interrogatory  6.  Do  you  know  whether  Captain  Troy  has  ever  made  false  musters 
for  the  benefit  of  himself  or  lieutenants? 

Answer  to  interrogatory  6.  I  do  not. 

Interrogatory  7.  Have  you  not  been  employed  by  Captain  Troy  aa  his  private  serv- 
ant ever  since  the  company  to  which  you  are  attached  was  first  organized  ? 

Answer  to  interrogatory  7.  I  have  not.  I  have  taken  care  of  the  captain's  horse 
nearly  all  the  time  since  the  regiment  was  must^^red  into  service.  Have  never  sup- 
posed I  was  acting  as  his  private  servant. 

Interrogatory  8.  Have  you  not  been  excused  from  guard,  picket,  and  fatigue  duty, 
and  from  scouting,  &c.,  all  the  time  you  werts  taking  cure  of  the  captained  horses? 

Answer  to  interrogatory  8.  I  have  not.  I  have  performed  the  same  duties  as  other 
member."*  of  the  company  nearly  all  the  time  I  have  been  in  the  service,  except  picket 
^luty.  From  this  I  have  generally  been  excused.  I  have  occasionally  been  excused 
from  all  kinds  of  duty. 

Interrogatory  9.  Has  Captain  Troy  employed  any  of  the  time  since  yon  have  been 
with  him  a  private  servant  not  a  soldier  ? 

Answer  to  interrogatory  9.  He  has.  Since  I  have  been  wi^h  Captain  Troy  he  has 
to  my  personal  knowledge  employed  at  least  half  a  dozen  different  private  servants 
to  wait  upon  him,  cook,  &c.  The  first  year  the  captain  was  in  the  service  he  employed 
a  boy  from  Iowa  by  the  name  of  George  Patrick,  a  citizen.  Since  that  time  the  cap- 
tain's servants  have  been  colored  men. 

Interrogatorj'^  10.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  Captain  Troy  has  ever  made  a 
false  certificate  on  the  pay  account,  or  that  he  has  ever  inserted,  in  the  blank  form 
on  ]»ay  a<!count  provided  for  description  of  private  servant,  a  fictitious  name,  or  the 
name  of  some  jierson  not  present,  in  order  that  he  might  draw  pay  and  allowances  of 
a  private  servant  not  actually  employed  by  him  ? 

Answer  to  interrogatory  10.  I  have  not. 
^  Interrogatory  11.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Captain  Troy's  harboring  an  old 
friend  of  his  by  the  name  of  WhitinoVe,  who  left  Iowa  fearing  the  draft,  and  wa5  an 
abettor  with  him  in  dealing  in  contraband  horses,  mules,  trunks,  clothing,  &c.  ?    If 
you  knoAV  of  anything  of  interest  about  them,  state  the  same  fully. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  11.  On  ot  about  the  1st  of  April,  1863,' and  while  our  regi- 
ment was  at  Helena,  a  man  by  the  name  of  Whitmore  came  to  the  company  and 
brought  with  him  from  Iowa  deserter  belonging  to  Company  H.  Mr.  Whitmore  was 
from  Chickasaw  County,  Iowa,  an«l  was  aii  old  acrpiainta'nce  of  Captain  Troy.  I 
Jiever  considered  Captain  Troy  and  \Vhitnuu"e  to  be  very  warm  friends.     On  the  con- 
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trary,  I  hail  good  rea80iis  believing  that  the  captain  disliked  him  very  much.  Whei> 
Whitmore  first  joined  the  company,  the  captain  tohl  me  to  l(X)k  out  for  my  **  pocket- 
book,"  and  gave  me  to  understand  that  he  was  a  thief  and  rascal.  A  large  number  of 
the  company  knew  him  at  home,  and  none  of  these  men  -would  ever  associate  with 
or  have  any  dealings  with  him.  This  man  Whitmore  remained  with  the  company 
until  after  the  suirender  of  Vickshurg.  I  know  the  captain  was  very  much  annoyed 
at  lieing  compelled  to  harbor  him,  and  heard  the  captain  say  frequently  that  he  wished 
Whitmore  would  leave,  only  he  disliked  to  order  him  awaJ^  I  know* the  captain  and 
Whitmore  never  had  any  deal  together,  and  never  bought  or  sold  together  any  con-^ 
traband  horses,  mules,  trunks,  clothing,  «Slc.  But  I  do  know  that  Whitmore  was  en- 
gaged all  the  time  he  was  with  the  conunaudin  stealing  horses  and  mules,  and  in  fact 
anything  of  value  he  could  lay  his  hands  on,  and  selling  the  same  for  money.  He  was- 
also  engaged  in  buying  and  selling  contraband  horses  and  mules,  and  carried  on  a 
pretty  extensive  business.  I  have  seen  him  have  in  his  possession  silver  ware,  tea- 
spoons, cups,  &c.,  and  ladies' jewelry,  and  I  could  cit«  numerous  instances  where  he 
stole  horses  outright  and  sold  them,  and  where  he  bought  property  contraband  of  war 
aud  sold  the  same.     Whifmore  retujrned  to  Iowa  about  the  middle  of  July. 

Interrogatory  12.  Can  you  state  anything  further  that  would  be  of  bene  tit  or  assist 
the  prosecution  in  this  case  ?    If  you  can,  do  so  freely  and  fully. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  12.  I  cannot. 

LEVI  T.  LOGAN. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  24th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1864. 

WM.  E.  STRONG, 
Lieut.  CoL  and  Asst.  Inspr.  Genl,  17th  Army  Corp», 


Exhibit  C. 

Deposition  of  John  Toirnsjnd,  private  of  H  Company,  Fviuth  Uegiment  Iowa  Cavalry, 

State  of  Mississippi, 

Ifarren  County,  ss : 

Before  me,  Wni.  E.  Strong,  lieutenant-colonel  aud  assistant  in  spec  tor- general  Sev- 
enteenth Army  Corps,  appeared  Private  John  Townsend,  II  Company,  Fourth  Regi- 
ment Iowa  Cavalry,  and  in  a  case  of  the  United  States  r*.  Capt.  S.  S.  Troy,  Company 
H,  Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry,  referred  to  me  by  Lieutenant-Colonel  Bingham,'  chief  quar- 
termaster ot  the  Army  aud  Department  of  the  Tennessee,  for  investigation  and  report, 
after  having  first  been  duly  sworn  by  me,  deposed  as  follows: 

Interrogatory  1.  What  is  your  name  and  rank,  and  to  what  company  and  i*egiment 
do  you  belong  f 

Answer  to  interrogatory  1.  My  name  is  John  Townsend.  I  am  a  private  soldier,  and 
have  been  the  acting  veterinary  surgeon  of  the  Fourth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Cavalry  for 
nearly  one  year.     I  am  attached  to  H  Company  of  said  regiment. 

Interrogatory  2.  Do  you  know  Captain  Troy,  of  H  Company,  of  the  Fourth  Regiment 
of  Iowa  Cavalry;  and,  if  so,  how^  long  have  you  known  hinl? 

Answer  to  interrogatory  2.  I  have  known  him  for  two  years;  ever  since  the  com- 
pany was  first  organized. 

InteiTogatory  li.  Have  yon  anv  knowledge  that  Captain  Troy  has  ever  dealt  in  con- 
traband torses,  buying  and  selling  them  ;  or  trading  or  permitting  his  men  to  trade 
government  horses  for  those  that  were  notf  If  you  have  any  such  knowledge,  state 
the  same  fully. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  3.  I  do.  On  or  about  June  1,  1863,  while  our  company  waa 
on  picket  duty  on  the  Marshall  place,  on  the  Benton  Road,  near  Vickshurg,  Captain 
Troy  purchased  of  Andrew  A.  Gibson,  a  private  of  H  Company,  a  gray  mare  about 
nine  years  of  age,  and  paid  for  her  $15.  The  captain  had  the  mare  in  his  possession 
several  months,  aft*  r  which  time  the  mare  disappeared.  I  do  not  know  that  the. 
captain  actually  sold  the  mare  and  got  the  money  for  her,  but  it  was  generally  under- 
stood by  the  company  that  she  hail  been  sold.  '  I  have  heanl  the  boys  say  that  the 
mare  was  8<dd  to  the  Fifth  or  Eleventh  Illinois  Cavalry.  I  have  never  seen  the  mare 
since  she  left  the  company. 

On  the  14th  day  of  May,  while  our  regiment  (Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry)  was  in  Jack- 
sou,  Miss.,  Corporal  L.  P.  Chandler,  of  Company  H,  captured  a  large  bay  gelding — 
took  the  animal  out  of  a  livery  stable.  I  cannot  swear  that  Chandler  traded  the 
horse  oft',  but  I  heard  uifferent  members  of  H  Company  say  that  he  had  done  so,  and 
that  he  had  traded  with  Captain  Troy  for  another  bay  gelding  some  t>maller  than  his 
own.  I  understood  that  the  captain  gave  Chandler  permission  to  sell  or  trade  the 
horse  which  he  let  him  have,  as  he  might  choose.  I  afterwards  heard  that  Chandler 
sold  the  horse  to  a  member  of  tho  Fifth  Illinois  Cavalry.     Do  not  know  how  much  he 
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Tt'ceived.  Never  heard  auy  oue  say.  A  Rliort  time  after  this  Tapfain  Troy  sold  or 
traded  the  horse  Avhich  he  received  fnmi  Cbaudler  to  Lieiitenaut  Fitch,  of  Company 
H.  On  or  about  the  26th  day  of  April,  1>^3,  while  our  regiment  was  at  Helena,  Ark., 
Captain  Troy  purchased  of  a  private  soldier  in  H  Company  a  contraband  lioi-se.  Do 
not  know  what  the  captain  paid  for  h^r.  The  horse  w^as  oftereil  to  me  for  $15  before 
the  captain  bought.  On  or  about  the  30th  day  of  April,  18(53,  the  captain  sold  the 
^orse  to  Lieutenant  Dillon,  of  Company  C,  for  $80  or  $85. 

Interrogatory  4.  Do  you  know  of  Captain  Troy^s  capturing  »  gray  horse  near  the 
Rolling  P^ork  of  Deer  Creek  and  selling  him  to  Captain  Peters,  of  B  Company,  for  the 
^um  of  $75  or  any  other  sum  ? 

Answer  to  interrogatory  4.  I  Avas  not  on  the  scout  when  the  horse  was  captured, 
but  I  saw  the  horse  when  brought  into  camp.  Sergeant  Blazier,  of  H  Company,  cap- 
tured the  horse.  A  short  time  after  this  Sergeant  Blazier  let  the  captain  have  him. 
Cannot  swear  that  he  sold  or  tra<led  him.  About  a  mouth  after  this  the  horse  wai) 
transferred  to  Captain  Peters,  of  Company  B.  Do  not  know  whether  he  bought  or 
traded  for  him,  or  whether  Captain  Troy  gave  him  to  Peters;  but  it  was  understood 
1)y  every  one  that  knew  anything  about  the  horse  that  Peters  had  purchased  him  and 
paid  $75. 

In  August  three  regiments  of  cavalry,  under  Col.  E.  F.  Winslow,  our  regiment 
Among  tJie  number,  were  ordered  to  proceed  to  Memphis  by  the  way  of  Granada, 
which  we  did.  While  we  were  at  Memphis  Captain  Peters  was  ordered  north  on  re- 
•cruiting  service.  Our  regiment  left  Memphis  to  return  to  Vicksburg  two  days  prior 
to  Captain  Peters  leaving  Memphis  for  the  north.  He  kept  the  horse  heretofore  re- 
ferred to  with  him.  Did  not  send  him  down  with  the  company.  I  have  heanl  a 
number  of  men  in  Comi)any  B  aud  Company  H  say  that  Captain  Peters  took  the 
liorse  to  Iowa  with  him.     Could  not  swear  that  he  did  or  did  not. 

Interrogatory  5.  Do  you  know  of  false  musters  having  been  made  by  Captain  Troy 
•or  any  of  his  lieutenants  for  the  benelit  of  himself  or  lieutenautsf  If  you  know, 
«tate  fully  all  the  circumstances. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  5.  1  do  not. 

Interrogatory  6.  Do  you  know  Levi  T.  Logan,  of  H  Company;  and,  if  so,  how  long 
Ijave  you  known  him  ? 

Answer  to  interrogatory  6.  I  do;  I  have  known  him  two  years*. 

Interrogatory  7.  Has  not  Lo^an  been  employed  by  Captain  Troy  as  bis  private 
■servant  ever  since  he  has  been  in  the  service,  and  has  net  Logan  been  excused  from 
.all  kinds  of  duty  with  the  company  since  he  has  been  so  employed? 

Answer  to  iuterrogatorv  7.  He  has  taken  care  of  the  captain*s  horses  nearly  all  of 
the  time  he  has  been  in  the  service.  I  do  not  know  that  he  has  been  his  private  ser- 
vant. Logan  has  stood  guard  occasionally,  and  would  sometimes  go  on  a  big  scout 
wheu  he  thought  there  was  going  to  be  a  ^ood  chance  for  horses. 

Interrogatory  S.  Has  Captain  Troy  had  in  his  employ,  since  you  have  known  him, 
«  private  servant  not  a  soldier f 

Answer  to  interrogatory  8.  He  has  at  different  times  since  he  has  been  in  the  serT- 
ice  had  private  servants  that  were  not  soldiers.  A  young  fellow  by  name  of  George 
Patrick  came  with  the  company  when  we  left  the  State,  and  was  employed  by  the 
<capi ain  for  about  a  year.    After  this  he  employed  colored  men. 

Interrogatory  9.  Do  yon  know  of  Captain  Troy's  harboring  an  old  friend  of  bis 
-who  left  Iowa  fearing  the  draft  and  was  an  abettor  with  bim  in  dealing  in  contra- 
band horses,  mules,  trunks,  clothing,  &c.  f 

Answer  to  iuterrogatorv  9.  I  know  a  man  by  the  name  of  Whitmore  that  messed 
<ci-ith  and  remained  w^ith  the  captain  from  the  time  we  left  Helena  until  after  the  sur- 
render of  Vicksburg.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  an  old  friend  of  the  captain  or 
not.  From  appearances,  I  should  judge  they  were  very  warm  friends.  I  do  not  know 
that  Whitmore  left  Iowa  fearing  the  draft.  I  know  that  Whitmore  bought  and  sold, 
and  stole,  traded,  and  sold  contraband  horses  and  mules ;  and  that  he  did  all  these 
things  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  captain.  W^hitmore  had  the  reputa- 
tion of  being  a  very  bad  man.  I  always  thought  he  would  steal  anything  he  could 
lay  hands  on  that  would  sell  for  money,  and  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  he  did. 

Interrogatory  10.  Do  yon  know  and  can  you  state  auy  other  illegal  transactions  in 
which  Captain  Troy  has  been  engaged  where  he  has  defrauded  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  f 

Answer  to  interrogatory  10.  I  do  not ;  I  cannot. 

Interrogatory  II.  Do  you  know  of  anything,  or  can  you  give  any  further  informa- 
tion that  would  be  of  benefit,  or  assist  in  the  prosecution  or  this  casef  If  yon  know 
anything,  or  can  state  anything  further,  do  so  fully  and  freely. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  11.  I  do  not;  I  cannot. 

JOHN  TOWNSEND. 

Subscribed  aud  swoni  to  before  me  this  24th  day  of  January,  1864. 

WM.  E.  STRONG, 
Lieut,  Col.  and  AssL  Inapv.  Genl.  I7ik  Army  Carpi, 


SiMUEL   S    TROY.  9 

Exhibit  D. 

Deposition  of  foh  E.  F.  Winslow,  commanding  cavalry  force  Fifteenth  Army  Corps, 

State  of  Mississippi, 

Warren  County,  88:  \ 

Before  me,  William  E.  Strong,  lieutenaDt-colouel  and  assistant  inspector-general 
Seventeenth  Army  Corx>8,  appeared  £.  F.  Winslow,  colonel  commanding cavaliy  forces 
Fifteenth  Army  Corps,  and  m  a  certain  cause  of  the  United  States  V8,  Capt.  S.  S.  Troy, 
Company  H,  Fourth  Regiment  Iowa  Cavalry,  referred  to  me  by  Lieutenant-Colonel 
Bingnam,  chief  quartermaster  of  the  Army  and  Department  of  the  Tennessee,  for  in- 
vestigation and  report,  after  being  first  dulv  sworn  by  me,  deposed  as  follows : 

InteiTogatory  1.  What  is  your  name,  rank,  and  regiment  f 

Answer  to  interrogatory  1.  My  name  is  Edward  F.  Winslow.  I  am  colonel  of  the 
Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry. 

Interrogatory  2.  Do  you  know  Samuel  S.  Troy,  captain  of  Company  H,  Fourth  Iowa 
Cavalry  f 

Answer  to  interrogatory  2.  I  am  acquainted  with  Captain  Troy. 

Interrogatory  3.  Do  you  know  that  he  has  ever  dealt  in  property  belonging  to  the 
United  States,  or  property  contraband  of  war  T    If  so,  state  the  circumstances. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  3.  I  know  that  he  captured  from  the  enemy  on  Deer  Creek, 
Mississippi,  in  the  mouth  of  June.  1863,  a  certain  gray  horse,  which  horse  by  said 
capture  oecame  the  property  of  tne  United  States.  Captain  Peters,  Company  B, 
Fourth  Iowa  Cavalry,  informed  me  in  conversation  that  he  had  purchased  said  horse, 
and  did  use  it  for  the  space  of  two  months  thereafter,  and  did  take  said  horse  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  with  the  intention  of  taking  him  to  his  home  in  Iowa  as  his  private 
property. 

Interrogatory  4.  Who  sold  this  horse  to  Captain  Peters  f 

Answer  to  interrogatory  4.  In  accordance  with  general  instructions  from  Lieutenant- 
Colonel  Sevan,  then  in  command  of  the  regiment,  this  horse,  like  other  captured  horses, 
w^as  retained  by  Captain  Troy  as  government  property,  and  was  transferred  to  Captain 
Peters  with  the  knowledge  of  said  Troy.    I  do  not  know  who  sold  the  horse. 

Interrogatory  5.  Can  you  give  any  further  information  that  would  be  of  benefit  to 
the  prosecution  in  this  case  T    If  you  can,  state  the  same  fully. 

Answer  to  interrogatory  5.  I  cannot. 

E.  F.  WINSLOW. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  22d  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1864. 

WM.  E.  STRONG, 
lAeut,  CoL  and  Asst,  Inspr,  Genl,  Seventeenth  Army  Corps, 

S.  Rep.  839 2 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Report 

1st  Session.       )  ( No.  840. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  18,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


J  Mr.  Miller,  of  California,  from  the  Committee  ou  Foreign  Relations, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  209.] 

TJi€  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations j  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  joint  reso- 
lution (H.  Res.  209)  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  call 
an  international  conference  to  fix  on  and  recommend  for  universal  adop- 
tion a  common  prime  meridian  to  be  used  in  the  reckoning  of  longitude 
and  in  the  regulation  of  time  throughout  the  worldj  have  considered  the 
samCj  and  respectfully  report : 

That  they  have  examined  s^l  the  memorials  and  papers  referred  to 
them  in  relation  to  a  commission  for  establishing  a  zero  of  longitude  and 
a  standard  of  time  throughout  the  globe. 

These  papers  present  two  principal  phases : 

First.  The  establishment  of  a  prime  meridian  from  which  longitude 
shall  be  reckoned  for  all  sea  charts,  which  shall  therefore  have  a  quality 
of  universal  usage. 

Second.  Standard  time  for  the  use  of  railroads,  &c.,  through  different 
countries. 

The  committee  recognize  the  practical  benefits  to  be  derived  from* 
having  a  common  zero  of  longitude  for  the  charts  of  all  commercial 
nations,  and  believe  that  in  the  course  of  years  a  single  line  of  depart- 
ure would  be. adopted.  Yet  it  seems  very  important  that  its  establish- 
ment should  be  hastened  by  a  convention  of  delegates  from  the  various 
commercial  nations.  It  would  appear  as  necessary  as  the  universal 
reckoning  of  latitude  from  the  equator.  At  all  events,  a  question  which 
has  so  long  occupied  the  attention  of  men  of  science,  and  which  pro- 
vokes earnest  discussion  of  its  practical  phases  may  as  well  be  settled. 
The  promulgation  of  such  a  prime  meridian  would  be  analogous  to  the 
promulgation  of  the  Gregorian  calendar,  giving  the  smaller  countries  an 
opportunity  to  avail  themselves  of  it  without  compromising  their  dig- 
nity. 

The  committee  recognize  the  fact  that  most  of  the  great  commercial 
nations  adopt  the  meridian  of  Greenwich  as  the  zero  of  longitude;  but 
that  the  longitude  is  reckoned  east  and  west  therefrom  to  the  I80th 
meridian.  This  single  circumstance  involves  the  liability  to  those  nav- 
igators near  the  zero  and  near  the  180th  degree  of  making  in  their  cal- 
culations a  mistake  in  sign  which  may  place  them  on  the  wrong  side  of 
those  meridians.  The  gravity  of  thi^  point  is  appreciated  when  we  re- 
member that  the  zero  of  longitude  through  Greenwich  cro^sistlie  track 
of  an  immense  commerce  along  the  dangerous  coasts  of  Western  Europe. 

The  committee  therefore  feel  the  advisability  of  counting  the  longi 
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tude  through  360  degrees  or  24  hours  from  the  prime  meridian,  and  thus 
avoid  the  possibility  of  falling  into  the  foregoing  errors. 

A  source  of  danger  to  navigation  in  the  use  of  several  prime  merid- 
ians is,  where  two  vessels  signal  each  other  under  stress  of  weather,  and 
the  one  which  has  had  no  observation  for  longitude  receives  and  uses  a 
longitude  from  the  other  vessel  based  upon  a  different  zero  from  her  own, 
and  may  proceed  to  her  destruction.  The  same  may  happen  to  a  vessel 
approaching  a  strange  coast  line. 

In  order  to  ascertain  generally  what  commercial  nations  are  using  a 
common  meridian,  the  committee  have  obtained  from  the  charts  at  the 
office  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  the  following  enumeration : 

Countries  imng  the  Greenwich  meridian  for  charts. 

Great  Britain,  with  India,  Australia,  Dominion  of  Canada,  British 
Columbia,  and  all  the  dependencies,  together  with  survey  of  dangers, 
harbors,  &c.,  all  over  the  world. 

The  United  States. 

Germany  (the  topographical  maps  use  Berlin,  13^  23'  53"  east  of 
Greenwich). 

Eussia  (also  uses  Paris,  2^  20'  15"  east  of  Greenwich ;  St.  Petersburg, 
3(P  20'  east  of  Greenwich ;  but  gives  Greenwich  preference). 

The  Netherlands  (also  uses  Amsterdam,  4^  53'  east  of  Greenwich). 

Per  contra. 

France  uses  Paris,  2^  20'  15"  east  of  Greenwich. 

Spain  uses  San  Fernando,  6°  20'  east  of  Greenwich. 

Denmark  uses  Copenhagen,  12^  34'  east  of  Greenwich. 

Portugal  has  no  strictly  geographical  charts. 

Italy,  no  si>ecimen  of  sea  charts.  On  the  topographical  maps  she  uses 
Turin,' Milan,  and  San  Fernando. 

Upon  the  consideration  of  adopting  a  universal  standard  of  time  for 
all  countries  the  committee  believe  that  the  acceptance  of  such  a  i>ropo- 
sition  by  any  convention  is  extremely  doubtful.  At  different  x>«ri(Ml8 
there  have  been  so  many  chimerical  schemes  pro|»osed,  and  no  thoroughly 
practical  one  suggested,  that  the  committee  cannot  urge  this  as  a  reason 
for  supporting  the  recommendation  of  a  convention.  The  greatrailroad 
corporations  of  each  country  will  naturally  solve  this  problem  for  them- 
selves, with,  perhaps,  local  legislation ;  but  the  committee  believe  that 
the  adoption  of  numbering  the  hours  from  0  at  the  prime  meridian,  or  zero 
of  longitude  to  twenty- four,  consecutively,  will  afford  a  basis  of  local  action, 
and  hasten  the  establishment  of  common  railroad  time  in  the  different 
countries. 

Beyond  the  demands  of  the  railroad  traffic  it  seems  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  local  time  shall  be  retained,  because  of  the  many  industries 
and  trade  customs  and  legal  questions  involved.  It  would  appear  to  be 
as  difficult  to  alt^r  by  edict  the  ideas  and  habits  of  thd  people  in  regard 
to  local  time  as  to  introduce  among  them  novel  systems  of  weights, 
measures,  volumes,  and  money. 

Upon  a  careful  weififhing  of  all  the  evidence  before  them,  the  commit- 
tee believe  that  the  question  of  establishing  simply  a  prime  meridian 
for  all  nations,  and  reckoning  the  longitude  therefrom  through  360  degrees 
and  through  twenty-four  hours,  consecutively^  is  of  such  practical  iin- 
portanc  to  commerce  and  navigation  as  to  justify  the  calling  of  the  pro- 
posed convention,  and  they  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
Joint  resolution  with  the  amendment  agreed  upon  by  the  committee. 

O 
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Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1411.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  {H,  R.  1411) 
granting  a  pension  to  Jacob  Luskeyy  having  examined  the  same^  report  as 
follows : 

That  the  facts  are  correctly  stated  in  House  report  No.  787.  The  re- 
port is  as  follows : 

Tke  Committee  on  Invalid  Pennons,  to  whom  woe  referred  the  bill  (IT,  R,  1411)  granting  an 
increase  of  pension  to  Jacob  Lnskeyj  have  considered  the  same,  and  report : 

The  said  Lnskey  is  now  seventy-two  years  of  age,  and  has  served  in'  the  United 
States  Army  and  Navy  for  more  than  twenty-five  years.  He  was  engaged  in  the  Sem- 
inole war,  in  the  naval  attack  on  Vera  Cruz,  and  participated  in  the  march  to  the  city 
of  Mexico  from  Vera  Cruz. 

He  now  receives  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  |6  per  month,  which  was  conferred  on  him, 
not  for  disability  received  in  the  service,  but  because  of  the  great  number  of  years  he 
served  his  country.  He  is  an  inmate  of  the  United  States  Naval  Asylum  at  Philadel- 
phia, and  separated  from  his  wife  and  family. 

He  states  that  while  in  the  service  at  the  navy-yard  at  Washington,  D.  C,  in  June, 
1842,  he  received  a  severe  injury  to  his  leg  and  other  portions  of  his  body  from  the  acci- 
dental explosion  of  a  shell.  The  circumstances  of  the  accident  and  injury  of  claimant 
are  substantiated  by  the  evidence  of  Lieutenant  fioutweU,  late  of  the  United  States 
Navy. 

Dr.  A.  W.  Miller,  of  Philadelphia,  testifies  that  claimant  is  entirely  incapacitated  for 
obtaining  his  subsistence  by  manual  labor  from  effects  of  injuries  received  in  the  United 
States  Navy  in  June,  1842,  at  the  explosion  referred  to  above. 

The  claimant  asks  an  increase  of  pension,  so  that  he  may  be  enabled  to  leave  the 
asylum  and  join  his  aged  wife,  and  with  her  and  in  her  society  spend  the  short  rem- 
nant of  his  life. 

In  view  of  his  long  service,  and  his  great  age,  and  the  pathetic  appeal  the  old  sailor 
makes,  the  committee  think  his  prayer  nbould  be  granted,  and  recommend  the  passage 
of  the  bill  increasing  the  pension  to  |]5  per  montn. 

Your  committee  cannot  agree  with  the  conclusions  reached  in  said 
report.  The  claimant  does  not  receive  the  pension  now  allowed  him  on 
account  of  any  disability  received  in  the  service,  and  your  committee 
are  of  the  opinion  that  it  would  be  establishing  a  bad  precedent  to 
grant  the  increase  asked  in  the  bill,  as  it  would  lead  to  numerous  appli- 
cations in  cases  similar  in  character. 

Your  committee  report  adversely,  and  recommend  the  indefinite  post- 
ponement of  the  bill.  ' 
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Mr.  Gorman,  from  the  Committee  oii  the  District  of  Columbia,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2402.] 

The  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill 
H.  B.  2402,  hare  considered  the  same,  and  respectfully  report: 

That  they  have  examined  the  said  bill,  and  the  facts  embodied  in  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  thereon,  which  report  is  hereby  adopted  as  the  report 
of  your  committee  and  made  a  part  hereof,  and  for  the  reasons  stated 
therein  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 


[House  Report  No.  1271. — 47th  Congress,  1st  session.] 

Mr.  Urner,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colnmbia^  submitted  the  following 

report  (to  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2402): 

The  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  trhom  was  referred  the  hill  (H,  B,  2402}  to 
quiet  title  to  certain  lands  in  TTashingtonf  D,  C,  respectfully  report: 

That  they  have  considered  said  bill,  and  find  from  the  testimony  submitted  that 
the  land  mentioned  in  the  bill  was  the  property  of  Robert  Brent,  who  in  1819  was 
Paymaster-General  of  the  United  States  Army.  Upon  the  settlement  of  his  accounts 
he  was  found  to  be  largely  indebted  to  the  government,  and  to  secure  the  payu  ent 
of  his  indebtedness  to  the  United  States  he  made  an  assignment  of  all  his  property, 
including  the  land  in  question,  to  George  Graham,  Joseph  Pearson,  and  Robert  Y. 
Brent,  Jr.,  as  trustees,  in  trust  to  sell  the  same  and  pay  the  proceeds  to  the  United 
States.  He  also  executed  a  will,  in  which  he  named  the  same  persons  as  trustees, 
with  somewhat  similar  trusts. 

After  the  death  of  said  Brent  the  United  States  instituted  proceedings  in  equity  to 
enforce  the  trusts  of  said  deed,  and  a  decree  was  passed  apiK)iuting  said  Graham, 
Pearson,  and  Brent,  jr.,  trustees  to  sell  said  property. 

On  the  1st  of  May,  lb22,  Joseph  Pearson  and  Robert  Y.  Brent,  the  surviving 
crustees,  sold  said  property  at  public  auction,  at  which  sale  P.  Maoro  acted  as  auc- 
tioneer. 

On  the  16th  of  June,  1823,  the  said  surviving  trustees  reported  said  sales  to  the 
court,  and  accompanied  their  report  with  a  list  of  the  property  sold,  in  which  it 
appears  that  squares  710,  711,  672,  670,  671,  and  a  large  quantity  of  other  land,  was 
sold  to  Stephen  Pleasauton,  and  in  the  report  the  trustees  say: 

*'That  the  portion  of  the  said  property  which  appears  to  have  been  struck  off  to 
Stephen  Pleasauton  was  purchased  by  him,  the  said  Pleasauton,  for  the  use  of  the 
United  S  ates." 

An  order  nisi  was  passed  upon  said  report  on  the  18th  of  June,  1823,  but  nothing 
further  appears  to  have  been  done  until  the  year  1849,  when,  on  the  23d  day  of  May, 
an  order  was  passed  by  the  court  to  this  effect : 

"  That  the  sales  reported  by  the  trustees  in  this  cause  to  Stephen  Pleasauton,  agent 
of  the  complainants  (the  United  Statoj*),  be  and  the  same  are  hereby  ratified  and  con- 
firmed, and  the  surviving  trustee,  Robert  Y.  Brent,  is  hereby  directed  to  convey  the 
property  so  sold  to  the  said  complainauts  or  their  assigns." 


2        TO  QUIET  TITLE  TO  CERTAIN  LANDS  IN  WASHINGTON,  D.  C. 

The  said  Robert  Y.  Breot,  presumably  in  the  execution  of  the  above  order,  on  the 
'SOth  day  of  September,  1850,  executed  a  deed  of  lots  10, 11,  and  12,  in  square  No. 
551,  and  squares  Nos.  510,  711,  670,  671,  and  672,  to  Catharine  Pearson,  Eliza  W. 
Pearson,  Josephine  Jay,  and  Wm.  Gaston  Pearson,  who  are  described  as  '*thc  heirs 
at  law  and  devisees  of  Joseph  Pearson,  deceased. '^  The  following  is  a  copy  of  said 
deed: 

This  indenture,  made  this  thirtieth  day  of  September,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one 
thousand  ei^ht  hundred  and  fifty,  between  Robert  Y.  Brent,  trustee,  of  the  first  parr, 
and  Catharine  Pearson,  Eliza  \^.  Pearson,  Josephine  Jay,  and  William  Gaston  Pear- 
son, of  the  second  part,  all  being  of  the  county  of  Washington,  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  witnesseth : 

Whereas  the  hereinafter  described  premises  were  heretofore  purchased  at  a  sale  of 
the  real  estate  of  Robert  Brent,  by  Joseph  Pearson,  deceased,  and  the  parties  of  the 
second  part  aforesaid  are  entitled  to  ana  desire  a  conveyance  thensof  to  them,  as  the 
heirs  at  law  and  devisees  of  said  Joseph  Pearson,  from  the  said  party  of  the  first  pait, 
as  the  trustee  of  the  last  will  and  testament  of  Robert  Brent,  aforesaid : 

Now,  this  indenture  witnesseth  that  the  said  party  of  the  first  part,  for  and  in  con- 
sideration of  the  premises,  and  of  the  sum  of  one  dollar  to  him  in  hand  paid  by  the 
said  parties  of  the  second  part  before  the  ensealing  and  delivery  of  these  presents, 
receipt  of  which  sum  of  money  is  hereby  acknowledged,  hath  bargained,  sold,  trans- 
ferred  and  conveyed,  and  doth  by  these  presents  bargain,  sell,  transfer,  and  convey 
unto  the  said  parties  of  the  second  part,  their  heirs  and  assigns,  all  those  pieces  of 

f  round  situate  and  lying  in  the  city  of  Washington,  in  the  county  aforesaid,  ami 
eing  lots  Nos.  ten  (10),  eleveu  (11),  and  twelve  (i2),  in  square  No.  live  hundred  and 
fifty-one  (551),  also  squares  Nos.  seven  hundred  and  ten  (710),  seven  hnndred  and 
eleven  (711),  six  hundred  and  seventy  ^670),  si^  hundred  and  seventy-one  (671),  and 
six  hundred  and  seventh-two  (672),  with  the  improvements,  ri|^hts,  privileges,  and 
appurtenances  to  the  said  granted  premises  belonging  or  appertamins : 

To  have  and  to  hold  the  same  unto  and  for  the  only  use  and  behoof  of  the  said  par- 
ties of  the  second  part,  their  heirs  and  assigns  forever,  according  to  their  respective 
rights  at  law,  and  under  the  last  will  and  testament  of  Joseph  Pearson,  aforesaid. 

In  testimony  whereof  the  said  Robert  Y.  Brent  hath  hereunto  set  his  hand  and  seal 
on  the  day  and  year  first  hereinbefore  written. 

•  R.  Y.  BRENT,  Trustee,     [seal.] 

Signed,  sealed,  and  delivered  in  our  presence: 
T.  C.  DONX, 
b.  k.  morsrll. 

District  op  Columbia, 

County  of  Wiishington  set: 

On  this  thirtieth  day  of  September,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  fifty,  before  the  subscribers,  two  of  the  justices  of -the  peace  in  and  for 
the  county  aforesaid,  personally  appears  Robert  Y.  Brent,  party  to  the  aforegoing 
indenture,  and  acknowledged  the  same  to  be  bis  act  and  deed. 
Taken  &  certified  by 

B.  K.  MORSELL,  J.  P. 
T.  C.  DONN,  J.  P. 

Recorded  !n  liler  J.  A.  S.,  vol.  22,  f.  9,  one  of  the  land  records  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  grantor,  who  was  a  co-trustee  with  Joseph  Pearson  in 
making  the  sale,  recites  in  the  deed : 

**  Whereas  the  hereinafter  described  premises  were  heretofore  purchased  at  a  sale 
of  the  real  estate  of  Robert  Brent  by  Joseph  Pearson,  deceased,  and  the  parties  of  the 
second  part  aforesaid  are  entitled  to  ana  desire  a  conveyance  thereof  to  them  as  the 
heirs  at  law  and  devisees  of  said  Joseph  Pearson,  from  the  said  party  of  the  first  part, 
as  the  trustee  of  the  last  will  and  testament  of  Robert  Brent  afor^id." 

The  deed  professes  to  have  been  executed  by  Robert  Y.  Brent,  "  as  the  trustee  of 
the  last  will  and  testament  of  Robert  Brent,"  when  the  sale  had  not  been  made  by 
the  trustees  under  the  will,  but  by  the  trustees  under  the  decree,  and  as  such  Robert 
Y.  Brent  was  directed  by  the  court  to  convey. 

The  deed  recited  was  considered  invalid,  but  nothing  further  was  done  in  the  case 
until  the  15th  day  of  December,  1857,  when  another  order  was  passed  by  the  court  as 
follows : 

"  Ordered  and  decreed,  that  the  sale  heretofore  reported  by  the  trustees  in  this  cause 
to  Joseph  Gales,  jr.,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  ratified  and  confirmed,  audit  is  further 
ordered  that  Philip  Barton  Key  be,  and  is  hereby,  appointed  trustee  to  convey  the 
said  property  to  the  purchaser,  and  also  to  convey  to  the  respective  purchasers  rererred 
to  in  the  order  passed  on  the  23d  of  May,  1849,  the  respective  parcels  of  land  therein 
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referred  to,  the  trustee,  Robert  Y.  Brent,  moDtioned  la  said  order,  having  departed 
this  life,  without  execating  such  conveyances." 

On  the  24th  of  March,  A.  D.  1858,  PhiUp  Barton  Key,  as  trustee,  executed  a  deed  of 
all  said  land,  besides  numerous  other  tracts  bought  by  said  Pleasanton  as  agent  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  United  States.  It  would  seem  that  this  deed  was  prepared  from 
the  report  of  sales  and  the  schedule  attached  thereto,  and  the  conveyancer  had  no 
knowledge  of  any  agreements  with  reference  to  or  any  disposition  of  any  of  theprop- 
•erty  other  than  what  the  report  disclosed,  and  actually  conveyed  to  the  United  States 
other  lots  besides  those  in  question  to  which  the  United  States  were  not  entitled. 
Solicitor  Hillyer,  in  a  letter  dated  May  11,  1859,  says : 

"  I  take  the  occasion  to  say,  in  my  opinion,  Mr.  Key  made  a  mistake  in  including  in 
the  deed  to  the  United  States  the  lots  above  described  in  square  No.  327,  &c.'' 

By  the  deed  of  Key  the  legal  title  to  the  squares  in  question  became  vested  in  the 
United  States,  where  it  now  is:  but  it  is  claimed  by  tne  parties  for  whose  relief  the 
legislation  sought  is  desired,  that  while  the  sale  of  said  land  by  the  trustees  was 
nominally  made  to  Stephen  Pleasanton  as  agent  of  the  United  States,  yet  so  far  as  the 
land  in  question  was  concerned,  viz,  squares  670,  671,  672,  710,  and  711  that  was  in 
truth  bought  for  Joseph  Pearson  who,  being  one  of  the  trustees,  could  not  legally  buy 
at  his  own  sale.  In  support  of  this  claim  the  following  additional  testimonynas  been 
produced. 

1st.  A  memorandum  of  P.  Mauro,  auctioneer,  made  at  the  time  of  the  sale,  to  wit, 
3Iay  1,  1822,  which  is  as  follows : 

'^Square  551,  lots  10, 11, 12,  Mr.  Pleasanton,  30,327,  at2  mills  per  square  foot.  |60  65 

Half  of  square  710  and  711  &  mill,  255,282  square  feet,  to  Mr.  Pleasanton. .  3, 000  00 

Half  of  square  710  and  71 1,  255,282  square  feet,  at  2}  mills,  Pleasonton ....  702  02i 

Square  No.  672,  386,000  square  feet,  2  mills,  sold  to  Mr.  Pleasanton 772  00 

Square  No.  670,  containing  100,370  squaro  feet,  at  2^  mills,  sold  to  Mr. 

Pleasanton 250  92* 

Square  No.  671,  containing  98,030  square  feet,  at  2  mills,  sold  to  Mr.  Pleas- 
anton    196  06 

2,281  mi 
Sold  at  public  auction  May  1,  1822,  the  real  property  belonging  to  the  estate  of 
Itobert  Brent,  by  P.  Mauro,  auctioneer. 

**(0n  the  margin  :)    "  This  for  Mr.  Jos.  Pearson." 

2d.  Additional  memorandum  and  certificate  from  P.  Mauro,  auctioneer,  as  follows: 

**  Jos.  Pearson  bot.  at  auction  May  1,  1822,  the  following  property  belonging  to  the 
estate  of  the  late  R.  Brent,  esq.,  deceased : 

«qr.  551,  lots  10,  11,  &  12,  30,327  sq.  ft.,  'S)  2f  ms $60  65i 

Half  of  square  710  &  711,  255,282 3,000  00 

•*              "      "           "    255,282,21 702  02i 

Square  No.  672,  386,000,  2  ms 772  00 

670,  100,370,  2i  ms 259  92^ 

671,98,030,2  ms 196  06. 


4,881  66i 

*^  The  above  is  a  tnie  copy  from  the  original  record,  July  3, 1835. 

P.  MAURO,  AuctW 

3d.  letter  from  Thomas  Swann,  attorney  for  the  United  States,  to  S.  Pleasanton, 
•dated  October  21,  1823,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy : 

"  Washington,  D.  C,  October  21,  1823. 

**  Sir  :  In  the  sales  of  the  property  of  Mr.  Brent,  I  understand  that  the  mill  and  back- 
property  attached  to  it  was  reported  to  have  heen  sold  to  yon,  with  a  view  that  it 
should  be  conveyed  to  you,  and  by  you  to  Mr.  Pearson,  who  is  the  real  purchaser. 

*'  Mr.  Pearson  informs  me  that  yon  do  not  wish  your  name  to  be  need  in  this  matter, 
but  at  the  same  time  you  are  content  that  the  sales  should  stand  for  the  benefit  of  Mr. 
Pearson.  If  you  should  be  willing  that  the  sales  should  stand,  you  might  direct  the 
•conveyance  to  be  made  t.o  any  person  that  Mr.  Pearson  might  direct,  and  the  title  in 
that  way  might,  I  presume,  be  made  safe  as  to  him,  or  if  yon  should  prefer  it,  a  re- 
;8ale  might  be  made  of  the  property. 

'*  I  am,  with  very  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

"THO.  SWANN. 

"  To  S.  Pleasanton,  Esq., 

*♦  Wa9kington.^ 

4th.  An  unexecuted  deed,  now  on  file  in  Solicitor's  office  of  Treasury  Department, 
prepared  by  Hon.  Walter  S.  Cox,  now  associate  justice  of  the  District  of  Colambia, 
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together  with  a  letter  from  Judge  Cox  to  Hon.  John  C.  Clarke,  solicitor,  reqaestin^ 
the  execution  of  the  deed,  dated  September  14,  1850.  The  following  is  a  copy  of  the 
deed  prepared  by  Judge  Cox,  as  also  his  letter: 

**  This  indenture  made  this day  of ,  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  fifty,  between  Robert  Y.  Brent,  surviving  trustee  of  the  will  of  Robert  Brent,, 
deceased,  of  the  first  part,  John  C.  Clarke,  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  *of  the  United 
States  of  the  second  part,  and  Catharine  Pearson,  Eliza  Pearson,  Josephine  Jay,  and 
Gaston  Pearson  of  the  third  part,  witnesseth: 

**  Whereas  at  a  public  sale  of  property  of  the  late  Robert  Brent,  the  hereinafter  de- 
scribed property  was  purchafsed  in  the  name  of  S.  Pleasanton,  agent  of  the  United 
States,  but  in  fact  for  JoFcph  Pearson,  one  of  the  trustees  of  Robert  Brent,  aforesaid^ 
and  since  deceased,  and  the  parties  of  the  third  part  hereto  are  the  heirs  at  law  and 
devisees  of  said  Joseph  Pearson,  and  as  such  are  entitled  to  a  conveyance  of  the  prem- 
ises aforesaid,  in  evidence  whereof  the  said  John  C.  Clarke  will  afiHx  his  signature 
hereto :  Now,  therefore, 

"This  indenture  witnesseth  that  the  party  of  the  first  part,  for  and  in  consideration 
of  the  premises  and  the  sum  of  one  dollar  to  him  in  hand  paid  by  the  parties  of  the 
third  part  before  the  ensealing  and  delivery  of  these  presents,  receipt  of  which  sum 
of  money  is  hereby  acknowledged,  hath  bargained,  sold,  transferred  and  conveyed, 
and  doth  by  these  presents  bargain,  sell,  transfer,  and  convey  unto  the  said  parties  of 
the  third  part,  their  heirs  and  assigns,  all  those  pieces  of  grounds  sitnate  and  lying  in 
the  city  of  Washington,  in  the  county  aforesaid,  and  described  as  follows,  viz: 

**  LotsNos.  ten  (10)  eleven  (11),  and  twelve  ( 12),  in  square  No.  five  hundred  and  fifty- 
one  (551) ;  also,  squares  Nos.  six  hundred  and  seventy  (670),  six  hundred  and  seventy- 
one  (671),  six  huodred  and  seventy-two  (672),  seven  hundred  and  ten  (710),  and  seven 
hundred  and  eleven  (711),  with  the  improvc-ments  and  appurtenances,  to  have  and  to 
bold  the  same  unto  and  for  the  only  use  and  behoof  of  the  said  parties  of  the  third 
part,  their  heirs  and  assigns,  according  to  their  respective  rights  at  law  and  under  the 
last  will  and  testament  of  Joseph  Pearson  aforesaid. 

"  In  testimony  whereof  the  said  Robert  Y.  Brent  and,  for  the  object  aforesaid,  the  said 
John  C.  Clarke  have  hereunto  set  their  hands  and  seals  on  the  day  and  year  first  here- 
inbefore written. 

.     [  SK  AL.  ] 

.     [seal.] 

**  Signed,  sealed,  &  delivered  in  our  presence : 


**  District  of  Columbia, 

"*  County  of  WaskingUmf  88 : 

"  On  this day  of 1850,  before  the  subscribers,  two  of  the  justices  of  the 

peace  in  and  for  the  county  aforesaid,  personally  appears  Robert  Y.  Brent,  party  of 
the  aforegoing  indenture  and  acknowledges  the  same  to  be  his  act  and  deed. 

• 

*^Hon.  John  C.  Clarke,  SoHeitor. 

''Sir:  At  a  public  sale  many  years  ago  of  Robert  Brent's  property,  some  lots  and 
squares  were  purchased  by  S.  Pleasanton  in  the  name  of  the  United  States,  but  in  fact 
for  Jos.  Pearson,  one  of  Robert  Brent's  trustees,  who  could  not  therefore  l)id  himself, 
but  was  to  account  to  the  United  States  as  a  purchaser.  He  neglected  to  get  a  con- 
veyance in  his  lifetime,  and  his  heirs  and  devisees  are  now  desirous  of  procuring  one. 
The  legal  title  remains  in  the  surviving  trustee,  Robert  Y.  Brent,  who,  because  tho 
property  was  struck  off  to  Mr.  Pleasanton,  desires  to  have  the  authority  of  the  United 
States  to  convey.  J  prt^sume  Mr.  Pearson  has  fully  paid  up,  or  that  what  remained 
due  from  him  would  be  covered  by  his  commissions  as  trustee.  This  I  suppose  can  be 
ascertained  in  yourofiSce,  and,  if  there  be  no  obstacle,  will  be  much  ol^iged  if  you  will 
sign  the  inclosed  deed  authorizing  Mr.  Brent  to  convey. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WALTER  S.  COX. 

Georgetown,  September,  14,  1860. 

(Note  on  the  back :)  I  have  a  distinct  recollection  that  this  claim  of  Mr.  Pearson  was. 
looked  into  by  J.  C.  Clark,  solicitor,  and  afterwards  by  his  successor,  Mr.  Comstock, 
and  both  declined  to  si^  the  deed  as  requested.  It  was  afterwards  examined  by  Mr. 
Streeter^  who  also  declined  to  sign  it,  but  my  recollection  is  that  i^tcr  hearing  the 
agent  or  Mr.  Pearson,  he  wrote  an  informal,  unofficial  opinion,  which  he  deatrod  to 
leave  on  file  among  the  papers;  but  I  do  not  find  it  among  them.  I  think,  however,, 
a  copy  was  given  to  the  agent  of  Mrs.  P. 

B.  F.  PLEASANTa 

April  22,  1859. 


TO  QUIET  TITLE  TO  CERTAIN  LANDS  IN  WASHINGTON,  D.  C.        5 

5th.  A  paper  filed  by  T.  B.  Streeter,  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  dated  May  22,  1857, 
addressed  to  the  clefk  of  the  laud  docket.  This  paper  U  not  signed  by  Mr.  Streeter^ 
but  was  filed  by  him,  and  intended  to  be  official,  as  is  clearly  evidenced  by  the  fact 
that  he  gave  a  copy  of  the  same  to  William  Gaston  Pierson,  esq.,  which  he  indorsed 
in  his  own  handwriting  as  follows: 

Sir:  I  return  yon  the  papers  relative  to  the  Brent  lots,  with  a  copy  of  order  to  the 
land-docket  clerk  to  make  the  proper  entries.    This  paper  will  be  placed  on  file,  which 
will  prevent  any  misapprehension  hereafter. 
Very  truly,  Ac, 

T.  B.  STREETER. 
To  Wm.  Gaston  Piersox,  Esq. 
May  22,  la*)?. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  Solicitor's  order  : 

Solicitor's  Office,  May  22,  1857. 

The  following  lands,  situated  in  the  city  of  Washington,  to  wit:  Square  number 
seven  hundred  and  ten  (710),  seven  hundred  and  eleven  (711),  six  hundred  and  seventy 
(670),  six  hundred  and  seventy-one  (671),  and  six  hundred  and  sqventy-two  (672),  ap- 
pears on  the  land  book  of  this  office  to  have  been  purchased  by  Stephen  Pleasanton, 
ag't  of  the  Treasury,  at  a  sale  by  the  trustees  of  Robert  Brent,  dec'd.  No  conveyance 
was  made  to  the  United  States,  but  under  a  decree  of  the  circuit  court  of  the  23id  day 
of  May,  1849,  directing  the  surviving  trustee  to  convey  to  the  U.  S.,  or  their  assigns,, 
the  above  mentioned  lands  were  conveyed  to  the  devisees  of  Joseph  Pearson,  dec'd. 

From  the  statements  of  Stephen  Pleasant  on  and  the  memoranda  of  the  auctioneer, 
it  is  manifest  that  Joseph  Pearson  was  considered  to  be  the  purchaser  of  the  lots,  and 
the  deed  made  by  the  surviving  trustee,  under  the  decree  of  the  court,  to  the  devisees 
of  Joseph  Pearson  was,  in  my  opinion,  properly  made,  though  no  written  assig^nment 
from  Pleasanton  to  Pearson  is  to  be  found*  From  the  investigation  I  have  given  of 
the  matter,  I  am  satisfied  that  the  U.  S.  have  no  interest  ii;i  these  lands^  and  entries 
should  be  made  upon  the  land  book  in  acoordance  with  the  facts.    (No  signature.) 

SoHciior, 
To  the  Clerk  of  thb  Land  Dock. 

The  committ'ee  are  assured  that  squares  670, 671,  672, 710,  and  711  have  been  in  pos- 
session of  Joseph  Pearson  and  those  claiming  under  him  ever  since  the  sale  in  1822,  for 
a  period  of  sixty  years,  who  have  paid  the  taxes  on  the  same,  and  the  United  Statea 
has  never  made  any  claim  to  tjio  property  or  exercised  any  acts  of  ownership  over  it 
prior  to  1881. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of*  a  note  made  upon  a  tax  bill  for  1833  by  Joseph  Pearson ; 

Copy  of  note  made  on  tax  bill  for  1833  by  Josej^h  Pearson, 

N.  B. — \  square  855,  purchased  by  me  from  Nicholas  Young,  and  all  of  square  931, 
purchased  by  me  from  Thomas  Fenwick  <&  Sons,  are  not  assessed.  Squares  670,  671, 
672,  and  all  of  sq*re  711,  with  the  mill,  belongs  to  me.  Also  square  710,  by  purchase 
from  R.  Y»  Brent,  and  from  the  tnistees  of  KoVt  Brent,  by  assent  of  S.  Pleasanton, 
agent  of  the  Treasury.   «The  titles  under  this  trust  sale  not  yot  executed. 

The  committee  are  informed  that  deeds  in  possession  of  the  family  vouch  for  the 
truth  of  the  statement  regarding  purchases  from  Youn^,  Fenwick&  Sons,  and  Robert 
Y.  Brent,  and  Mr.  Pearson^  corrections  of  the  tax-list  being  correct  in  those  particulars, 
makes  it  probable  that  they  were  also  correct  regarding  the  property  claimed  by  the 
Unitfld  States. 

The  following  is  an  affidavit  made  by  JohnO.  Worthington,  brother  in  law  of  Joseph 
Pearson,  dated  March,  28,  1872 : 

District  of  Columbia, 

County  of  Waehinffton : 

On  this  twenty-eighth  day  of  March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  seventy-two,  before  me  the  subscriber,  a  notary  public  in  and  for  said 
Disirict,  personally  appears  John  O.  Worthington,  aged  seventy  years,  late  of  Cincin- 
nati, Ohio,  and  now  a  resident  of  Georgetown  in  the  aforesaid  District,  who,  beingp 
doly  sworn  on  the  Holy  Evangely  of  Almighty  God,  deposeth  and  saith : 

I  distinctly  recollect  going  about  twenty  years  affo,  with  my  sister,  Mrs.  Catherine 
Pearson,  widow  of  Joseph  Pearson,  to  see  Mr.  Pleasanton,  then,  I  believe.  Fifth 
Auditor  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  the  property  olaimed  to  have 
been  bid  off  by  said  Pleasanton  for  said  Pearson  at  the  sale  of  property  belonging  to 
the  estate  of  the  late  Col.  Robert  Brent,  situated  in  the  city  of  Washington  in  the 
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aforesaid  District,  about  north  or  northeast  of  irhere  now  stands  the  Government 
Printing  Office,  and  adjacent  to  the  mill  property  owned  by  said  Joseph  Pearson,  de- 
ceased, on  Tiber  Creek. 

I  recollect  that  it  was  fully  admitted  by  Mr.  Pleasanton  at  that  time  that  be  had 
bid  off,  as  claimed,  the  lots  tor  Mr.  PearsoD,  and  he  promised,  I  think,  to  give  Mrs. 
Pearson  his  personal  services  in  securing  a  proper  conveyance  of  the  said  property  to 
the  estate  of  Mr.  Pearson.    It  is  now  some  time  since  these  circumstances  occnired, 
and  I  have  not  the  clearest  recollection  of  the  details,  but  have  the  most  distinct  rec- 
ollection of  the  full  admission  by  Mr.  Pleasanton  that  he  had  in  person  bought  in  the 
«aid  property  for  Mr.  Pearson,  and  that  his  estate  was,  without  question,  entitled  to 
them.    I  further  recollect  that  in  a  subsequent  visit  to  Washing^n  I  made  an  effort, 
either  with  my  sister  or  nephew,  William  G.  Pearson,  to  see  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treas- 
nry  with  reference  to  fretting  the  release  of  the  government  to  said  property,  but  we 
did  not  see  him,  he  being  absent,  as  we  were  informed,  from  the  city.    At  a  still  later 
period,  on  a  subsequent  visit  to  this  city  I  called  the  attention  of  my  nephew  to  this 
business,  and  he  informed  me  that  the  matter  had  been  arranged. 

JOHN  G.  WORTHINGTON. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  29th  day  of  March,  1872. 

I  SEAL.]  J  AS.  S.  EDWAKDS, 

Xotary  Public, 

The  United  States  never  made  any  claim  to  this  property  prior  to  March  19,  1881, 
at  which  time  the  Hou.  K.  Rayner,  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  addressed  a  letter  to  Col. 
George  B.  Corkhill,  United  States  attorney,  directing  him  take  *^  such  legal  measures 
as  may  be  necessary  to  remove  the  cloud  upon  the  title  and  to  affirm  the  same  in  the 
United  States. " 

The  United  States  att'Omey  caused  a  complete  abstract  to  be  made  of  the  title,  but 
has  taken  no  further  action  in  the  premises. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  his  letter  to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury : 

Office  of  United  States  Attorney,  District  of  Columbia, 

Washifigtomf  D,  C,  Apnl  27,  1882. 

Sir:  Referring  to  your  letter  of  March  19,  1881,  concerning  the  title  to  certain  real 
estate  in  squares  670,  671,  672,  710,  and  711  in  this  city,  I  have  the  honor  to  say  that  I 
have  caused  a  full  and  complete  abstract  of  the  title  to  be  made,  and  find  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  record,  it  is  in  the  United  States,  notwithstanding  the  conveyance  by  Rob- 
ert Y.  Brent,  trustee,  under  date  September  13,  18&0,  to  Catherine  Pearson  et  ah,  heirs 
at  law  and  devisees  of  Joseph  Pearson,  deceased. 

I  am,  however,  informed  by  persons  in  position  te  be  well  informed  upon  the  sub- 
ject, that  the  heirs  and  devisees  of  Pearson  have  an  equitable  claim  to  tne  property ; 
that  Pearson's  commissions  as  trustee  for  the  sale  of  the  property  were  never  paid  in 
money,  and  that  it  was  understood  and  agreed  among  all  parties  in  interest  in  the 
equity  suit  of  United  States  ««.  Brent,  in  which  the  sale  was  made,  that  Pearson  should 
take  the  property  in  question,  iu  lieu  of  money,  in  satisfaction  of  his  commissions  as 
trustee.  There  is  nothing  in  the  records  to  show  this  fact,  but  such  is  the  tradition 
concerning  the  matter. 

House  bill  No.  2402,  now  pending;,  provides  that  the  United  States,  through  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  shall  quit-claim  to  the  devisees  of  Catherine  Pearson  (the 
widow  of  Joseph)  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  of  the  United  States  in  the  property 
in  question,  and  I  have  been  called  upon  by  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia  of  the  House  of  Representatives  for  an  expression  of  opinion 
as  to  the  proprietv  of  passing  this  bill. 

In  view  of  the  fact  tnat  I  have  your  written  directions  to  enter  suit  with  a  view  to 
removini^  the  cloud  on  the  title  of  the  United  States,  I  have  declined  to  exnreas  any 
opinion  in  the  premises,  and  I  now  submit  the  matter  to  you  and  await  such  further 
instructions  as  you  may  see  fit  to  give  me. 
Very  respectfully, 

GEORGE  B.  CORKHILL, 
UmUd  States  Attorney,  District  Columbia, 

Hon.  Kennkth  Rayner, 

Solicitor  of  the  Treaeury. 

The  following  is  a  letter  from  Hon.  George  B.  Corkhill,  United  States  Attorney, 
suggesting  certain  amendments  to  the  bill : 

Office  of  United  States  Attorney, 

District  of  Columbia, 
Washingtonf  D,  C,  April  27,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  11th  instant, 
concerning  the  title  of  the  United  States  to  the  property  mentioned  in  bill  H.  R.  240^ 
In  reply  I  beg  to  say : 

1st.  That  I  have  not  yet  taken  any  legal  steps  to  remove  the  cloud  upon  the  title  to 


TO  QUIET  TITLE  TO  CERTAIN  LANDS  IN  WASHINGTON,  D.  C.        7 

Bsid  property  and  affirm  the  same  in  the  United  States,  and  shall  not  do  so  until  I  re* 
ceive  further  instructions  from  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  for  reasons  set  out  in  my 
letter  to  the  Solicitor  of  even  date  herewith,  a  copy  of  which  I  inclose. 

2d.  Inasmuch  as  in  this  matter  I  must  act  under  the  direction  of  the  Solicitor  uf  the 
Treasury,  I  must  respectfully  decline  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  the- 
passage  of  bill  H.  R.  2402 ;  but  will  suggest  that  if  the  hill  be  passed,  the  proviso  should 
be  amended  as  indicated  in  the  copy  of  the  bill  which  I  inclose  herewith,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide that  the  United  States  shall  be  reimbursed  for  all  ezp<*nditures  made  in  relation 
to  the  land  in  question ;  and  also  that  the  bill  should  provide  for  a  quit-claim  to  the 
heirs  and  devisees  of  Joseph  instead  of  Catharine  Pearson. 
Very  respectfully, 

GEORGE  B.  CORKHILL, 
United  States  Attorney ,  />.  C. 
Hon.  Milton  G.  Urner,  M.  C, 

Chairman  Subcommiiiee  on  Judiciary  of  Committee  on  District  of  Columbia. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2402)  referred  to  the  committee  has  reference  to  squares  671,  672^ 
710,  and  711.    These  lots  are  claimed  by  the  devisees  of  Catharine  Pearson,  deceased. 

The  committee  have  also  had  under  consideration  the  petition  of  Augustus  Jay,  who- 
claims  to  be  the  equitable  owner  of  square  670.  The  evidence  hereinbefore  referred 
to  applies  equally  to  square  670  as  it  does  to  the  other  lots,  and  by  amending  bill  H. 
R.  2402,  as  suggested  by  Mr.  Corkbill,  so  as  to  quit-claim  and  release  unto  the  heirs- 
and  devisees  of  Joseph  Pearson,  deceased,  their  heirs  and  assigns,  and  then  further 
amend  the  bill  so  as  to  include  square  670,  all  the  relief  to  which  the  parties  are  en- 
titled  can  be  granted  in  one  act. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  testimony  clearly  proves  that  squares  670, 
671,  672,  710,  and  711  were  purchased  by  S.  Pleasanton  for  Joseph  Pearson,  who- 
claimed  the  land  as  his  own  during  the  whole  of  his  life-time,  paying  taxes  thereon  ; 
that  he  was  the  equitable  owner  thereof,  and  while  the  legal  title  is  in  the  United 
States,  yet  the  government  has  no  equitable  claim  to  the  property  and  ought  1o  quit- 
claim and  release  the  same  to  those  who  are  the  owners  in  equity. 

The  committee  therefore  rei»ort  back  said  bill,  H.  R.  2402,  with  the  following  pro- 
posed amendments,  and  recommend  that  it  be  passed  as  amended : 

In  line  4,  before  the  word  **  devisees,''  insert  the  word  heirs,  and  after  the  word 
**  devisees ''  insert  the  words  and  assigns. 

In  line  5,  strike  out  the  word  **  Catharine  "  and  insert  the  word  Joseph  in  the' place 
thereof. 

In  line  7,  after  the  word  "  squares,"  insert  the  words  sic  hundred  and  seventy. 

The  committee  do  not  feel  justified  in  recommending  the  other  amendment  sug- 
gested by  Colonel  Corkhill,  which  is  that  the  United  States  shall  be  reimbursed  the 
expense  incurred,  which  was  for  procuring  an  abstract  of  the  title.  This  expense 
was  comparatively  small,  bein^  not  more  than  several  hundred  dollars  at  most.  If 
the  claimants  are  entitled  to  tne  land,  as  the  committee  think  they  are,  then  they 
should  not  be  required  to  pay  the  cost  incurred  by  the  United  States  in  investigating 
the  title. 

The  parties  in  interest  under  the  bill  an*  the  family  of  the  late  Carlile  P.  Patter- 
son, Superintendent  of  the  Coast  Survey  of  the  United  States,  who,  while  living,  em- 
ployed all  his  time  in  the  service  of  the  government,  with  that  unselfish  devotion  by 
which  he  was  so  highly  distinguished,  and  which  caused  a  neglect  of  his  private  in- 
terests that  doubtless  accounts  for  the  seeming  delay  in  having  the  title  to  this  land 
perfecte<l. 
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Mr.  Blair,  from  the  Gommittee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  B.  6249.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  B.. 
6249)  granting  increase  of  i>ension  to  Joseph  F.  Wilson,  have  examined 
fhe  same,  and  report,  recommending  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  proposes  to  increase  the  pension  of  applicant  from  $24  to  $40 
pner  month.  The  propriety  of  this  increase  is  recognized  by  the  Pen- 
sion Office,  and  the  following  letter  by  Dr.  Hood  is  filed  in  the  case. 
The  Honse  has  passed  the  bill,  and  we  recommend  the  same  without 
hesitation : 

Departmknt  of  the  IntbrioRi  Pension  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  22,  1882. 

Tbe  disability  in  tbe  case  of  Joseph  F.  Wilson,  who  is  pensioned  under  certificate 
63Alb,  is  very  grave. 

The  missile,  as  shown  by  certificates  of  examination  on  file  in  his  "case/'  struck  the 
lower  Jaw  to  the  left  of  the  mesial  line,  and  completely  comminuted  the  boue,  both 
aides.  The  entire  bone  has  been  removed,  producing  marked  deformity,  and,  b^  loss- 
of  the  teeth,  inability  to  masticate  solid  food.  The  toqgue,  too,  was  implicated  in  the 
wound,  and,  being  bound  down  by  cicatricial  adhesions,  its  movements,  and  therefore 
its  uses,  considerably  limited.  In  such  a  case  the  disability  is  very  much  jereater  than 
appears  prima /ocie.  The  inferior  maxillary  division  of  tne  fifth  pair  or  nerves  (the 
nerve  of^ common  sensation  of  the  entire  face),  which  supplies  the  lower  teeth,  waa 
seriously  involved  in  the  wound  and  in  the  subsequent  surgical  treatment. 

The  case  is  unique  in  several  particulars,  there  being  no  parallel  to  it,  as  I  am 
aware,  on  the  pension-rolls.  The  wound  is  a  center  from  whicn  radiates  an  irritation 
which  produces  pain  at  distant  points,  and  which  interferes  very  seriously  with  tho 
processes  of  general  nutrition. 

It  should  seem  that  Mr.  Wilson  is  entitled  to  such  recognition  as  cannot  be  granted 
under  the  general  pension  law. 

W.  B.  HOOD,  A.M.,M.D., 

Medical  Referee, 

The  report  of  the  Honse  committee  is  as  follows,  excepting  the  ex- 
tract  from  letter  of  Dr.  Hood: 

Joseph  F.  Wilson,  of  Peoria,  111.,  was  mustered  into  the  United  States  service  April 
25, 1861,  as  a  private  in  Company  £,  Eighth  Regiment,  Illinois  Infantry  Volunteers^ 
for  three  months,  at  the  expiration  of  which  time  he  re-enlisted  in  same  companv  and 
regiment  for  three  years  or  during  the  war.  He  was  promoted  to  corporal  of  said 
company,  in  which  capacity  he  served  until  the  time  of  the  battle  of  Fort  Donelson, 
Tennessee.  On  the  third  and  last  day  of  said  battle,  February  15, 1862,  while  engaged 
with  his  regiment  in  the  battle,  he  was  shot  by  the  enemy^the  missile  striking  tne 
lower  Jawbone  to  the  left  of  the  mesial  line,  completely  destroying  the  bone  on  both 
sides. 

Not  only  was  the  entire  lower  jawbone  destroyed,  but  also  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  muscular  substance  of  the  chin,  lower  lip,  and  one  side  of  tbi^  face,  leaving  him 
permanently  disfigured  and  an  invalid  for  life.    He  also  lo8t  four  of  the  teeth  of  the 
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upper  jaw.  The  toDgne  was  greatly  injured,  interfering  with  its  natural  fonctions, 
and  he  is  nnable  now  to  thrust  it  beyond  his  lips.  For  many  months  he  lay  prostrate, 
not  even  being  able  to  speak.  With  the  aid  of  artificial  teeth  he  can  now  articalate 
reasonably  well  when  speaking  slowly ;  but  they  do  not  aid  in  the  mastication  of  solid 
food,  there  being  no  jawbone  to  support  them  and  resist  the  pressure.  In  consequence 
of  this  fact  he  is  obliged  to  subsist  on  ]i<][uid  food  and  such  other  food  as  does  not  re- 
(luire  mastication,  l^dcause  of  the  qualt^  of  food  he  is  obliged  to  use  he  suffers  from 
indigestion,  and  his  health  is  coustantiy  uiling — weighing,  as  he  affirms  on  oath,  from 
forty  to  fifty  pounds  less  than  beforo  receiving  the  wound. 

In  a  word^  Joseph  F.  Wilson,  by  reason  of  the  said  wound,  is  in  a  broken  and  con- 
stantly-declining state  of  health,  and  is  incapable  of  performing  manual  labor  as  a 
means  of  subsistence. 

The  petitioner  is  now  receiving  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  |24  per  month,  that  being 
all  that  can  be  allowed  under  the  general  pension  law.  He  asks  in  his  petition  that 
it  be  increased  to  |72  a  month,  belie ving^  his  disabilites  are  equal  to  those  who  have 
lost  two  arms  or  two  legs. 

While  the  committee  are  satisfied  that  Corporal  Wilson's  general  health  ia  not  as 
good  as  that  of  some  who  have  lost  two  limbs,  and  that  he  may  not  live  so  long  as 
they,  they  do  not  believe  his  condition  to  be  as  helpless  as  theirs.  They  believe,  how- 
ever, that  he  is  entitled  to  an  increase  above  the  rate  now  received,  and  recommend 
that  the  bill  (H.  R.  6249)  be  amended  as  follows: 

Strike  out  in  line  8  the  words  ''seventy-two''  and  insert  in  place  thereof  the  word 
forty;  and  as  thus  amended  tbat  the  bill  do  pass. 
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Mr.  Groome,  from  tlie  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  tlie  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accoiiipany  bill  S.  757.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  tchom  icas  referred  the  bill  (S,  757)  granting 
a  pension  to  Joseph  McGuckian^  have  considered  the  same^and  report: 

Tliat  at  the  breaking?  out  of  the  war  of  1801,  and  for  some  time  there- 
after, Josejih  McGuckian  was  a  watchman  and  trusted  messenger  of 
the  War  Department  at  Washington,  and  because  of  his  fidelity  and 
promi)tness  was  frequently  intrusted,  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  with 
important  messages,  both  by  day  and  by  night,  to  the  difterent  bureaus 
of  the  War  Department  and  military  commanders  stationed  in  Wash- 
ington. On  one  occasion,  while  doing  the  duty  of  a  mounted  orderly, 
in  carrying  an  important  order  from  the  Secretaiy  of  War  to  the  com- 
mandant at  the  Washington  Arsenal,  he  was  throw^n  from  his  horse,  at 
midnight,  and  seriously  injured,  from  the  eflects  of  which  he  is  still 
Buffering. 

The  fact  that  he  was  injured  while  engaged  in  such  service  is  proved 
by  the  stiitemeuts  of  Generals  Ramsej"  and  Sickles,  and  of  the  late  Sec- 
retarv  Stanton. 

Mr.  McGuckian  subsequently  enlisted  in  the  Army  as  a  sergeant,  to 
serve  for  five  years,  and  was  discharged  before  the  expiration  of  his 
term  of  service;  but  he  candidly  admits  that  the  disability  for  which 
he  asks  a  pension  was  not  contracted  during  his  service  as  an  enlisted 
man. 

Your  committee  fail  to  discover  any  sufficient  reason  for  making  Mr. 
McGuckiau's  case  an  exception  to  the  rule  that  civil  emi)loy^s  of  the 
government  are  not  pensionable,  and  consequently  recommend  that  the 
bill  referred  to  them  do  not  pass. 
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Mr.  Chiloott,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  aooompany  bill  S.  2080.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSy  to  tcham  teas  re/erred  the  Mil  (8. 2080)  granting 
a  pension  to  George  Foster ^  having  examined  the  same^  report  asfoUows: 

That  George  Foster  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  C,  Tenth  Begi- 
nient  of  Cavalry,  on  the  12th  day  of  March,  1867,  to  serve  five  years. 

The  case  was  rejected  at  the  Pension  Office  on  the  ground  that  the 
disability  was  not  incurred  in  line  of  duty,  and  that  said  Foster  was 
drunk  at  the  time  of  contracting  the  disability,  and  a  deserter.  Noth- 
ing whatever  appears  in  the  papers  to  substantiate  the  record  of  drunk- 
enness, and  that  the  disability  was  not  contracted  in  the  service,  except 
the  military  report  from  the  Adjutant-General's  Office. 

The  claimant  alleges  that  in  the  winter  of  1868  he  was  sent  with  an 
escort  fix)m  Fort  Hays  to  Fort  Dodge,  in  Kansas,  and  en  route  his  feet 
were  both  frosted,  and  he  was  left  at  Fort  Zara,  Kans.,  where  both  feet 
were  amputated  at  the  ankle.  In  support  of  this  state  of  facts  the 
claimant  flies  his  own  affidavit,  which  is  substantially  as  follows: 

That  he  was  a  private  in  Company  C,  Tenth  Refpment  Regular  United  States  Cav- 
alry, and  was  di8chai*ged  honorably  £rom  said  service  as  sach  on  account  of  disability, 
resnlting  from  having  both  feet  frozen  while  in  the  line  of  his  duty  in  said  service, 
and  thatjie  is  the  claimant  in  pension  case  No.  1(^730;  that  he  is  nnedacated,  ana 
cannot  read  or  write,  except  to  sign  his  name ;  that  he  never  signed  nor  swore  to  any 
affidavit,  the  contents  of  which  had  been  known  to  him,  statiu^^,  or  by  any  possible 
oonstmction  admitting,  directly  or  indirectly,  or  tacitly  consenting  to  the  statement 
in  any  manner  or  form,  that  he  was  under  the  influence  of  liquor  at  the  time  his  feet 
were  frost-bitten ;  that  such  a  statement  is  utterly  and  absolutely  false  and  impos- 
Bible  from  the  nature  of  the  circumstances,  he  having  been  over  six  hours  awav  m>m 
camp  with  the  escort,  as  stated  in  the  papers  accompanying  his  application,  ana  could 
not  by  any  possibility  have  obtained  a  drop  of  any  kind  of  liquor  after  leaving  the 
camp ;  that  if  there  is  any  record  evidence  either  in  the  War  Department  or  before  the 
Pension  Office  setting  op,  or  in  any  manner  supporting,  a  statement  that  this  deponent 
was  under  the  influence  of  liquor  at  the  time  his  feet  wero  frozen,  all,  each^  ana  every 
item  of  it  is  utterlv  and  entirely  false,  and  unfounded  in  fact,  which  he  is  able  and 
willing  to  prove,  if  informed  of  the  nature  of  the  evidence. 

George  Allen,  being  duly  sworn  according^  to  law,  deposes  and  says  that  he  was  a 
private  in  Company  C,  Tenth  Beffiment  United  States  Cavalry,  for  Ave  ye;js,  ending 
Bometime  about  the  month  of  Octooer,  1872;  that  he  is  well  acquainted  with  the  claim- 
ant, George  Foster,  who  was  also  a  private  in  said  company,  and,  so  far  as  affiant 
knows,  said  Foster  was  a  good  and  faithful  soldier;  that  m  the  fall  of  1868,  after  the 
Bommer  campaign,  said  company  C,  Tenth  Cavalry,  was  stationed  at  Fort  Hays,  Kans., 
until  General  Sheridan  arrived  there,  and  then  the  company  was  ordered  to  accom- 
pany him  as  an  escort  to  Camp  Supply ;  that  when  the  company  was  taken  away  it 
was  obliged  to  leave  a  number  of  horses  at  Fort  Hays,  and  a  detachment  was  left  there 
under  command  of  Sergeant  William  Gibson ;  that  the  claimant  Foster  was  one  of  the 
detachment  left,  in  consequence  of  his  horse  being  disabled;  that  affiant  went  with 
his  company,  and  heard  nothing  further  of  claimant.  Foster,  until  about  Maroh,  1869, 
when  the  other  members  of  the  detachment  left  at  Fort  Hays  rejoined  the  company  at 
Fort  Arbnckle;  that  Thomas  Ford,  George  Bloomfield,  David  Dunn,  and  Alexander 
Duncan,  the  other  members  of  Sergeant  Gibson's  detachment,  whose  whereabouts  is 
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not  now  known,  reported  that  when  Foster  went  out  with  the  scouting  party,  a8  net 
iorth  in  his  petition,  he  was  suffering  from  chronic  diarrhea;  that  a  terrible  snow- 
storm was  raging  when  he — Foster — was  obliged  to  stop  to  relieve  his  bowels;  that 
the  tracks  of  the  horses  were  covered  over  almost  as  ^nick  as  made;  that  they  pre- 
sumed Foster  lost  his  way  in  the  blinding  snowstorm  m  consequence,  as  they  heard 
the  report  of  his  gun,  and  asked  permission  of  Sergeant  Gibson  to  reply,  bnt  he  refused 
to  allow  them,  and  scouted  the  idea  of  Foster  being  lost;  that  when  the  party  had 
arrived  at  the  fort,  and  Foster  was  missing,  they  were  finally  ordered  back  to  search 
for  him,  but  without  success;  that  Sergeant  Gibson  then  declared  he  would  report 
Foster  as  a  deserter  anyhow ;  that  at  the  time  there  were  charges  pending  against  said 
Sergeant  Gibson  for  murder  and  desertion,  and  Foster  was  one  of  the  most  important 
witnesses  against  him ;  that  said  sergeant  disliked  Foster  and  was  anxious  to  get  rid 
of  him,  and  took  this  opportunity  to  set  rid  of  him ;  that  Foster  had  not  been  drinking 
at  the  time,  but  was  perfectly  sober,  although  perhaps  somewhat  weak  from  the  effects 
of  diarrhea;  that  the  captain  of  the  company,  Edward  Bums,  was  extremely  partial 
to  Sergeant  Gibson  and  disposed  to  favor  him  in  every  way  in  his  power,  and  it  was 
1  hrough  his  influence  that  Gibson  escaped  trial  upon  the  charge  of  murder,  and  that 
the  captain  and  sergeant  connive<l  together  to  perpetuate  the  charge  of  desertion 
against  the  claimant,  and  that  Captain  Bums  was  afterwards  himself  tried  by  court- 
martial  upon  charges  of  brutality,  &.c.,  and  dismissed  the  service,  and  that  affiant 
verily  believes  that  the  charge  of  desertion  aud  drunkenness  against  the  claimant, 
Foster  is  utterly  false  and  malicious. 

Macli  of  the  testimony  indicated  tliat  there  existed  a  remarkable  state 
of  affairs  in  this  case,  and  your  committee  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
fbr  any  evidence  on  ftle  in  that  department;  and  in  response  thereto 
your  committee  were  furnished  with  a  lot  of  contradictory  matter,  con- 
sisting of  statements  by  Sergeant  Gibson  and  others,  at  variance  with 
each  other,  and  contradictory  of  the  statements  made  by  Foster,  and 
other  affidavits  in  his  behalf. 

The  papers  above  referred  to  show  that  an  evident  effort  was  made  to 
try  the  said  Fost«er  by  court-martial,  which  failed  altogether.  A  bad 
feeling  evidently  existed  towards  Foster,  and  no  stone  was  left  unturned 
to  make  out  a  case  against  him.  The  facts  are  of  such  a  peculiar  char- 
acter as  to  be  hard  to  arrive  at  the  true  state  of  affairs :  but  the  case 
as  made  out  against  Foster,  in  its  strongest  light,  shoulu  not  weigh  as 
against  the  facts  as  they  seem  to  have  been  at  the  time  when  Foster  lost 
both  his  feet.  The  ground  of  desertion  was  that  he  loitered  behind  the 
other  men  in  a  blinding  snowstorm,  and  either  could  not  or  would  not 
keep  up.  Nothing  is  tiled  to  show  that  his  character  was  bad  before  the 
alleged  desertion.  It  does  not  seem  probable  that  Foster  would  have 
selected  such  weather  to  desert  in.  The  fact  of  his  being  frosted  to  the 
extent  of  losing  both  feet  shows  conclusively  that  the  weather  was  uu- 
propitious  for  desertion,  and  all  the  evidence  proves  this.  Then,  the 
falling  behind  in  the  presence  of  his  officer,  does  not  look  like  willful 
desertion,  when  so  many  opportunities  must  have  occurred  to  desert 
when  the  officers  would  not  have  seen  him,  and  the  weather  would  not 
have  been  so  inclement  as  to  have  caused  the  loss  of  both  feet.  The 
story  all  the  way  through  bears  an  air  of  great  improbability. 

Foster  has  been  before  your  committee,  and  is  an  uuusualiy  good  ap- 
pearing colored  man,  bearing  the  appearance  of  a  sober,  straightforward 
colored  man.  He  is  unable  to  read  and  write,  and  says  he  had  to 
depend  wholly  upon  others  to  read  the  papers  to  him  upon  which  he 
made  his  mark.  He  is  most  positive  in  his  statement  that  he  was  not  a 
deserter,  and  was  not  drunk,  and  your  committee  must  confess  that 
there  is  no  proof  that  does  show  positively  that  he  was  either  a  deserter 
or  drunk,  and  such  allegation  on  the  part  of  his  sergeant  was  founded 
on  "impression"  and  "belief."  Foster  files  his  original  honorable  dis- 
charge to  show  that  the  charge  of  desertion  was  not  substantiated. 

Your  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  (S.  2080)  granting 
a  pension  to  George  Foster. 

O 
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Mr.  Miller,  of  California,  fix>m  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  S.  Ree.  88.] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  joint  reso- 
lution (S.  Bes.  88)  authorizing  the  appointment  and  retirement  of  Samuel 
Kramer  a  chaplain  in  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  beg  leave  to  re- 
port that  they  have  examined  the  same,  and  recommend  its  passage. 

The  following  extract  from  a  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  dated 
the  18th  instant,  together  with  the  accompanying  memoranda,  fully  ex- 
plains the  case: 

Navy  Department, 

WoMhingUnif  July  18,  1682. 
Sib:  *  *  *  *  •  *  # 

I  inclose  a  largo  number  of  testimonials  in  Mr.  Kramer's  behalf,  from  which,  and  a 
memorandum  summarizing  the  same,  it  appears  that  he  has  been  most  faithfully  serv- 
ing at  the  Washington  navy-yard  for  several  years,  and  that  he  has  a  record  of  much 
merit. 

Very  respectfully, 

WM.  E.  CHANDLER, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
Hon.  John  F.  Milleb, 

Member  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  JffairSj  United  States  Senate. 


Memoranda  in  the  ca$e  of  Bev.  Samuel  Kramer,  an  applicant  for  appointment  and  retirement 

OB  a  chaplain  in  the  UnitA  States  Navy, 

The  Rev.  Samuel  Kramer  (an  ordained  minister  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church) 
performed  the  duties  of  chaplain  at  the  navy-yanL  Washington,  without  pay,  for  many 
years.  On  the  3d  of  July,  1880  (after  the  death  of  the  chaplain  in  the  Kavy  on  dutv 
in  the  yard),  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  THon.  R.  W.  Thompson)  informed  the  command- 
ant of  the  yard  that  Mr.  Kramer  should  receive  compensation  for  his  services  at  the 
rate  of  $75  per  month.  He  continued  on  duty,  and  to  be  so  paid  (out  of  the  appropri- 
ation, ''contingent  Navy"),  until  May  15,  1882,  when,  on  account  of  want  of  funds,  he 
was,  with  others,  notified  that  his  services  would  not  be  required  after  June  30,  1882. 
During  this  time  there  was  no  regular  chaplain  on  duty  at  the  yard. 

Mr.  Kramer  is  strongly  recommended  by  the  commandant  of  the  yard  (Commodore 
Pattison),  who  states.  May  23,  lft:J2.  that  "he  has  been  a  faithful  chaplain,  and  is 
highly  spoken  of  by  everybody  who  knows  him.  As  he  has  served  as  a  seaman  in  the 
Navy,  he  is  invaluable  as  a  chaplain.  Seamen  will  listen  to  him  when  they  will  not 
to  the  general  run  of  preachers.  He  is  located  in  the  seamen's  library  in  this  yard, 
attends  the  sick  in  the  hospital,  and  officiates  at  funerals  of  deceased  seamen  and  ma- 
rines, and  distributes  Bibles  and  tracts."  This  letter  is  accompanied  with  a  testimonial 
letter  signed  by  all  the  officers  of  the  yard. 

February  1,  1881,  Commodore  A.  A.  Semmes,  Commander  R.  D.  Evans  (then  in 


2  SAMUEL   KRAMER 

command  or  the  trainiDg-sbip  Saratoga) ;  Commander  J.  D.  Grabara,  commanding  the 
receiving  ship  at  the  yard;  and  Lient.  D.  G.  McRitchie  (then  in  command  of  the  Tal- 
lapoosa), joined  with  Commodore  Pattison  in  asking  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Kramer 
aa  a  chaplain  in  the  Navy,  and  that  he  be  assigned  to  duty  at  the  Washington  navy- 
yard.  These  officers  state  that  Mr.  Kramer  *'  has,  in  our  opinion,  obtained  the  love  and 
respect  of  officers  and  men  who  have  listened  to  his  exhortations.  For  many  years  he 
has  performi'd  the  duties  of  chaplain  at  this  yard  without  pay,  to  the  entire  satisfac- 
tion of  the  officers  and  men,  on  board  the  vessels  of  the  United  States  Navy,  on  which 
he  has  held  divine  service,  and  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  there  is  more  good  derived 
from  the  preaching  of  a  converted  sailor  to  sailors  ihan  from  any  one  who  has  never 
been  to  sea."  (Mr.  Kramer  was  too  old  for  appointment,  the  law  fixing  the  age  be- 
tween twenty-one  and  thirty-five  years,  and  Mr.  Kramer  was  over  sixty  years  old.) 

From  letters  and  statements  on  file  in  the  Navy  Department  it  appears  that  Mr. 
Kramer  followed  the  sea  for  many  years;  was  in  the  United  States  Navy,  8er\'ing  on 
the  Dolphin  and  Brandy  wine  in  18*29.  After  leaving  the  service,  he  entered  the  chnrcb, 
and  has  given  more  than  twenty  years'  service,  without  pay,  to  the  cause  of  seamen, 
building  the  Sailor's  Bethel  Church  in  Baltimore,  Md.  He 'served  as  chaplain  of  the 
Third  Regiment  of  Maryland  (Union)  Volunteers.  At  the  battle  of  Antietam  he  acted 
as  major  of  the  regiment  (in  place  of  the*major  who  had  been  killed  in  a  previous 
battle),  an  dafter  that  battle  was,  at  the  request  of  the  colonel,  commissioned  as  major. 
He  was  honorably  discharged  in  August,  1863,  on  account  of  disability  incurred  in  the 
line  of  dnty.  He  is  indorsed  and  recommended  by  Bishop  E.  G.  Andrews,  Rev.  H.  R. 
Nay  lor.  Rev.  John  Lanahan,  Rev.  B.  Peyton  Brown,  and  Rev.  W.  W.  Hicks,  all  of 
the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church;  Rev.  W.  A.  Leonard, of  St.  John's  (Episcopal) 
Church,  Washington ;  Thomas  L.  Tullock,  and  Matthew  G.  Emery  (ex-mayor)  of 
Washington,  and  Chaplain  M.  J.  Gonzales,  U.  S.  A. 
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July  22,  1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BLA.IR,  from  the  Gomtnittee  on  Peasiotis,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2324.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2524)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  J.  Bennit,  have  examined  the  same, 
and  report  recommending  the  passage  of  the  bill.  The  report  of  House 
committee  is  as  follows:  ^ 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  in  the  case  on  file  in  the  Pension  Office  that  the  peti- 
tioner is  the  widow  of  Charles  N.  Bennit,  late  private  Company  H,  Fourteenth  New 
York  State  Militia,  who  was  a  pensioner  upon  the  rolls — 

**For  loss  of  leg  below  the  knee,  the  result  of  wound  received  at  the  battle  of  Bull 
Run,  August  29,  1862.  He  was  pensioned  at  $8  per  month  from  date  of  discharge, 
October  8,  1862,  and  paid  at  that  rate  till  March  3,  1865,  when,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  act  of  that  date,  his  pension  was  suspended  by  reason  of  his  employment  in  the 
civil  service  of  the  government.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  June  6, 1866.  pay- 
ment of  pension  was  resumed,  and  the  rate  thereof  increased  to  $15  per  montn.  A 
further  increase  to  $18  per  month  was  allowed  under  the  act  of  June  8,  1872.  The 
amount  withheld  between  March  3,  1865,  and  June  6,  1866,  was  paid  to  the  widow 
May  16,  1879.'* 

The  following  certificates  of  the  attending  physicians  show  time  and  cause  of  death 
of  the  soldier: 

''This  is  to  certify  that  I  was  one  of  the  attending  physicians  on  Charles  K.  Bennit 
during  his  last  illness.  He  was  taken  with  a  convulsion  about  7  p.  m.  November  25, 
and  died  November  26,  at  2  p.  m.  His  disease  was  congestion  of  the  brain,  with  prob- 
ably a  rupture  of  one  of  the  cerebral  arteries.  In  my  opinion  the  cause  of  his  death 
was  indirectly  related  to  the  loss  of  his  leg  during  the  war.  My  reasons  i^re,  briefly, 
as  follows,  viz :  In  any  person  losing  a  limb  just  as  much  of  the  area  of  the  circulation 
of  the  blood  is  cut  off,  and  so  a  greater  pressure  is  brought  to  bear  on  the  remaining 
vessels.  Again,  there  is  a  great  amount  of  vital  force  expended  by  anybody  who  is 
obliged  to  carry  around  eight  or  ten  pounds  of  wooden  leg.  This  is  an  ever-increasing 
burden,  and  will  in  time  gradually  undermine  the  party's  health.  Thus  in  Charles  N. 
Bennit's  case,  with  a  debihtated  system  and  an  increased  blood  pressure,  nothing  is  more 
likely  than  his  death  by  congestion  of  the  brain. 

"WILL.  W.  BENNIT,  M.  D., 
"28  Bond  Street,  Brooklyn^  N,  Y, 
"April  28,  1880." 

"Bladensburgh,  Prince  George's  County,  Md., 

''September  30,  1879. 

"The  undersigned  was  called  hurriedly  on  the  night  of  November  25, 1878,  to  see  Mr. 
Charles  N.  Bonnit.  in  consultation  with  his  brother,  Dr.  William  Bennit.  The  history 
of  the  case,  as  gathered  from  the  attending  physician,  was  that  the  patient  had  been 
ailing  for  some  time  with  intermittent  fever,  and  that  he  had  showed  symptoms  of  fever 
for  several  days  previous  to  my  visit.  I  was  told  that  he  had  complained  for  some 
time  past  of  occasional  attacks  of  violent  headache.  The  amputated  limb  was  exces- 
sively wasted.  I  found  the  patient  completely  comatose,  having  just  gotten  over  a 
strong  convulsion.  I  diagnosed  'cerebritis'  developed  from  *  malarial  fever.'  The 
patient  never  recovered  consciousness;  had  frequent  slight  convulsive  movements 
during  the  entire  night,  dying  next  day,  November  26, 1^8,  at  about  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

"CHARLES  A.  WELLS,  M.  D." 


2  ALICE    J.    BENNIT. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion,  after  a  careful  perusal  of  all  the  evidence  in  the 
case,  that  the  widow's  application  for  a  pension  to  herself,  and  to  her  children  until 
they  reach  the  age  of  sixteen  years,  as  now  provided  by  law,  should  be  granted,  and 
therefore  report  favorably  upon  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  (having  in  view  prece- 
dents in  similar  cases)  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5753)  for  the  re- 
lief of  Alice  J.  Bennit. 

O.  M.  Shedd  testifies  as  follows: 

That  she  was  personally  well  acquainted  with  the  said  Charles  N.  Bennit,  from 
about  the  year  1864  until  his  death  in  November,  1878  ;  that  during  the  whole  period 
of  her  acquaintance  with  him  his  amputated  limb  caused  him  great  pain  and  suffer- 
ing— sometimes  much  greater  than  others;  that  he  was  often  troubled  with  ulcers  on 
the  stump  or  flap  of  flesh  by  which  the  amputated  bone  was  covered,  having  as  many 
as  five  or  these  ulcers  at  one  time ;  that  it  was  very  laborious  for  him  to  walk  with  the 
artificial  limb  which  be  wore  from  time  to  time,  the  exertion  and  pain  being  so  great 
at  times  that  his  forehead  was  covered  with  heavy  sweat  and  bis  face  had  a  drawn  and 
pallid  look ;  that  he  was  obliged  from  time  to  time  to  lay  aside  bis  artificial  leg  and 
use  crutches,  sometimes  for  weeks,  as  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  endure  the  pain  and 
discomfort  caused  by  it ;  that  at  the  time  of  his  death  the  maimed  limb  had  greatly 
perished  and  shrunken  in  comparison  with  the  sound  limb ;  that  he  was  subject  to 
violent  periodic  headaches  in  spring  and  fall  for  years  before  his  death,  which  at  timci^ 
were  of  such  a  violent  character  as  to  almost  craze  him. 

She  further  declares  that  she  has  no  interest  in  said  case,  and  is  not  concerned  in 
its  prosecution. 

M.  F.  S.  Holton  testifies — 

That  she  was  personally  well  acquainted  with  said  Charles  N.  Bennit  for  aboue 
twelve  years  before  his  death,  and  that  during  that  period  he  from  time  to  timt 
suffered  intensely  from  the  pain  caused  by  the  loss  of  his  limb;  that  he  was  also,  dur- 
ing that  i)eriod,  troubled  with  severe  ulcers  on  the  stump  of  his  amputated  limb,  and 
was  unable  to  wear  his  artificial  leg  for  weeks  at  a  time ;  that  he  was  subject  to  this 
sufifering  as  long  as  he  lived,  and  that  she  verily  believes  that  his  general  health  wa» 
seriously  affected  thereby. 

The  applicant  testifies  as  follows: 

That  she  is  the  widow  of  the  late  Charles  N.  Bennit,  who  died  November  26,  1878, 
at  Hyattsville,  Md.  That  their  children  are  Elizabeth  S.,  bom  August  4,  1867;  May 
L.,  bom  April  15,  1871,  and  Charles  N.,  bom  October  25, 1877.  That,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  small  income  which  enables  her  to  clothe  the  children,  she  is  without  means 
for  their  and  her  support,  and  is  dependent  and  needy.  That  from  the  vear  1S65  until 
the  time  of  his  death  her  said  husband  suffered  greatly  at  times  from  his  amputated 
limb,  a  great  many  emptions  appearing  on  the  stump,  as  many  as  five  at  one  time; 
that  these  ulcers  continued  intermittently  during  life,  growing  worse  towards  the  end, 
and  the  limb  shrinking  and  shriveling  away  until  little  remained  but  fhe  bone;  that 
from  time  to  time  these  running  sores  would  close  up,  when  terrible  pains  and  conges- 
tion in  the  head  would  ensue ;  that  these  terrible  headaches  appeared  to  be  of  a  peri- 
odic character,  attacking  him  in  spring  and  fall,  and  becoming  more  violent  from  year 
to  year ;  that  at  one  time  these  pains  were  so  bad  that,  in  hope  of  relieving  them,  six 
•teeth  were  drawn  by  advice  of  his  physician,  but  it  gave  no  relief;  that  he  was  gradu- 
ally weakened  in  his  general  health  so  that  he  was  hardly  able  to  move  around,  and 
was  advised  to  give  up  work  and  take  a  rest,  which  he  had  accordingly  done;  that 
while  in  this  condition  and  about  three  weeks  before  his  death  the  congestive  pains 
in  his  head  came  on  with  greater  violence  than  ever  before,  and  continued  daily  with 
such  respite  as  opiates  would  give;  that  for  days  before  his  death  he  could  take  no 
food  except  to  dnnk  a  little  milk.  He  died  at  2  o'clock  p.  m.  of  November  26, 187d 
About  36  nours  before  he  died  he  had  a  very  violent  attack,  going  into  convulsions. 
About  20  hours  before  he  died  he  had  the  worst  attack  I  ever  knew,  and  after  that 
passed  into  an  unconscious  state,  remaining  so  until  he  died.  That  while  in  the  Army 
he  had  typhoid-malarial  fever,  and  was  treated  in  the  hospital  at  Alexandria.  That 
he  always  said  his  blood  was  poisoned  by  malaria  contracted  while  in  the  Army,  and 
attributed  the  sores  upon  the  leg  to  the  poisoned  condition  of  his  blood  and  to  the 
pieces  of  shattered  bone  which  were  higher  up  than  the  point  of  amputation ;  that  a 
piece  of  bone  was  discharged  from  the  sores  the  summer  of  1878;  that  the  limb  was 
Mattered  by  a  shell  and  the  amputation  was  made  in  the  field  and  after  he  had  lain 
without  medical  attention  for  several  days ;  that  from  this  time  (September  5,  1862) 
until  discharged  from  the  Army  in  October,  he  was  in  hospital  at  Washington,  and 
safter  reaching  home  was  under  a  physician^s  care  for  three  months:  that  his  malarial 
sickness  in  the  Army  continued  n'om  April  21  to  July  1,  1862.  Tnat  these  circum- 
tauces  caused  her  to  believe  that  his  death  was  in  great  part  the  result  of  injury  and 
disease  which  he  contracted  and  received  while  in  Uie  Army. 

O 
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Mr.  Van  Wyck,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bUl  H.  R.  219.] 

TA«  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  219) 
granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Leebrickj  have  examined  the  same^  and 
report  as  follows : 

It  appears,  from  an  examination  of  the  petition  and  accompanying 
papers,  that  the  petitioner  is  a  resident  of  Quincy,  111.,  and  is  now  over 
eighty-two  years  of  age,  the  daughter  of  Jacob  Angus,  a  Revolutionary 
soldier  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

The  evidence  before  your  committee  shows  that  this  lady  rendered 
valuable  aid  to  the  soldiers,  as  nurse  and  attendant,  in  the  different 
hospitals  in  the  Southwest  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion,  which  were 
entirely  gratuitous  on  her  part,  and  that  she  spent  of  her  own  private 
means  about  the  sum  of  $700  in  this  charitable  work. 

Dr.  E.  NichoUs,  surgeon  general  hospital,  Quincy,  111.,  June  8,  1863, 
states : 

Mrs.  Leebrick  having  told  me  that  it  is  reported  that  she  receives  pa^  for  her  serv- 
ices to  the  soldiers,  I  certify  that  never  to  my  knowledge  has  she  received  any  com- 
pensation for  the  valuable  services  rendered  by  her  to  this  hospital. 

Newton  Flagg  states.  May  20,  1869,  in  a  letter  to  the  petitioner 
dated  Quincy,  III.): 

I  was  stationed  at  this  place  as  assistant  quartermaster  and  acting  commissary  of 
subsistence  during  the  late  war.  I  can  testify  that  during  all  that  time  vou  were 
the  constant  and  devoted  friend  of  all  our  soldiers,  but  more  especially  of  those  who 
were  sick  and  suffering.  I  know  that  the  greater  part  of  your  time  for  four  years 
igras  spent  in  their  service,  and  that  by  your  efforts  many  thousands  of  dollars  were 
gathered  and  distributed  to  the  sick  and  wounded,  not  only  in  our  own  hospital,  but 
to  those  in  the  field. 

There  are  other  letters  showing  the  character  and  value  of  the  serv- 
ice rendeied  by  the  petitioner,  especially  to  our  invalid  soldiers,  and  it 
is  shown  that  she  met  with  a  severe  accident  while  assisting  in  the 
transfer  of  the  sick  and  wounded,  after  the  battle  of  Shiloh,  to  Quincy, 

The  petitioner  is  partially  blind,  having  lost  the  sight  of  an  eye,  and 
her  husband  has  been  totally  blind  for  eight  years.  An  application 
was  made  three  years  ago  to  the  Pension  Office  .for  her  relief,  but,  as 
there  is  no  law  allowing  a  pension  to  this  class  ot  caaes,  nothing  could 
be  done  there. 


2  ELIZABETH   LEEBKICK. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opiniou  that  this  is  a  meritorious  case, 
and,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  have  been  precedents  established 
covering  similar  cases,  and  in  view  of  the  advanced  age  of  the  peti- 
tioner and  her  helpless  condition,  report  favorably  on  her  prayer,  and 
recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  (H.  B.  219)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Elizabeth  Leebrick,  with  the  following  amendment:  Add  the  words, 
at  the  rate  of  sixteen  dollars  per  month. 
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Mr.  Blaib,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1011.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  lOII) 
granting  increase  of  pension  to  Daniel  G.  George,  have  examined  the 
same,  and  report,  recommending  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  House  report  is  as  follows: 

The  petitioner,  Daniel  G.  George,  was  mustered  into  Company  D,  First  Regiment 
Massachusetts  Cavalry,  as  a  private  on  the  17th  day  of  September,  1861,  for  three 
years  or  dnrine  the  war.  He  was  wounded  on  the  night  of  the  27th  of  March^  1862, 
about  12  or  1  oxlock,  while  in  the  line  of  duty,  going  the  ^rand  round  with  his  cap- 
tain, by  beiu^  thrown  from  his  horse  against  a  tree,  fracturing  the  right  thigh,  break- 
ing the  bone  into  eight  pieces ;  treated  in  regimental  hospital,  transferred  to  general 
hospital  at  Hilton  Head,  S.  C,  on  the  22d  day  of  May,  1862,  as  Dan.  G.  George  with 
**  fracture"  (no  other  diagnosis).  He  retumed-to  duty  June  20, 1862,  and  subsequently 
-engaged  in  all  the  battles  in  which  his  command  took  part.  At  Aldie,  Ya.,  he  led  his 
-company  into  the  cavalry  fight  on  the  17th  of  June,  18(^,  with  fifty-four  men,  and  lost 
fifty  of  them  killed,  wounded,  and  taken  prisoners.  His  horse,  pierced  with  seven 
bullets,  fell  on  his  leg,  from  which  George  could  not  escape,  and  he  was  taken  prisoner, 
carri^  to  Libby  Prison,  Richmond,  Ya.,  where  he  remained  three  months,  when, 
being  regularly  exchanged,  he  rejoined  his  command,  with  which  he  remained  until 
transferred  to  the  Navy,  the  21st  day  of  April,  1884,  when  he  enlisted  and  was  sent  to 
Brooklyn  navy-yard,  and  where  a  draft  was  made  for  the  Chicopee.  South  Atlantic 
station.  One  William  Smith  was  drawn,  who  did  not  want  to  go,  so  Mr.  George,  who 
liked  the  naval  service  (having  served  in  the  Navy  five  years  previous  to  the  war^, 
exchanged  papers  with  Smith,  and  when  the  roll  was  called  answered  to  Smithes 
name,  and  was  known  on  the  Chicopee  as  William  Smith.  He  was  coxswain  of  Lieu- 
tenant Walker's  boat. 

Lieutenant  Walker  called  for  volunteers  to  blow  .up  the  rebel  ram  Albemarle,  in 
Plymouth  Harbor,  Pamlico  Sound,  and  George  was  the  first  volunteer  who  responded 
to  the  call.  The  ^arty  started  for  the  rebel  ram  on  the  night  of  October  24,  1864,  and 
finally  succeeded  m  getting  to  her  in  the  darkness  of  the  night.  Mr.  George  and  a 
chum  named  Haden  dropped  the  torpedo,  of  186  pounds  weight,  down  under  the  ram. 
Cushing  gave  the  order  to  reverse  steam  and  back  over  the  Togs,  which  they  were  un- 
able to  do.  Cushing  finding  they  could  not  get  her  out,  cried  out:  **  PnU  her  off,  Dan ; 
weUl  all  go  to  hell  together !''  Dau..^llea  the  lanyard,  and  the  torpedo  exploded, 
opening  a  seam  twenty  feet  long  and  an  inch  or  more  wide,  which  sank  the  ram  in 
about  two  hours.  Those  in  the  lieutenant's  boat  were  blown  into  the  air,  and  all  but 
Cushing  and  Haden  taken  prisoners.  George  and  the  crew  were  surrounded  ^y  the 
infuriated  rebels,  who  would  have  killed  them  on  the  spot  had  it  not  been  for  Captain 
Cooke,  of  the  Albemarle,  who  mshed  to  the  spot  with  revolver  in  hand  and  said  he 
would  shoot  the  first  man  who  attempted  to  injure  them,  declaring  that  he  had  been 
thirty  years  in  the  United  States  Navy,  and  this  was  the  bravest  deed  he  had  ever 
known. 

Mr.  George  was  taken  to  Salisbury  Prison,  remained  there  eight  or  nine  months, 
till  the  war  closed,  when  he  returned  to  the  Chicopee,  and  was  honorably  discharged 
April  26,  1806,  having  served  four  years  six  months  and  sixteen  days,  during  which 
time  he  was  engaged  in  twenty-ouc  battles,  besides  many  skirmishes  with  the  enemy. 

He  filed  his  application  for  a  pension  February  2S,  1877,  and  was  pensioned  ffovem- 
ber  17,  1877,  from  October  1,  1877,  at  $12  i^er  month,  for  "  fracture  of  right  thigh," 
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arrears  allowed  from  April  27, 1866.  to  September  30,  1877,  at  |6  per  month.  Applica> 
tion  for  Increase  filed  July  6,  1880|  on  account  of  original  disability.  Dr.  James  H. 
Crombie,  who  was  the  examining  surgeon  at  the  time  of  his  original  application,  states 
that  in  his  opinion  said  Daniel  G.  George  is  disabled  to  the  extent,  or  eqaivalent  to 
the  loss  of  one  foot,  or  one  hand.  Judging  from  his  then  present  condition,  and  from 
the  evidence  before  him.  Dr.  Crombie  gives  the  opinion  that  the  disability  originated 
in  the  service  and  in  the  line  of  dutv,  and  that  it  is  permanent. 

Your  committee,  after  a  thorough  examination  of  the  papers,  make  a  favorable 
report  and  unanimously  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  granting  him  an  increase 
of  pension  to  |24  per  month,  from  and  after  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  romance  of  Ti'ar  has  seldom  developed  a  more  extraordinary  char- 
acter, and  never  has  exhibited  more  elevated  thongh  unconscious  patriot- 
ism and  sublime  courage  than  Daniel  G.  George.  We  place  the  followio^r 
letter  upon  the  permanent  records  of  the  country,  addressed  years  ago 
to  one  of  your  committee,  then  a  member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, who  assisted  Mr.  George  in  procuring  his  original  pension. 

Mr.  Blair,  to  whom  the  following  letter  is  addressed,  takes  pleasure 
in  bearing  testimony,  by  incorporating  the  same  in  this  report,  to  his 
I)er8onal  confidence  in  the  statements  of  Mr.  George  of  gallantry  and 
honest  character  he  has  known  for  several  years : 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Blair,  M.  C, 

Plymouth f  X,  H.  : 

8iR :  The  following  statement  is  a  true  and  con'ect  account  of  the  services  of  Daniel 
G.  George,  Company  D,  First  Massachusetts  Cavalry.  Mr.  George  left  home  at  the 
age  of  sixteen  and  shipped  on  a  whaler,  and  was  gone  on  a  cruise  of  four  years  and 
four  months;  he  sailed  around  the  world,  and  from  the  Arctic  to  the  Antarctic  Ocean; 
while  in  pursuit  of  a  whale  his  boat  was  broken  by  the  whale  and  he  was  an  hour  in 
the  water  clinging  to  a  floe  of  ice,  and  when  taken  out  was  covered  with  two  inches 
of  ice.  He  was  also  lost  overboard  in  a  storm  and  rescued  by  great  efforts.  He  re- 
turned home  at  the  outbreak  of  the  rebellion  and  enlisted  with  his  brother,  John  H. 
.  George,  in  the  First  Massachusetts  Cavalry ;  was  with  the  Sherman  expedition  to  Port 
BoyaT,  and  while  at  Hilton  Head  was  making  the  grand  rounds,  as  orderly  sergeant,  at 
1  p.  m.,  when  his  horse  became  frightened  by  rebel  pickets  firing  and  ran  away., 
striking  Mr.  George's  leg  against  a  tree  and  breaking  it  into  seven  or  eight  pieces, 
crushing  it  for  6  inches ;  the  leg  was  examined  by  all  the  brigade  and  regimental  sur- 
geons then  in  camp,  who  said  it  must  come  off,  and  had  filled  a  sponge  with  ether  to 
put  to  his  nose,  when  Surgeon  James  H.  How  land,  of  the  First  Massachusetts  Cavalry, 
came  hurrying  to  the  spot  and  declared  that  the  leg  should  not  come  off,  and  that  he 
(Howland)  would  give  the  wounded  soldier  a  leg  that  he  could  serve  his  country'  with 
yet.  Hurling  the  Pennsylvania  surgeons  (who  were  just  in  the  act  of  performing  the  am- 
putation, and  who  would  have  had  his  leg  off  in  ten  minut-es)  from  Sergeant  George^ 
lie  bound  up  the  leg  and  Mr.  George  lay  in  the  hospital  six  months  before  his  leg  y^n^ 
well,  and  he  was  then  tendered  a  written  discharge  by  Surgeon  Howland  and  a  verbal 
discharge  by  Colonel  Williams,  '*  that  he  need  not  do  any  more  duty,"  both  of  which 
discharges  he  refused,  and,  at  the  request  of  Charles  Francis  Adams,  jr.,  who  had  been 
commissioned  as  captain  of  Company  D,  he  joined  his  old  company  again  as  orderly 
sergeant,  and  as  the  injured  leg  was  2  inches  shorter  than  the  other  and  he  could  not 
bear  his  weight  upon  it,  the  saddler  built  a  bolster  on  his  saddle  and  he  rode  with  his 
leg  over  the  bolster  while  in  the  service ;  and  now  at  this  time,  and  to  this  day,  he 
cannot  sit  with  that  leg  han^ng  down,  but  puts  it  upon  a  table  or  chair  back,  as  I 
myself  have  personally  seen  him  when  at  his  house.  Sergeant  George  led  his  company 
into  the  cavalry  fight'at  Aldie,  June  17,  1863,  w^ith  54  men.  and  lost  50  of  them  killed, 
wounded,  and  prisoners;  his  horse,  which  had  seven  bullets  in  him,  fell  on  this  leg, 
holding  him  there,  and  he  was  taken  prisoner,  bis  cavalry  boots  taken  off  and  himself 
driven  a  hundred  miles  barefooted,  tlie  blood  marking  every  footstep  for  50  miles; 
when  he  could  travel  no  farther  he  was  put  into  a  car,  taken  to  Richmond,  and  was 
a  prisoner  in  Libby  and  Belle  Isle  three  months,  when  he  and  his  rebel  guard  made  a 
bargain  and  the  guard  deserted  his  post,  and  they  hid  in  negro  shanties  days  and 
traveled  nights  until  they  reached  our  lines ;  was  sent  to  Annapolis  until  regularly 
exchanged,  then  re-enlisted  in  his  company  and  came  home  on  a  veteran  furlough  of 
his  regiment,  and  while  in  Faneuil  Hall,  Boston,  was  publicly  recommended  by  bis 
captain,  Charles  Francis  Adams,  jr.,  for  a  commission.  Governor  Andrew  sent  him  a 
captain's  commission  in  the  Fifth  MasHachnsetts  Colored  Cavalry,  then  forming,  which 
he  refused,  and  told  the  bearer.  Col.  John  Quincy  Adams,  of  Andrew's  staff,  **  that  bo 
had  commanded  white  meu  nearly  three  years  and  would  not  take  negro  troops  to 
command,  and  that  he  did  not  thank  John  A.  Andrew  for  the  commission,  nor  he  (J. 
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Q.  Adams)  for  bringing  it/'  He  went  back  to  the  front  with  a  promise  from  Governor 
Andrew  that  he  (C^rge)  should  have  a  commission  in  his  own  regiment  within  three 
months.  After  waiting  five  months  he  applied  to  the  Navy  Department  for  a  transfer 
into  the  Navy,  was  examined,  and  passed  by  the  naval  board  ;  the  same  mail  brought 
him  a  lieutenant's  commission  in  his  own  regiment  and  a  transfer.  He  took  the  trans- 
fer, as  he  had  applied  for  it,  and  feeline  that  he  had  not  been  justly  ijsed  by  Governor 
Andrew,  as  he  had  been  recommended  for  nearly  two  years  for  a  couimission  by  two* 
colonels,  three  migors,  and  two  captains  before  it  finally  came,  and  men  not  as  deserv- 
ing had  been  promoted  over  him,  he  was  too  inflexible  to  reverse  his. naval  application. 
He  was  then  sent  to  Brooklyn  navy-yard^  and  when  a  draft  was  made  for  the  Chicopee, 
Sonth  Atlantic  squadron,  a  William  Smith  was  drawn  who  did  not  wish  to  go,  so  Mr. 
George,  who  liked  an  active  life,  changed  papers  with  Smith,  and  when  the  roll  waa 
called  answered  to  the  name  of  William  Smith,  and  was  known  on  the  Chicopee  aa 
William  Smith  the  first,  as  there  were  other  Smiths  on  board.  Mr.  George,  as  cox- 
swain of  Lieutenant  Walker's  boat,  heard  Cushiuff  asking  Walker  for  volunteers  for 
the  blowing  up  the  ram  Albemarle  in  Plymouth  Harbor,  Pamlico  Sound,  when  Mr.. 
Georce  volunteered,  and  was  the  first  volunteer,  and  on  the  nieht  of  the  24th*  of 
October,  ld64,  went  into  Plymouth  Harbor,  passed  a  hundred  rebel  picket  boat«,  who 
were  on  the  lookout  for  them,  as  they  had  been  in  on  the  night  before  (23d)  and  could 
not  find  the  ram  in  the  darkness,  and  .passed  down  and  out  the  harbor  through  th& 
rebel  picket  boats  to  our  fleet,  they  thiukine  it  was  some  of  their  boats  tiU  they  saw 
them  RO  aboard  our  vessel,  and  so  were  on  tne  lookout  the  next  night,  and  put  a  bat- 
tery of  artillery  and  a  thousand  men  to  defend  the  ram,  and  posted  lookouts  to  give 
the  alarm  should  any  boat  cross  a  belt  of  light  on  the  water,  caused  by  the  harbor 
lights.  As  they  crossed  this  belt  they  were  hailed  with  "  Who  goes  there f"  Gushing 
answered,  '^  Yankees,  damn  you."  Then  came  a  shower  of  bullets  which  riddled  the 
gunwale  of  their  steam  launch.  They  now  discovered  the  ram  by  the  flash  of  her  big 
guns  and  made  for  her,  passing  around  her  twice  before  they  succeeded  in  jumping 
their  boat  over  the  boom  that  surrounded  her.  Mr.  George  and  a  chum  named  Haden 
dropped  the  torpedo  of  186  pounds  down  under  the  ram.  Gushing  gave  the  order  to> 
reverse  steam  and  back  over  the  logs,  which  they  were  unable  to  do.  Gushing,  finding 
they  could  not  get  out,  gave  the  order,  "  Pull  her  off,  Dan ;  we'll  all  go  to  hell  together  !"^ 
Dan  pulled  the  lanyard  and  the  torpedo  opened  a  seam  20  feet  long  and  an  inch  wide 
and  sunk  the  ram  in  two  hours.  They  were  blown  into  the  air  and  all  but  Gushing 
and  one  other,  Haden,  taken  prisoners.  Mr.  George  and  the  crew  were  surrounded  by 
the  infuriated  rebels,  who  would  have  killed  them  on  the  spot  had  it  not  been  for  the 
captain  of  the  Albemarle,  Cooke,  who  rushed  to  the  spot,  revolver  in  hand,  and  de- 
clared he  would  shoot  the  first  man  who  injured  the  Yankees ;  said  he,  **  I  have  been 
thirty- five  yeara  in  the  United  States  Navy  and  this  is  the  bravest  deed  I  have  ever 
known."  Sir.  George  was  sent  to  Salisbury  Prison;  was  there  eight  or  nine  months, 
till  the  war  closed,  when  he  returned  to  the  Chicopee  and  was  mscharged  April  26, 
1866,  having  served  four  years  six  months  sixteen  days,  having  been  engaged  in 
twenty-one  battles  besides  many  skirmishes.  Last  fall  Mr.  George  was  thrown  from 
his  team  and  had  his  shoulder  broken,  which  disabled  him  from  work  all  winter,  and 
he  has  a  wife  and  five  small  chiVlreu  dependent  on  him  for  support.  Mr.  George 
would  probably  never  have  applied  for  a  pension  but  for  this  last  accident. 

DANIEL  G.  GEORGE. 
State  of  New  Hampshire, 

Eockinghamf  88: 

Derby,  July  19,  1877. 

-Personally  appearing  the  above-named  Daniel  G.  George,  made  solemn  oath  that 
the  foregoing  statement  by  him  subscribed  is  true.    Before  me. 

WILLIAM  ANDERSON, 

Ju8tioe  of  the  Peace, 

Your  committee  recommend  the  increase  of  pension  granted  by  this 
act  expressly  upon  the  ground  of  the  meritorious  service  and  distin- 
guished gallantry  of  the  applicant  in  the  destruction  of  the  Albemarle. 
Lieutenant  Gushing  was  the  pride  of  the  American  Navy.  Dan.  George 
pulled  the  lanyard  which  immortalized  them  both  and  set  an  example 
for  the  imitation  of  future  times,  which  will'be  more  valuable  than  mil- 
lions of  money  to  the  military  service  of  the  country.  We  believe  this 
deed  of  bravery  should  be  recognized,  and  we  therefore  recommend  the 
passage  of  the  act. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


August  1, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  PeDsions,  submitted  the  following 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY: 

[To  ikccompaoy  bill  H.  R.  1011.] 

The  undersigned^  a  minority  of  the  Committee  on  Pensions^  submit  the  fol- 
lowing report  upon  bill  H,  B.  lOII : 

That  Daniel  G.  George,  after  obtaining  an  invalid  pension  for  the  dis- 
ability aet  forth  in  the  majority  report,  in  1879  applied  for  and  obtained 
arrears  under  the  act  of  January  25, 1879.  In  1880  he  applied  for  an 
increase  of  pension  on  account  of  the  original  disability,  but  the  ap- 
plication was  rejected  on  the  certificate  of  the  examining  surgeon,  who, 
under  date  of  October  18, 1880,  certified  there  was  no  increase  of  disa- 
bility, and  that  claimant  was  properly  rated  at  $12  per  month.  He 
then  applied  to  Congress  for  special  relief,  which  is  recommended  by  a 
majority  of  the  committee  on  the  sole  ground  of  gallant  and  meritorious 
services  rendered,  with  others,  in  blowing  up  the  rebel  ram  Albemarle, 
in  Plymouth  Harbor,  Pamlico  Sound,  on  the  night  of  October  24,  1864, 
There  is  no  evidence  on  file  with  the  papers  or  before  your  committee 
showing  the  distinguished  services  referred  to  in  the  majority  report, 
except  the  applicanfs  own  statement  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Hon. 
Henry  M.  Blair,  and  bearing  date  July  19, 1877. 

The  undersigned  think  it  would  be  going  too  far  and  establish  a  bad 
precedent  to  grant  increases  of  pensions  upon  unsupported  statements 
of  apx)licants  detailing  their  own  exploits  and  gallantry.  To  pass  the 
bill  under  such  circumstances  is  simply  to  invite  every  dissatisfied  pen- 
sioner to  come  to  Congress  for  special  legislation  in  his  behalf,  and  in 
support  of  such  application  present  his  own  account  of  his  services. 
Applications  for  special  relief  are  steadily  on  the  increase,  and  if  such 
bills  as  the  present  are  passed  will  soon  become  exceedingly  embar- 
rassing to  Congress.  For  these  and  other  reasons  that  will  readily  sug- 
gest themselves  the  undersigned  think  the  bill  should  not  be  passed. 

HOWELL  E.  JACKSON. 
JAS.  H.  SLATER. 
O 
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Mr.  Mitchell,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  6399.  J 

Tlie  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referted  the  hill  (H,  R.  6399) 
granting  a  pension  to  Stephen  D,  Smith,  having  examined  the  same,  re- 
port asfollotcs: 

That  the  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  have,  at  the  present 
session  of  Congress,  made  a  report  correctly  stating  the  facts,  which 
your  committee  adopt  as  their  own: 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionSf  to  whom  was  rrferred  the  hUl  {H,  B,  6399)  granting  an 
inoreaee  of  pennon  to  Stephen  D,  Smith,  submit  the  following  report: 

The  applicant,  lately  a  private  in  Company  C,  Seventh  Regiment,  New  Hampshire 
Volunteers,  now  gets  a  pension  of  |24  per  month  by  reason  of  a  gunshot  wound  m  the 
left  leg,  near  the  thigh,  shattering  the  bone,  July  18, 1863,  in  the  assault  on  Fort 
Wagner,  S.  C,  where  he  was  taken  prisoner  and  carried  to  a  hospital  in  Charleston, 
8.  C,  and  while  there  Confederate  surgeons  amputated  the  leg  about  2^  inches  below 
the  hip  joint. 

Mr.  Smith  claims  that  the  operation  was  carelessly  performed,  leaving  the  bone  pro- 
jecting some  2\  inches  beyond  the  flesh,  and  that  proper  care  of  the  leg  was  not  taKcn 
afterwards,  while  he  was  a  prisoner. 

Later  on,  he  was  exchanged  and  sent  to  New  York  City,  where  his  leg  was  found  to 
be  in  such  a  condition  that  no  further  amputation  could  safely  be  made,  and  it  was 
allowed  to  heal  as  it  was.  This  condition  of  the  leg  has  remained  ever  since.  The 
projection  of  the  bone  renders  it  impossible  for  him  to  use  an  artificial  leg,  and  he 
/cannot  sit  as  other  people  naturally  do,  because  the  bone  being  very  tender  causes  the 
applicant  severe  pain  whenever  he  attempts  to  sit.  The  result  has  been  a  painful  and 
tender  stump  from  the  amputation  to  the  present  time.  The  Pension  Office  cannot 
give  him  an  increase  of  pension  under  existing  laws.  If,  however,  the  leg  had  been 
cut  off  at  the  hip  joint,  he  would  have  been  entitled  to  receive  a  pension  of  $37.50  per 
month. 

Your  committee  find  that  a  successful  amputation  at  the  hip  joint  would  have  left 
said  Smith  in  a  better  condition  than  he  has  been  or  is  now,  or  ever  will  be,  for  in  that 
event  he  could  have  used  an  artificial  limb,  and  would  have  been  able  to  sit  as  com- 
fortably as  other  people.  The  extreme  tenderness  of  the  stump,  of  which  Mn  Smith 
complains,  would  also  have  been  avoided.  He  is  shown  to  be  a  good  citizen,  a  worthy 
man,  and  poor;  and  your  committee  are  unanimously  in  favor  of  allowing  him  the 
aamepension  he  would  have  received  if  his  leg  had  been  amputated  at  the  nip  joint, 
viz,  $37.50  per  month. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  recommend  that  his  pension  be  increased  to  that  amount 
per  month,  and  we  report  the  accompanying  bill  (as  a  substitute  for  bill  H.  R.  4:U1), 
zecommending  its  passage. 


A         k. 
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Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  2112.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (S.  2112)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Leicis  L,  Cannaday^  having  examined  the  same^  submit 
the  following  report : 

That  on  the  25th  September,  1871,  the  said  Lewis  L.  Cannaday  filed 
his  application  for  pension,  under  act  of  February  14, 1871,  as  a  soldier 
in  the  war  of  1812,  claiming  to  have  served  the  requisite  period  to  en- 
title him  to  a  pension.  The  rolls  of  the  company  (Capt.  R.  N.  Appleby's) 
in  which  he  claims  to  have  served  show  that  said  Cannaday's  services 
extended  from  the  5th  to  the  12th  June,  1813— a  period  of  eight  days. 
There  is  no  evidence  to  contradict  this  record  except  the  statements  of 
the  application.  The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  rejected  the  claim  be- 
cause of  the  insuflficiency  of  the  service  under  the  law.  There  was  no- 
error  in  this  action.  There  is  nothing  in  the  case  to  relieve  it  from  th& 
operation  of  the  general  law.  Your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill 
be  indefinitely  postponed. 

O 


47th  Congbess,  )  SENATE.  i  Repobt 

Ut  Session.       )  ( No.  852. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  24, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4888.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  (H.  R.  4888)  m- 
creasing  the  pension  of  John  F.  EUis^  having  examined  the  same^  make 
the  following  report: 

That  said  Ellis  enlisted  December  25, 1861,  as  a  private,  in  Company 
H,  Eightieth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers,  and  was  discharged  October 
^,  1862. 

On  the  20th  January,  1863,  he  filed  his  application  for  pension,  alleg* 
ing,  as  the  basis  of  his  claim,  that  on  the  25th  February,  1862,  while  on 
detail  duty  at  Port  Holt,  Ky.,  for  quartermaster,  he  was  ruptured  on 
both  sides  by  lifting  heavy  boxes,  &c.  Upon  investigation  of  the  claim 
it  was  clearly  established  that  he  had  received  the  injury  as  alleged, 
and  the  Pension  Bureau  granted  him  a  pension  of  $4  per  month  from 
•date  of  dibcharge,  the  rate  of  disability  certified  by  the  examining  sur- 
geons. Subsequently  the  premium  was  increased  to  $15  per  month,  from 
September  4,  1871,  and  to  $18  per  month  from  June  4, 1872.  These 
increases  were  made  upon  certificates  of  examining  boards,  who  reported 
increased  disability,  and  rated  same  at  $15  and  $18  per  month,  at  said 
respective  dates.  The  claimant  subsequently  made  another  application 
for  increase,  which,  upon  examinatiqp  and  report  by  the  examining  sur- 
geons, was  rejected,  in  January,  1876.  He  again,  thereaft'Or,  made 
another  application  for  increase,  which  was  rejected  August  12, 1878. 
In  the  examining  surgeon's  rejiort,  under  date  of  September  30, 1873,  the 
l>ensioner's  condition  is  thus  described:  ^^The  protrusion  is  so  large  that 
the  scrotum  measures  13  inches  in  circumference  and  9  inches  from  the 
body  to  the  lower  extremity,"  and  the  disability  is  rated  at  $18  per 
month.  In  a  report  made  by  the  same  examining  surgeon  under  date 
•of  September  7,  1874,  the  disability  is  described  as  before,  and  still 
rated  at  $18  per  month.  In  the  same  surgeon's  certificate,  under  date 
of  August  20, 1875,  the  claimant's  disability  is  rated  at  $24,  per  month. 
The  same  surgeon,  under  date  of  February  1, 1876,  reports  pensioner's 
^Usability  as  follows:  '^The  protrusion  is  so  great  that  the  scrotum  on 
the  lel't  side  measures  16  inches  in  circumference  and  10  inches  in 
length,  and  on  the  right  side  the  circumference  is  10  inches  and  the  length 
is  7  inches,"  and  rates  the  same  at  $18  per  month.  The  same  surgeon's 
next  report,  made  September  24, 1877,  is  substantially  the  same  as  to 
<;ondition  of  pensioner  and  rating  of  disability. 
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The  next  report  of  the  same  examining  surgeon  was  made  on  the  5tb 
June,  1878,  and  thus  describes  the  pensioner's  condition : 

The  mptiire  causes  the  left  testicle  to  measure  11  inches  in  length  and  18  inches  in 
circumference,  and  the  right  testicle  measures  7  inches  in  length  and  12  inches  in 
circumference.  The  hernia  protrudes  occasionally,  and  it  is  reduced  with,  great  diffi- 
culty. 

Disability  rated  at  $24  per  month. 

Upon  these  certificates,  and  the  opinion  of  the  medical  referee  of  the 
Pension  Bureau,  the  rejection  of  applications  for  increase  in  1876  and 
1878,  as  above  stated,  were  hased.  The  claimant  made  still  another  ap- 
plication for  increase;  and  on  the  6th  November,  1878,  was  examined 
by  a  board  of  examining  surgeons  at  Saint  Joseph,  Mo.,  who  certified 
his  condition,  as  follows: 

We  find  an  exceedingly  large  double  hernia ;  the  viscus  protrudes  with  great  free- 
dom, and  is  as  readily  reduced.  The  left  scrotal  sack  when  full  measures  13  inches  in 
lencth,  and  is  Iri  inches  in  circumference;  the  right  scrotal  sack  when  full  is  only  a 
trine  smaller.  The  viscus,  when  the  prepuce  is  in  the  erect  position,  has  to  be  sup- 
ported by  a  bandage  to  relieve  the  sensation  of  dragging  and  distress  which  it  oc- 
casions. After  a  very  careful  examination  we  hold  it  as  our  opinion  that  the  appli- 
cant is  unable  to  perfx)rm  any  manual  labor;  and  do  therefore  recommend  an  increase 
of  pension,  rating  his  disability  at  second  grade,  or  $24  per  month. 

The  medical  referee  of  the  Pension  Bureau  did  not  concur  in  this 
recommendation  for  increase;  but  the  increase  was  granted  by  the  Com- 
missioner, and  the  claimant's  pension  was  raised  to  $24  per  month, 
commencing  November  6, 1878. 

Ko  other  or  further  application  has  been  made  to  the  Pension  Bureau^ 
but  the  pensioner  has  applied  to  Congress  for  additional  relief,  and  the 
present  bill,  as  it  passed  the  House,  gives  him  $50  per  month.  The 
House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  in  their  report  upon  the  case  to 
the  present  session  of  Congress,  recommended  an  increase  to  $36  per 
month;  but  the  bill  passed  the  House  at  $50. 

Ko  new  or  additional  evidence  has  been  introduced  in  support  of  this 
appeal  to  Congress.  The  case  stands  here  just  as  it  did  before  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  when  the  increase  to  $24  per  month  was 
made.  Your  committee  find  among  the  papers  no  medical  examination 
later  than  that  made  by  the  board  of  surgeons  on  the  6th  November^ 
1878,  which  reported  $24  as  the  proper  rating  of  claimant's  disability ; 
in  which  rating  the  medical  referee  of  the  Pension  Bureau  did  not 
concur,  being  of  the  opinion  that  $18  per  month  was  the  proper  rating. 
Whether  the  pensioner's  disabilitir  has  increased  or  diminished  since 
November,  1878,  does  not  appear.  But,  asuming  that  the  disability  re- 
mains the  same,  your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  pension 
should  be  increased  to  $36  per  month,  as  reported  by  the  House  com- 
mittee. The  committee  accordingly  recommend  that  the  bill  be  amended 
by  striking  out  the  word  "fifty"  in  line  5  of  the  bill,  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  words  thirty  nix^  and  adding  after  the  word  "month,"  in 
line  6,  the  following:  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this  act;  and  as  thus- 
amended  that  the  bill  be  passed. 
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Mr.  Camden,  from  tho  Committeo  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  261.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {JS*  261)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Mrs.  Phebe  W.  RosSj  have  carefully  examined  the  same^ 
and  report  as  follows : 

That  the  official  record  filed  with  the  application  shows  that  Samuel 
W.  Boss,  an  officer  of  the  United  States  Army,  was  retired  with  the 
full  rank  of  brigadier-general,  to  date  from  January  1,  1871,  under  an 
act  of  Congress  approved  May  10, 1872,  and  was  reduced  to  the  rank 
of  colonel  March  3, 1875,  under  section  2  of  an  act  of  Congress  ap- 
X)roved  at  that  date. 

The  report  from  the  Adjutant-General  shows  that — 

Col.  Samnel  Ross,  United  States  Army^  retired,  was  accidentally  drowned  in  Oiceola 
Lake,  New  York,  on  the  morning  of  Sunday,  July  11,  1880. 

Phebe  W.  Ross  is  the  widow  of  the  said  Samuel  Boss,  and  filed  her 
claim  for  a  pension  upon  the  official  record  of  facts  as  stated  above; 
and  there  is  no  other  statement  or  testimony  in  the  case. 

It  is  clear  that  the  claimant  is  not  entitled  to  a  pension  under  the 
law,  as  death  did  not  occur  in  the  line  of  duty;  and  there  is  no  reason 
whatever  stated  why  this  case  should  be  made  an  exception  and  a  pen- 
sion granted  to  the  claimant.  The  committee  therefore  recommend 
that  the  bill  do  not  pass. 

C 
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Mr.  Chilcott,  from  the  Committee  oa  Pensions,  siibmittei  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  703.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  {H.  R.  703) 
granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  E,  Ryan,  having  considered  the 
same,  report  as  follows: 

That  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  House  of  Representatives, 
have  at  the  present  session  of  Congress  made  a  report  in  this  case  as 
follows : 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  th^  bill  (R,  R,  703)  granting  an 
increase  of  pension  to  Mary  E,  Ryan,  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report: 

Mary  E.  Ryan  is  the  widow  of  George  P.  Ryau,  who  bore  the  rank  of  commander 
in  theUnited  States  Navy.  Your  committee  find  that  said  George  P.  Ryan  enlisted  in 
the  service  of  the  United  States  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1857,  and  was  con- 
tinually in  the  service  up  to  his  death ;  that  he  received  the  rank  of  commander  of 
the  Navy  October  3,  1874.  He  was  faithful  in  the  discharge  of  every  duty,  and  ready 
to  obey  every  command  of  his  superior  officers  or  his  country.  Such  was  his  fidelity 
in  the  discharge  of  duty  that  he  leaves  a  name  without  spot  or  blemish.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  wiaow,  who  makes  this  application  for  an  increase  of  pension,  he  left  three 
minor  children,  bom  respectively  July  16, 1H71,  February  23,  1876,  and  April  24,  1877. 
One  other  child  survived  him,  but  died  February  15,  1878.  His  widow  and  children 
are  loft  comparatively  destitute,  and  are  dependent  upon  the  pension  they  receive  from 
the  government  for  support. 

Your  committee  find,  further,  that  financial  misfortunes  have  recently  overtaken 
some  of  those  upon  whom  she  could  and  did  rely  for  assistance.  The  pension  received 
la  inadequate  to  the  maintenance  of  the  famihr  left. 

Your  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with  this  amendment:  Strike 
out  the  word  ^' extra,"  in  line  eight,  and  insert  these  words,  *Ho  be  j^aid  out  of  the 
uaval  pension  fund.'' 

Your  committee  agree  with  all  that  is  said  in  the  House  report  re- 
garding the  services  of  Commander  George  P.  Byan,  but  inasmuch  as 
the  committee  have  only  reported  favorably  for  an  increase  to  $50  in 
cases  of  higher  rank  than  commander,  and  where  the  services  have  con- 
tinned  for  nearly  half  a  century,  your  committee  cannot  see  their  way 
clear  to  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  for  Mrs.  Byan,  and  therefore 
report  adversely  thereon. 


47th  Congress,  ;  SENATE.  (  Bepobt 
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Mr.  Maxet,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  8.  12G7.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs j  to  which  was  re/erred  the  hill  (8. 
1267)  to  correct  the  Army  record  of  certain  officers  named  therein^ 
respectfully  submits  the  following  report : 

A  careful  consideration  of  the  subjoined  documents,  to  wit,  the.  letter 
of  the  Acting  Secretary  of  War,  of  date  2l8t  July,  1882,  marked 
Exhibit  A,  and  of  the  communication  of  the  Adjutant-General  of  same 
date,  with  accompanying  documents,  marked  Exhibit  B,  satisfies  the 
committee  that  the  relief  asked  ought  not  to  be  granted.  Wherefore 
the  committee  reports  back  said  bill  with  recommendation  that  it  do 
not  pass. 


Exhibit  A. 

War  DEPARfMKNT, 

fFashington  City,  July  21,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  2d  instanti 
inclosing  S.  1267,  Forty-seventh  Congress,  first  session,  a  biU  to  correct  the  Army 
record  of  Lewis  Downing,  late  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  Third  Regiment  of  Indian 
Home  Guards;  Evan  Jones,  late  chaplain  of  the  First  Regiment  of  Indian  Home 
Guards,  and  James  McDaniel,  late  captain  of  the  Second  Regiment  of  Indian  Home. 
Guards. 

In  reply  to  your  request  for  such  information  as  the  records  of  the  department  may 
afford  pertinent  to  said  bill,  I  beg  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  report  on 
the  subject,  dated  the  21st  instant,  from  the  Acyutant-General,  which  is  believed  to 
contain  the  information  desired. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  E.  CHANDLER, 
Acting  Secretary  of  War, 

Hon.  S.  B.  Maxbv, 

Of  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  United  States  Senate, 


Exhibit  B. 

War  Department,  Adjutant-General's  Office, 

Washington,  Z>.  C,  July  21,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  letter  of  the  Hon.  S.  B.  Maxey,  of  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs,  Uuiied  States  Senate,  inclosing  a  bill  (S.  1267)  to  correct 
the  Army  record  of  certain  oncers  of  Indian  Home  Guards  named  therein,  and  request- 
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ine  to  be  fumUhed  with  such  information  as  the  records  may  afford  pertinent  to  the 
bin,  and  to  report  as  follows : 

Lewis  Downing  was  mustered  into  service  as  lieutenant-colonel  Third  Regiment 
Indian  Home  Guards,  to  date  from  September  16,  1862.  He  is  reported  on  the  rolls  of 
field  and  staff  of  the  regiment  to  March  31,  1863,  '*  present '';  from  March  21. 1863,  to 
December  30, 1863,  ^^  absent  on  detached  service  at  Washington,  D.  C," ;  from  December 
30,  1863,  to  June  30,  1864,  *' absent  without  leave  since  December  30,  1863,  at  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,"  and  from  June  30,  1864,  to  muster-oUt  of  regiment,  March  25, 1865, 
'^present,  under  arrest  at  Fort  Gibson,  C.  N.,  since  August  30, 1864.'' 

Evan  Jones  is  rex)orted  on  the  rolls  of  field  and  staff  of  the  First  Regiment  Indian 
Home  Guards,  as  enrolled  May  12,  1862,  and  as  chaplain  from  the  date  of  the  organ- 
ization of  the  regiment,  May  22,  1862,  but  there  is  no  evidence  of  his  muster-in  as 
Huch.  He  is  reported  on  rolls  of  field  and  staff  of  the  regiment  to  June  30,  1862, 
'^present,''  and  from  June  30,  to  August  31,  1862,  *' absent,  leave  of  absence.^'  His 
name  is  dropped  from  Augnst  31,  1862,  to  roll  for  May  and  June  1863,  when  it  agaia 
appears  witli  remark,  '*  taken  up  on  rolls  by  order  of  Colonel  Phillips,  having  been 
dropped  without  authority  by  Adjutant  Gelpatrick.  Absent  on  detached  service  by 
Special  Orders  73.^  From  July  1,  1863,  to  January  31^  1864,  he  is  reported  '*  absent  by 
orders  from  Headquarters  Department  Missouri,  Special  Orders  No.  73,  since  February 
28, 1863, ''  and  subsequently  reported  '' absent  without  leave  since  January  20, 1864/' 

James  McDaniel  was  mustered  into  service  as  captain  Company  A,  Second  Regi- 
ment Indian  Home  Guards,  to  date  from  June  22,  1862.  He  is  reported  on  rolls  of 
company  to  February  28, 1863,  ''present^';  from  March  1, 1863,  to  December  31, 1863, 
**  absent  on  detached  service  since  March  5.1863'';  from  January  1, 1864,  to  August 
31, 1864,  ^'absent  without  leave  since  Jannary  1, 18^ '^ ;  roll  for  September  and  October 
1864,  ''present,  in  arrest,  by  order  of  Colonel  Wattles,  commanding  Indian  brigade, 
since  October  10,  18A,"  and  subsequently  reported  **  absent  without  leave  since  Jan- 
uary 1,  1863." 

Attention  is  invited  to  the  following  copy  of  a  report  from  this  office,  dated  June* 
14,  1864,  which  embraces  the  facts  in  tne  cases  of  these  officers  np  to  that  date: 

**WaR  DEPARTBtENT,  ADJUTAMT-GkNERAL'S  OpFICE, 

''«/ttftel4,  1864. 

**  Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

''In  accordance  with  Special  Orders  No.  60,  Headquarters  District  of  Kansas,  Fort 
Leavenworth,  Kans.,  March  25,  1863,  issued  by  M%|or-Geueral  Blunt,  Lientenau^ 
Colonel  Downing,  Captain  McDaniel,  and  Chaplain  Jones,  of  the  Indian^Home  Guards, 
came  to  this  city  as  a  delegation  from  the  Cherokee  Nation.  When  they  arrived  tbey 
made  claim  for  pay.  The  claim  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Secretary,  who 
declined  issuing  any  order  for  their  payment,  and  decided  that  the  order  of  General 
Blunt  was  irregular,  and  ordered  his  pay  to  be  stopped  for  the  amount  of  their  ex- 
penses in  coming  to  this  city.  It  was  reported  by  the  Quartermaster-General  that 
transportation  had  not  been  furnished  by  the  United  States ;  the  stoppage  was  there- 
fore removed. 

"  The  claim  for  pay  was  made  in  June,  1863,  and  it  was  presumed  that,  upon  the  same 
being  disallowed,  that  the  officers  had  returned  to  their  commands. 

*' It  appears,  however,  that  they  are  still  in  this  city,  but  under  what  authority  is  not 
known  to  this  office.  They  are  now  rejKirted  absent  without  leave.  (A.  478,  V.  S., 
1864,  herewith.) 

*' Since  the  refusal,  in  the  first  instance,  of  the  W^ar  Department  to  pay  tbeni,  alike 
refusal  through  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  been  made.  They  have  also  applied 
repeatedly,  through  claim  agents  and  other  parties,  but  refusal  has  been  the  result. 

''Their  claim  at  this  time  will  amount  to  about  f7,255,  and  it  is  recommended  that, 
instead  of  its  being  recognized  and  allowed,  the  parties  be  mustered  out  of  service  as 
of  the  date  (March  25,  1863)  they  were  ordered  to  this  city  by  Major-General  Blunt. 

"  Their  connection  with  the  military  service  will  thus  cease,  and  for  the  long  time 
(nearly  fifteen  months)  they  have  rendered  no  military  service  to  the  government  tbey 
will  be  deprived  of  pay. 

"THOMAS  M.  VINCENT, 
^^Asfiisiant  AdjutanUGeneral.'^ 

January  2.3,  1865,  the  attorney  in  the  cases  called  the  attention  of  the  department  to 
the  fact  that  no  action  had  been  taken  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Adjutant-Gen- 
eral, as  made  in  his  report  of  Juno  14, 1864.  Thereupon,  by  direction  of  the  Secretary 
of  VVar,  Lieut.  Col.  Lewis  Downing,  Chaplain  Evan  Jones,  and  Capt.  James  McDaniel 
were  mustered  out  and  discharged  the  service  on  February  7,  1865,  in  special  orders 
from  this  office,  to  date  March  25,  1863,  the  date  they  were  irregularly  ordered  to 
Washington,  D.  C,  by  Major-General  Blunt. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  C.  DRUM, 
Adjutant'  OtneraL 
The  Hon.  the  Secretary  of  War. 
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(A.  478,  V.  S.,  1864.) 

Headquarters  of  the  Army, 

WashingtOHy  June  6,  1864. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  Major-General  Halleck,  chief  of  staff,  voar  attention  is  called 
to  the  following  extract  from  inspection  report  of  district  of  tne  frontier  for  mouth  of 

April,  1864,  viz : 

*  *  •  •  •  *  #  « 

Officers  iibaent  withovt  authority. 
Lieat.  Col.  Le^vis  Downing,  Third  Indian  Home  Guards,  since  December  30, 1863. 

Chaplain  Evan  Jones,  First  Indian  Home  Guards,  since  January  24, 1864. 
Capt.  James  McDaniel,  Second  Indian  Home  Guards,  since  January  1,  1864. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  N.  SCOTT, 
Captain  Fourth  U.  5.  Infantry ^  A,  D.  C. 
Adjutant-General,  U.  S.  Army. 
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Mr.  Hawley,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affaire,  submitted  tLe 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2014.] 
/ 

The  Connmittee  <m  Military  Affairs^  to  tchom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  2014) 
authorizing  compensation  to  members  of  Company  B,  Fourteenth  Infan- 
try^ United  States  Army,  for  certain  private  property  destroyed  by  fire^ 
having  had  the  same  under  consideration^  report  as  follows: 

That  on  the  14th  day  of  August,  1869,  Lieut.  Col.  Ouido  Ilges  and 
certain  others,  officers  and  men  of  Company  B,  Fourteenth  Infantry, 
with  their  baggage  and  sundry  articles  of  public  property,  were  being 
conveyed,  by  order  of  proper  military,  authority,  by  the  Nashville  and 
Chattanooga  Bailroad  Company,  under  a  contract  made  by  said  railroad 
company  with  the  United  States,  from  Nashville  to  Chattanooga ;  that 
at  Murfreesborough,  Teun.,  while  in  transit  as  aforesaid,  the  car  containing 
said  baggage  and  public  property,  while  in  charge  of  the  agents  of  said 
railroad  company,  and  through  their  negligence,  was,  together  with  the 
baggage  of  said  officers  and  men  and  said  public  property,  destroyed  by  fire. 

T%e  officers  and  men,  by  direction  of  the  Quartermaster-General,  pre- 
pared itemized  accounts  of  their  losses,  substantiated  them  by  affidavit 
and  the  certificate  of  the  commanding  officer,  and  forwarded  them  to 
General  Meigs,  January  3,  1870.  The  Secretary  of  War,  February  5, 
1870,  directed  that  officer  to  take  measures  to  collect  the  amount  of  the 
losses  from  the  company.  General  Meigs  directed  a  stoppage  of  the 
amount  of  the  losses,  ascertained  by  him--$5,723.29  for  officers  and  men, 
and  $1,397.33  for  public  property  destroyed — agaiust  the  transportation 
account49  of  the  railroad  company,  and  referred  the  claims  to  the  Third 
Auditor,  with  a  recommendation  for  payment.  The  Third  Auditor  had 
doubts  of  hfs  jurisdiction  to  liquidate  the  claims,  and  his  scruples  on  this 
point  have  been  the  sole  cause  of  the  long  delay  in  their  settlement. 

The  Second  Comptroller,  Mr.  Brodhead,  on  the  contrary,  strongly 
Bsserted  the  jurisdiction  of  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  concurred  with  the  Second  Comptroller. 
In  a  letter  to  the  Third  Auditor,  June  21,  1870,  Secretary  Boutwell 
said: 

I  suggest  tbat  the  case  be  settled  by  your  deducting  tbe  value  of  goods  lost  from 
the  amount  found  due  the  company.  If  the  company  is  dissatisfied  with  this  settle- 
ment, they  still  have  the  right  to  refuse  to  accex)t  payment  and  carry  their  case  to  the 
Court  of  Claims. 

November  14,  1871,  General  Meigs  wrote  to  the  Third  Auditor: 

I  do  not  consider  that  these  sufferers  have  individually  any  authority  to  enter  suit 
agaiust  the  railroad  company.    It  has  been  taken  from  them  and  assumed  by  the  War 


2  COMPANY   B,    FOURTEENTH   INFANTRY. 

Department.  They  were  at  the  time  the  servants  of  the  War  Department,  and  that 
department  beinff  satistied  that  their  claims  were  just  has  taken  upon  itself  to  see 
that  they  are  righted. 

The  Court  of  Claims  is  open  to  the  company  if  they  should  consider  themselves 
-wronged. 

I  think  that  the  strong  arm  of  the  government  should  be  brought  into  requisition 
to  cope  TTith  this  powerful  corporation. 

Judge-Advocate-General  Holt,  in  an  opinion  delivered  January  9, 
1872,  suggests  to  the  Secretary  of  War  that  the  passage  of  an  act  of 
Congress  be  procured  indemnifying  the  claimants  in  ataounts  not  exceed- 
ing a  certain  sum,  or  in  such  amounts  as  might  be  deemed  just  by  the 
Secretary  of  War.  (A  bill  (S.  618)  was  introduced  at  the  second  session 
of  the  Forty-second  Congress,  and  passed  that  body  April  9, 1872,  but 
was  not  reached  in  the  House  of  Kepresentatives.)  Judge  Holt  con- 
cludes : 

In  the  view  thus  arrived  at  it  is  further  held  that  the  United  States,  having  itself 
contracted  for  the  entire  transportation,  for  the  price  of  which  it  became  immediately 
responsible,  was  the  only  party  in  privity  with  the  company,  and  has,  therefore,  a 
just  claim  against  the  latter  for  the  proper  and  reasonable  value  of  all  property  lost. 

The  company  having  advanced  some  objections  to  the  claims,  Gene- 
ral Meigs  made  a  second  and  thorough  examination,  which  he  reported 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  February  5,  1874.  He  wrote  the  railroad 
company  for  full  information  a«  to  the  circumstances  attending  the 
losses,  caused  a  reexamination  of  the  officers  and  men  present  at  the 
fire  and  still  to  be  found,  and  submitted  to  the  company,  for  their  exam- 
ination, the  statement  of  the  officer  in  command  of  the  troops  at  the  time 
of  the  fire.    General  Meigs  said : 

The  weight  of  testimony  is  to  the  conclusion  that  the  fire  originated  from  sparks 
from  the  engine,  and  the  position  of  the  car  in  the  train  being  next  after  the  tender 
to  the  locomotive  adds  weight  to  the  testimony  on  this  point,  and  I  think  there  can  be 
no  reasonable  doubt  that  the  fire  originated  in  this  way. 

This  report  further  states  that  the  charges  made  by  the  enlisted  men 
are  found  to  conform  generally  to  the  prices  at  which  army  clothing 
was  then  issued;  that  the  officers  adhere  to  the  charges  which  they  had 
originally  made  and  supported  by  theiroaths,  and  thattho  passenger  tariff 
of  the  railroad  company  did  not  restrict  the  passenger  as  to  articles  of 

April  2d,  1874,  Judge- Advocate-General  Dunn  having  received  this 
report  of  General  Meigs,  in  an  opinion  delivered  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  asserts  the  liability  of  the  company  to  the  government,  as  common 
carriers,  and  renew^s  the  suggestion  of  his  predecessor.  General  Holt, 
as  to  providing  for  a  settlement  with  the  claimants  by  special  act  of 
Congress. 

January  17, 1878,  the  Secretary  of  War,  Hon.  George  W.  McCrary, 
called  upon  the  Judge- Advocate-General  for  opinion  upon  the  following 
points : 

1st.  Is  it  the  duty  of  this  department  to  continue  longer  to  retain  the  money  with-' 
held  from  the  railroad  company  to  meet  the  claims  of  officers  and  soldiers  for  loss  o^ 
baggage  ? 

M.  Does  it  appear  from  the  papers  now  filed  that  proper  legal  steps  have  been 
taken  by  said  officers  and  soldiers  to  have  the  amount  of  their  several  claims  liqui- 
dated and  determined,  so  that  they  can  be  properly  paid  by  the  United  States  f 

January  21, 1878,  Judge- Advocate-General  Dunn,  in  reply,  says : 

I  am  of  opinion  that  the  United  States  is  entitled  to  oifset  against  the  amount  dne 
to  the  company  for  transportation,  the  reasonable  value  of  the  proper  baggage  of  the 
military  detachment  lost  by  the  fault  of  the  company  in  August,  1869,  The  contnu't 
of  the  company  was  made  not  with  the  individual  parties,  but  with  the  United  States, 
for  the  transportation  not  only  of  public  property,  but  of  the  proper  effects  of  its  em- 
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ploy^s  and  servaDts,  tbe  troops  in  qnestioD.  Between  the  company  and  the  latter 
there  was  no  pnvity  of  contract ;  indeed  they  had  no  right  or  power  to  contract,  but 
were  obliged  to  accept  and  abide  by  snch  contract  as  the  United  States  shoald  make 
for  them.  I  think,  tnereforCi  that  the  company  is  eqaally  liable  to  the  United  States 
for  the  proper  personal  baggage  of  these  parties  as  for  any  public  property  lost  by  its 
fault. 

2d.  It  does  not  appear  that  any  le^al  steps  have  been  taken  by  the  officers  or  soldiers 
in  this  case  to  have  their  claims  liquidated  or  determined.  But,  in  my  judgment,  they 
are  not  properly  called  upon  to  take  such  steps  in  regard  to  the  loss  of  property  which 
they  were  entitled  to  have  transported  by  the  United  States,  but  it  is  for  the  United 
States  to  assume  and  make  good  the  same. 

February  4, 1878,  the  Secretary  of  War  again  referred  these  claims 
to  the  Second  Comptroller,  with  this  indorsement  upon  the  last  report 
of  the  Judge- Advocate-General : 

Respectfully  referred,  &c,f  in  order  that  the  matters  involved  may  be  duly  and  prop- 
erly adjusted. 

There  the  claims  have  since  lain,  laboring  under  the  identical  embar- 
rassment which  met  them  at  the  outset^  the  conviction  of  the  account* 
ing  officers  that  they  have  not  jurisdiction  to  liquidate  the  claims.  In 
this  connection  is  submitted  a  recent  indorsement  of  the  Second  Comp- 
troller : 

Claim  of  Lieut.  Philo.  Schultze  and  others. — No.  20497. 

Treasury  Department,  Second  Comptroller's  Office, 

Washin^Umf  D,  C,  June  10,  1882. 

Respectfully  xeturned  to  the  honorable  Third  Auditor : 

While,  in  my  opinion,  the  accounting  officers  .are  fally  justified  in  withholding  pay- 
ment of  the  NashTille  and  Chattanooga  Kailroad  Company,  until  such  time  as  they 
shall  deal  justly  with  the  claimants,  I  am  nnable  to  perceive  fnotwitstanding  the 
recommendation  of  the  Quartermaster-General  and  the  favorable  reports  of  Judee- 
Advocate-Oenerals  Holt  and  Dunn)  how  any  balance  can  be  certified  against  the 
United  States  in  favor  of  the  claimants  without  adequate  legislation  by  Congress  in 
the  premises. 

The  claims  being  for  unliciuidated  damages  for  the  destruction  of  said  property  are 
not,  under  existing  law,  witnin  the  jurisdiction  of  the  accounting  officer. 

W.  W.  UPTON, 

Comptroller, 
A  true  copy. 

JAS.  S.  DELANO, 

Deputy, 

,  It  appears  that  the  fact«  of  the  losses  claimed  for,  the  responsibility 
for  the  same,  and  the  vaJue  of  the  articles  lost,  are  established,  firstly, 
by  the  swom  stat/ements  of  the  officers  and  men;  secondly,  by  two  sepa- 
rate and  searching  investigations,  under  the  direction  or  the  Qnarter- 
master-Oenersd,  in  which  the  railroad  company  was  twice  invited  to 
participate. 

The  Quartermaster-General,  having  a  thorough  belief  that  the  claims 
were  just,  and  having,  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War, 
taken  the  whole  matter  of  their  collection  out  of  the  hands  of  the  claim- 
ants and  assumed  it  himself,  strongly  recommended  their  payment. 

Judge-Advocate-General  Holt  and  Judge- Advocate-General  Dunn, 
having  reviewed  the  claims,  both  assert  the  liability  of  the  government 
to  the  claimants,  and  recommend  legislation  for  their  relief  similar  to 
that  proposed  by  this  bill. 

The  claimants,  if  they  at  any  time  had  a  right  of  action  against  the 
railroad  company  (and  both  the  Judge- Advocate-Generals  intimate  that 
they  had  not,  as  tne  contract  of  the  comi)any  was  with  the  government 
and  not  the  soldiers),  have  notie  noiCj  as  the  War  Department  has  as- 
sumed the  collection  of  the  claims  and  kept  them  until  they  are  now 
barred  in  the  courts  by  the  statute  of  limitations. 
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The  losses  occurred  nearly  thirteen  years  ago,  the  money  for  their 
payment  has  been  stopped  against  the  transi)ortation  accounts  of  the 
railroad  company,  and  has  lain  in  the  Treasury  through  nearly  that 
entire  time. 

Seven  of  the  claimants  have  died,  including  Lieutenant  Schultze,  who 
was  acting  for  all  of  them  in  the  presentation  of  the  claims;  the  others 
have  been,  and  some  of  them  now  are,  stationed  at  distant  and  separate 
posts,  rendering  concerted  action  difficult  and  personal  attention  im- 
possible. 

Efforts  at  settlement  with  the  company  personally,  by  claimants,  and 
through  the  Department  of  the  Treasury  have  failed. 

It  is  thoughp  right,  therefore,  that  the  government  should  come  to  the 
relief  of  these  soldiers,  whose  servants  they  were  at  the  time  of  the 
losses,  who  were  moving  under  orders  of  competent  military  authority 
and  under  government  contract. 

The  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasur^^,  as  appears  from  a  letter  of 
the  Second  Comptroller  of  June  10, 1882,  while  deeming  it  proper  to 
estop  against  the  railroad  company  the  funds  for  the  payment  of  these 
claims,  express  embarrassment  as  to  authority  to  make  payment  under 
existing  law. 

The  committee  recommend  that  the  second  section  be  stricken  out  and 
a  proviso  added  to  the  first  section  in  these  words :  ^^That  the  account- 
ing officers  of  the  Treasur^^  shall  charge  the  amount  so  paid  to  said  offi- 
cers and  soldiers  to  said  railroad  company  and  retain  the  same  out  of 
any  money  due  or  that  may  hereafter  be  due  from  the  United  States  to 
said  railroad  comjiany";  and,  as  so  amended,  the  committee  recommend 
that  the  bill  be  passed. 
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Mr.  Camden,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1103.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (ZT.  R,  1103) 
granting  a  pension  to  Margaret  Kearnsj  have  examined  the  same^  and 
report: 

That  they  adopt  so  mnch  of  the  House  report  made  in  this  case  as 
follows,  viz : 

It  appears  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  in  the  case  on  file  in  the  Pension 
Office  that  the  petitioner  is  the  mother  of  James  Kearns,  sergeant  Company  G.  Ninety- 
fourth  New  York  Volnnteers,  who  died  July  20,  1864,  at  Petersburg,  Va.,  of  wounds, 
at  the  time  servinff  out  a  re-enlistment. 

The  petitioner  filed  application  May  16, 1868,  which  was  rejected  November  7,  1871, 
by  the  Pension  Office,  on  the  ground,  *'As  claimant  was  not  dependent  upon  her  son 
at  his  death,  the  claim  is  rejected." 

There  is  a  long  affidavit  filed  by  the  claimant,  and  a  large  number  of  persons  testify 
in  the  case.  From  them  we  glean  these  facts:  That  at  the  time  of  the  soldier's  de^ath 
his  mother  was  in  a  great  measure  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  as  her  husband 
was  suffering  with  raeumatism  and  weak  eyes,  as  shown  by  L.  McKay,  M.  D.,  June  3, 
1869,  who  says  he  has  '*  this  day  made  a  careful  examination  of  Dennis  Kearns,  father 
of  James  Kearns,  who  was  a  sergeant  in  Company  O,  Ninety-fourth  New  York  Volun- 
teers, and  who  died  in  the  service."  Deponent  further  says  that  he  has  attended  and 
prescribed  for  said  Dennis  Kearns  for  over  eight  years  last  past;  that  during  said 
time  he  has  treated  said  Kearns  for  fever  and  ague,  rheumatism,  and  weak  eyes — ^the 
two  latter  he  is  now  suffering — and  chronic  troubles  on  account  of  old  age  and  in- 
firmities. 

Eliza  O.  Grady  testifies  that  she  has  been  acquainted  with  claimant's  family  over 
thirteen  years,  and  that  before  enliAtmeut  James  Kearns  was  a  shoemaker  and  worked 
at  his  trade,  and  that  she  knows  of  her  own  knowledge  that  he  contributed  what  was 
necessary  out  of  his  earnings  to  the  support  of  his  father  and  mother. 

Margaret  Ryan,  another  neighbor,  corroborates  the  evidence  of  last  witness.  Mrs. 
Margaret  McNearey  and  Ann  McMeniman,  in  a  joint  affidavit,  testify  substantially  to 
the  same  facts. 

There  is  an  original  letter  among  the  papers  from  the  deceased  soldier,  dated  Rappa- 
hannock Station,  Ansust  18,  1882,  addressed — 

'*Dear  Parents:  Tnis  day,  by  the  chaplain  of  our  regiment,  I  send  you  $20,  by 
Adams  Express." 

The  soldier's  remittances  seem  to  have  helped  the  old  people  to  get  a  small  domicile 
for  their  declining  years. 

Your  committee  further  find,  from  the  sworn  affidavit  of  claimant,  on 
file  in  the  papers,  dated  on  the  30th  September,  1870,  that  up  to  the  date 
of  enlistment  of  her  son  James,  neither  the  claimant  nor  her  husband 
had  proi>erty  of  any  kind,  except  a  small  amount  of  household  property, 
and  that  after  the  enlistment  of  the  soldier  the  parents  purchased  a 
house  and  lot  which  was  paid  for  out  of  the  bounty  and  pay  of  the  sol- 
dier.   That  claimant,  in  addition  to  the  bounty  received,  also,  after  the 
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death  of  the  soldier,  received  over  $300  back  pay,'which  was  expended 
in  repairs  and  additions  to  said  property,  making  it  worth,  at  the  dato 
of  the  affidavit,  about  $800. 

It  further  appears  that  Dennis  Kearns,  the  hnsband  of  the  claimant, 
was  employed  at  the  date  of  the  enlistment  of  the  son  as  watchman  on 
a  railroad  at  $25  per  mouth,  which  was  subsequently  increased  to|^$30, 
$35,  and  $40  per  month,  and  was  receiving  $1.37  per  day  at  the  date 
of  said  affidavit. 

It  also  appears  that  claimant  has  three  other  children  who  resided 
with  her  at  the  date  of  said  affidavit,  and  all  contributed  to  the  support 
of  the  family  hw  paying  board  out  of  their  wages. 

Your^commi^ee  are  of  opinion,  from  the  evidence  on  file,  that  claim- 
ant was  not  dependent  upon  her  son  for  support  at  the  time  of  his  death, 
and  that  there  is  no  good  reason  for  reversing  the  action  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions  in  this  case,  and  therefore  recommend  the  indefi- 
nite postponement  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Hkpoet 

Ut  Session.       )  )  No.  858. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  26, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1722.] 

T?i€  Committee  on  Claims^  to  wh-om  was  referred  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 
E.  Remington  (6  Sons,  having  examined  the  same,  make  the  foUotdng  re- 
port : 

That  E.  Bemington  &  Sons,  of  New  York,  as  manufacturers  of  fire- 
arms, chiefly  for  export,  prior  to  1879,  imported  certain  material  for  use 
and  which  was  used  in  the  manufacture  of  fire-arms.  On  this  material 
they  paid  the  proper  customs  duties.  The  fire-arms  manufactured  from 
this  imported  material  were  by  them  exi>orted  in  1879  and  1880,  when 
they  claimed  the  drawback  duty  allowed  in  such  cases.  The  claim  was 
Tejei;ted,  for  the  reason  that  at  the  time  of  the  exportation  it  ^as  the 
rule  of  the  Treasury  Department  that  no  drawback  could  be  lillowed 
under  section  3019  of  the  Be>dsed  Statut<es,  unless  the  materials  enter- 
ing into  the  manufacture  of  the  merchandise  were  imported  within  three 
years  from  the  date  of  exportation  of  the  manufactured  article.  Bem- 
ington &  Sons,  in  consequence  of  this  rule,  filed  no  drawback  entries. 
It  was  useless  to  do  so.  This  ruling  of  the  Treasury  Department  has 
since  been  declared  illegal  and  void  by  the  law  officers  of  the  govern- 
ment, but  the  department  has  not  felt  authorized  to  waive  its  general 
regulations  limiting  drawback  to  cases  where  proper  entries  had  been 
made,  and  Bemington  &  Sons  therefore  apply  to  Congress  for  relief. 

The  following  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  Hon.  Warner 

Miller,  under  date  of  April  4, 1882,  gives  a  correct  statement  of  the 

case: 

Treasury  Department,  Jprll  4,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  received  the  letter  of  Messrs.  £.  Remington  Sl  Sons,  which  yon  referred 
to  this  department,  nuder  the  date  of  the  3lBt  ultimo,  in  regard  to  their  claiiti  for 
draw^back  on  certain  arms  exx>orted  by  them. 

The  reasons  why  the  claim  was  not  paid  in  the  regular  manner  were,  first,  that 
at  the  timo  of  the  exportation  it  was  the  rule  of  this  department  that  no  drawback 
could  lie  allowed  under  section  3019  of  the  Revised  Statutes  unless  the  materials  en- 
tering into  the  manufacture  of  the  merchandise  were  imx>orted  within  three  yeara 
from  the  date  of  exportation  of  the  manufactured  article,  and  second,  that  no  draw- 
back  entries  were  filed  in  these  particular  oaees,  the  parties  allegifig,  and  it  is  undoubtedly 
true,  that  the  reason  the  drawhadc  entries  were  not  filed  was  that  it  seemed  useless  to  file  suck 
entries  in  view  of  the  rule,  the  materials  having  been  imported  more  than  three  years. 
The  rule  was,  however,  subsequently  revoked  by  an  opinion  of  the  Attomey-Oenetal;  still,  in 
the  absence  of  the  drawback  entries,  the  department  did  not  feel  authorized  to  waive 
its  seueral  regulations  limiting  drawback  to  cases  where  proper  entries  had  been 
inaae. 

I  am  informed  that  since  the  passage  of  the  drawback  law  of  1861,  it  has  1  een  the 
unvarying  rule  of  this  department  to  refuse  allowance  of  drawback  where  entries 
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for  exportation  were  not  filed,  resftrdless  of  the  reasons  which  led  to  the  failure  to 
file  such  entries.  In  the  case  of  the  Sone  and  Fleming  Manufacturing  Company,  of 
the  city  of  New  York,  a  claim  for  drawback  was  rejected,  for  the  reason  that  draw- 
back entries  were  not  filed,  the  clerk  of  the  company  who  was  intrusted  with  the 
fees  and  the  duty  of  making  entries  having  stolen  the  fees  and  failed  to  perform  bis 
duty.  A  bill,  No.  19B2,  wan  introduced  in  the  third  session  of  the  Forty-sixth  Con- 
gress for  their  relief,  and  it  is  understood  is  now  before  the  Committee  on  Claims  in 
the  United  States  Senate. 

It  is  suggested  that  the  claim  of  Messrs.  £.  Remin^on  &,  Son^  which  is  an  eqni- 
table  one,  be  incorporated  in  the  bill  for  the  relief  ot  the  Sone  and  Fleming  Manu- 
facturing Company.    Messrs.  Remington  (Sl  Sons  have  been  requested  to  furnish  full 
details  of  the  claims  either  to  you  or  to  this  department. 
Very  respectfully, 

CHAS.  J.  FOLGER, 
Secretary. 
Hon.  Warner  Miixer, 

United  States  Senate, 

As  shown  by  certificate  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York,  the 
drawback  duty  on  the  22  export  shipments  made  by  Remington  &  Sons 
amounts  to  the  sum  of  $5,672.15,  which  amount,  less  10  per  cent,  as 
provided  by  section  3019  of  the  United  States  Revised  Statutes,  shonld, 
in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  be  returned  to  E.  Remington  &  Sons, 
who  it  appears  failed  and  neglected  to  file  the  proper  drawback  entries 
in  consequence  of  the  foregoing  erroneous  ruling  of  the  department, 
which  covered  the  case  of  the  imported  material  used  by  thew.  In  the 
opinion  of  your  committee  Messrs.  £.  Remington  &  Sons  are  entitled  to 
the  same  relief  which,  at  the  present  session  of  Congress,  they  have 
recommended  in  the  case  of  the  ^'Soue  &  Fleming  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany.'^   (See  Report  177.) 

The  committee  recommend  the  following  amendments:  Strike  out  the 
words  ''six  thousand"  in  line  11  of  the  bill,  and  insert  ''five  thousand 
six  hundred  and  seventy-two  i^tr,"  and  add  at  end  of  line  12  the  follow- 
ing, "less  10  per  cent,  thereof  as  provided  by  section  301d  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes^''  and  as  thus  amended  they  recommend  the  passage  of 
the  bill 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Report 

Ist  Session.       J  \  No.  859. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  29, 1882. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  trom  the  Committee  on  Peusious,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT; 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  6317.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (JJ.  B,  6317) 
granting  a  pension  to  James  Bennett,  have  considered  the  same,  and  re- 
port as  follows : 

That  the  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  have,  at  the  present 
session  of  Congress,  made  a  report  in  this  case  as  follows: 

James  Bennett  enlisted  December  20,  1863,  and  was  discharged  from  Company  L, 
Second  Regiment  New  York  Cavalry,  April  19,  1865,  upon  surgeon's  certificate  of  dis- 
ability because  of  gunshot  wound  of  face,  destroying  the  sight  of  the  ri^ht  eye  and 
injuring  that  of  the  left;  also  gunshot  wound  of  left  shoulder^  producing  loss  of 
motion.  First  wound  indicted  by  Mosby's  men  near  Berry ville,  Va.,  the  other  re- 
ceived previously  in  action. 

It  appears  that  the  claimant,  with  others  of  his  command,  were  captured  by  Mosby's 
men  while  on  a  scouting  expedition  under  Colonel  Hull,  and  were  taken  to  his  head- 
quarters.  They  were  kept  there  until  after  dark,  when  they  were  taken  out  into  the 
woods  to  be  hanged.  Three  of  the  party  were  hanged,  but,  the  executioners  getting 
short  of  rope,  the  remainder  were  given  the  choice  of  being  hung  or  shot.  Death  by 
shooting  being  preferable,  preparations  therefor  commenced.  One  of  the  party  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  away,  which  euraged  the  olticer  in  charge  of  the  execution  squad, 
who  came  up  to  the  claimant,  and,  after  cursing  him,  placed  his  revolver  to  the  side 
of  claimant's  face  and  shot,  the  ball  entering  below  left  eye  and  coming  out  through 
right.  Claimant  was  left  on  the  ground  as  dead,  and  after  shouting  the  rest  of  tno 
party  the  guerrillas  rode  away.  He  remained  in  the  woods  until  the  afternoon  of 
the  following  day,  when  he  made  his  way  to  a  bouse,  where  he  received  kind  treat- 
ment until  he  was  removed  to  the  Winchester  hospital. 

Claimant  was  originally  pensioned  at  ^  per  month,  which  rate  was  subsequently 
increased  to  $15,  $18,  $24,  and  $31.25,  which  latter  rate  he  is  now  receiving. 

The  medical  referee  of  the  Pension  Office,  on  a  recent  official  visit  in  claimant's 
neighborhood,  had  his  attention  called  to  the  man's  condition,  and  at  once  gave  him 
a  very  careful  medical  examination,  which  convinced  him  that  the  rate  allowed  was 
entirely  inadequate  to  the  degree  of  disability  existing  in  the  case,  but  that,  inasmnch 
as  the  pt  nsion  laws  could  not  afford  relief  because  total  blindness  does  not  exists. 
Congress  alone  could  grant  assistance. 

In  a  letter  addressed  to  a  member  of  this  committee,  the  medical  referee  says : 

'*  Yon  will  perceive  that  this  is  a  v<>ry  extraordinary  case.  For  many  months  his 
life  has  been  despaired  of,  and  ever  since  his  recovery  from  the  immediate  effects  of 
his  wounds  he  has  been  a  deformed  wreck  of  manhood.  The  right  eyeball  was  de- 
fetroyed  by  the  shot,  which  passed  directly  through  it.  There  is  yet  a  constant  dis- 
charge of  pus  from  a  sinus  leading  to  canons  bone,  just  below  the  external  can  thus 
of  the  left  eye ;  there  is  marked  ectropias  lower  lid  loft  eye ;  vision  is  almost  wholly 
destroyed,  and  the  deformity  of  the  face  is  so  great  as  to  excite  the  pity  of  every 
beholder;  and  of  course  all  the  more  when  it  is  known  when  and  how  and  why  it 
was  incurred.  Both  (right  and  left)  ophthalmic  divisions  of  the  fifth  pair  of  nerves 
were  involved,  and  the  pain  at  times  frightful.  I  am  sure  that  could  he  be  brought 
face  to  face  with  the  gentlemen  of  both  houses,  th»-re  would  not  be  a  dissenting 
opinion  as  to  his  title  to  the  highest  rating  given  ($72)  under  the  general  laws.  He 
is  as  modest  and  unassuming  as  he  was  brave  and  patriotic  during  the  war,  and  I 
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most  earnestly  hope  that  the  facts  'will  so  enlist  your  sympathy  and  sense  of  justice 
as  to  induce  you  to  actively  interest  yourself  in  his  case  ana  procure  the  prompt 
pasage  of  a  bill  ^ving  him  the  amount  per  month  above  named." 

*Since  the  above  has  been  written,  the  claimant  has  presented  himself  before  this 
committee,  and  his  general  appearance  and  condition  fully  confirms  the  representa- 
tion of  the  case  by  the  medical  referee. 

It  is  surely  an  exceptional  case,  and  not  being  adequately  provided  for  by  the  gen- 
eral pension  laws,  the  committee  is  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  relief  asked  for  should 
be  granted  by  special  legislation,  and  therefore  reports  favorably  on  the  bill  and  asks 
that  h  do  pass,  amended,  however,  by  striking  out  the  words  **  seventy-two  "  in  line 
seven,  and  inserting  instead  the  word  "fifty." 

The  facts  are  correctly  stated  in  this  report,  aiul  yonr  committee 
adopt  this  report  as  their  own. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Report 

l8t  Session.       i  \  No.  860. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Ji'LY  29,  18ri2. — Ordered  to  be  i^riiited. 


Mr.  Platt,  fioni  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  6521.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSj  to  whom  was  refet'red  the  bill  {H.  R,  6521) 
granting  a  pension  to  Adeline  A.  Turnery  having  considered  the  same^ 
report  as  follows : 

That  at  the  present  session  of  Congress  the  House  Committee  on 
Ifivalid  Pensions  have  made  a  report  correctly  stating  the  facts,  which 
your  committee  adopt  as  their  own,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
bill.    The  House  report  is  as  follows: 

Mrs.  Adeline  A.  Turner,  of  Boston,  Mass.,  a  widow,  asks  for  a  pension  on  account  of 
the  death  of  her  adopted  son,  Capt.  Joseph  S.  Hills,  of  the  Sixteenth  Massachusetts 
Volunteers,  who  was  killed  at  the  battle  of  the  Wilderness,  May  6,  1864.  He  was 
enlisted  and  was  mustered  July  12, 1861,  for  three  years.  He  was  promoted  from  first 
sergeant  to  be  second  lieutenant  August  11,  1862;  to  be  6rst  lieutenant  November  10, 
1862,  and  to  be  captain  May  6,  1863.  Had  he  lived  two  months  and  six  days  his  three 
years'  service  would  have  been  completed. 

The  proof  is  full  and  decisive  that  Mrs.  Turner  was  chiefly  dependent  upon  Captain 
Hills  for  her  maintenance  and  support,  and  he  sent  her  money  from  time  U)  time  while 
in  the  Army  for  that  purpose,  and  Prof.  Francis  L.  Hills,  of  the  Maine  State  College, 
{certifies  that  Mrs.  Turner  filled  the  place  of  a  faithful  mother  to  Captain  Hills  from 
his  childhood  to  man's  estate,  and  that  even  before  the  war  he  contributed  the  greater 
portion  of  his  earnings  for  her  support. 

This  case  cannot  receive  favorable  action  at  the  Pension  Office  because  the  general 
pension  laws  do  not  allow  a  pension  to  a  dependent  mother  on  account  of  the  death 
of  an  adopted  son.  Mrs.  Turner  is  poor,  and  in  view  of  the  facts  above  stated,  we 
think,  in  equity  and  conscience,  she  is  as  much  entitled  to  a  pension  as  any  natural 
mother  would  be.  Your  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill 
(which  we  report  as  a  substitute  for  tlie  bill  H.  R.  704),  providing  that  Mrs.  Turner's 
name  lie  placed  on  the  pension  roll  as  a  dependent  mother,  subject  to  the  provisions 
and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Keport 

1st  Session.       )  )  No.  801. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  29, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Yan  Wyck,  from  the  Comniittee  ou  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  5985.] 

TIi€  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  iras  referred  the  bill  (H,  R,  5985) 
granting  a  pension  to  Martha  J.  Douglas j  report  a^  follows: 

The  committee  have  fully  examined  the  facts  in  the  case,  and  find 
they  are  correctly  stated  in  the  House  report,  as  follows: 

Martha  Jane  Douglas  filed  an  application  for  pension  at  the  Pension  Office  on  the 
21st  day  of  February,  1876,  alleging  that  she  is  the  widow  of  John  T.  Douglas,  who 
enlisted  at  Corinth,  Miss.,  July  6, 1863,  in  Company  B,  Third  West  Tennessee  Cavalry, 
and  who  was  captured  by  the  enemy  at  Como,  in  the  8tate  of  Tennessee,  in  an  eii- 
gagement  on  the  7th  day  of  October,  1863,  and  died  February  25,  1864,  while  a  pris- 
oner of  war  at  DanviUe,  Va. 

The  Adjutant-General  of  the  United  States  Anny  has  no  record  of  such  an  organi- 
zation OS  the  Third  West  Tennessee  Cavalry. 

William  H.  Cariness  testiiies  that  he  was  a  surgeon  in  Company  C  of  the  Seventh 
Tennessee  Cavalry;  was  at  Corinth,  Miss.,  July  6,  1863,  and  saw  John  T.  Douglas 
sworn  into  the  United  States  service  in  Company  B,  Second  West  Tennessee  Cavalry. 
Drew  arms  and  clothing  from  United  States  Government,  and  on  the  7th  of  October, 
1863,  at  Como,  Tenn.,  in  an  engagement  with  the  Confederates,  Douglas  and  the  af- 
fiant, with  others,  were  captured  and  sent  to  Danville,  Ya.,  where  said  Douglas  wa.s 
taken  sick.  Affiant  was  with  him  in  his  sickness  up  to  the  14th  February,  1864,  when 
he  (Douglas)  was  moved  back  to  the  main  .building,  where,  as  he  was  informed  sub- 
sequently by  a  nurse,  he  died  on  the  25th  of  February,  1864. 

The  company  and  regiment  to  which  Douglas  belonged  was  so  completely  broken  u]» 
by  the  defeat  at  Como  that  it  was  never  lully  reorganized,  and  the  men  were  dis- 
tributed and  assigned  to  other  companies  and  regiments.  Affiant  was  assigned  to 
company  and  regiment  aforesaid,  and  mustered  in  from  the  6th  day  of  July,  186!$,  the 
date  on  which  himself  and  Douglas  originally  enlisted. 

N.  V.  Wilson  makes  oath  that  he  was  present  at  Corinth,  Miss.,  July  6,  1863,  when 
said  Douglas  was  sworn  into  Company  B,  Second  West  Tennessee  Cavalry ;  was  also 
present  in  engagement  at  Como  when  he  was  captured,  and  saw  him  taken  oft*  as  n 
prisoner.  Affiant  never  saw  him  afterwards,  but  was  informed  by  some  one  that  he 
(lied  in  a  Confederate* hospital,  February,  1864.  Affiant  enlisted  with  Douglas,  and 
was  afterwards  assignecT  to  Company  A,  Seventh  Tennessee  Cavalry. 

The  Surgeon  General  reports  tbatthe  Confederate  hospital  records  of  Danville,  Va., 
show  that  private  J.  F.  Douglas,  Company  B,  Third  Tennessee  Cavalry,  died  at  saicl 
hospital  February  26,  1864,  of  chronic  diarrhea. 

The  claim  has  been  rejected  by  the  Pension  Office  because  there  is  no  record  evi- 
dence of  the  soldier's  enlistment,  and  the  Adjutant-General  has  declined  to  make  a 
record  of  the  services  upon  the  evidence  present-ed. 

In  view  of  these  facts  the  committee  repoi-t  the  accompanying  bill,  with  the  recom- 
meudatiou  that  it  do  pass  with  the  following  amendment:  Add  at  the  end  of  the  ViH, 
•*To  take  eftVct  from  the  passage  of  this  act." 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  i  Eepoet 

l8t  Session.       f  \  No.  862. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  29,  18S2. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Chilcott,  from  the  Committee  ou  Pensious,  submitted  the  fol- 

•  lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2966.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H,  B.  2966) 
granting  a  pension  to  Annie  W.  Osborne^  having  considered  the  same^ 
report  as  follows : 

That  the  House  Committee  have,  at  the  present,  reported  favorably 
upon  the  case ;  the  report  correctly  sets  forth  the  facts,  and  your  com- 
mittee adopt  this  report  as  their  own.    The  House  re])ort  is  as  follows : 

The  claimant,  Annie  W.  Osborne,  is  the  widow  of  John  W.  Osborne,  who  was  mus- 
tered into  the  United  States  service  August  27, 1862,  as  a  private,  Company  £,  Thirty- 
sixth  Massauhusetts  Volunteer  Regiment,  and  mustered  out  on  the  19th  of  June,  1868. 
He  re-enlihted  June  22,  lt!6H,  and  was  stationed  at  the  post  hospital,  Fort  Ripley, 
Minnesota,  from  July  11,  1H69,  to  October  28,  1870,  when  ne  died,  havinjir  been  acci- 
dentally shot  under  the  following  circumstances:  Near  the  barracks  at  Fort  Ripley 
there  was  a  targer,  at  which  the  officers  and  enlisted  men  stationed  at  said  post  prac- 
ticed in  tiring  with  muskets  and  revolvers  after  guard-mounting  and  at  otli^'T  odii 
times;  that  on  the  28tli  day  (»f  October,  1870,  said  Osborne  and  his  orolher  were  firing 
at  said  target,  and  while  so  engaged,  was  fatally  wounded,  dying  in  a  few  hours  after 
receiving  the  shot. 

The  claimant  made  application  for  a  pension,  which  was  rejected  on  the  ground  that 
the  soldier  was  not  in  the  line  of  duty  when  he  received  the  shot  which  caused  his 
death.  Application  was  made  to  the  Foity-fifth  C<mgrcs8for  claimant's  relief,  which 
was  favorably  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  The  committee  were 
of  opinion  that  the  soldier  wns  in  the  line  of  duty  at  the  time  he  was  shot. 

This  committee,  after  considering  the  matter,  and  taking  into  consideration  the 
long  term  of  service  of  the  soldier  and  the  dependent  condition  of  the  claimant,  with 
her  three  children,  think  it  but  just  to  grant  the  relief  asked  for.  Therefore  we  re- 
port the  bill  back  to  the  House,  with  the  recommendation  that  it  do  pass,  with  amend- 
ment that  the  pension  take  effect  from  and  after  the  passage  of  the  act. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  f  Eeport 

Ut  Session.       )  \  No.  864 . 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  29,  1*5*2. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blaib,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensious,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

41  To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3717.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (JJ.  B.  3717) 
granting  a  pension  to  Alvin  Walker j  having  considered  the  samcj  malse 
the  following  report : 

That  the  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  have  at  the  present 
session  made  a  report  in  this  case,  correctly  setting  forth  the  facts; 
which  report  is  as  follows: 

Tliat  a  similar  bill  was  favorably  reported  upon  during  the  second  session  of  the 
Forty-sixth  Congi'ess.  The  report  then  made,  substantially  as  follows,  is  adopted  by 
this  committee. 

The  papers  in  the  case  show  that  the  petitioner  was  appointed  additional  pay- 
master, United  States  Army,  September  10,  1861,  and  discharged  May  29,  1865,  and 
that  his  application  for  pension  was  filed  August  29,  1876,  alleglug  *'  that  in  June  and 
July,  1863,  he  contracted  typhoid  fever,  and  from  the  eifects  of  said  fever  and  ex- 
posure his  eyes  became  affected;  that  from  said  time  his  sight  began  to  fail;  that  he 
is  disabled  by  disease  of  eyes,  and  that  without  strong  glasses  he  is  unable  to  distin- 
guish any  but  large  objects,  and  even  with  the  strongest  glasses  he  is  unable  to  do 
auv  work." 

The  Pension  Office  rejected  the  claim  December  26,  1877,  upon  the  ground,  ^'the 
disease  of  eyes  found  by  the  board  not  shown  to  be  a  sequel  or  result  of  typhoid 
fever." 

The  petitioner  was  near-sighted  so  as  to  require  the  use  of  glasses  before  entering 
the  service,  but  had  never  had  diseased  eves,  and  was  until  the  summer  of  1863  a 
sound  and  healthy  man.    He  was  then  aged  about  thirty-nine  years. 

Assistant  Surgeon  R.  O  Sidney  testifies  to  soundness  before  enlistment. 

George  Beakley,  M.  D.,  testifies  (2l8t  January,  1878) — 

^'That  from  the  year  1853  to  the  10th  day  of  September,  1861,  he  attended  and  pre- 
Hcribed  for  said  Alvin  Walker,  as  his  physician  and  medical  adviser,  in  the  city  of  New 
,York,  where  deponent  then  resided;  that  said  Alvin  Walker  hetween  the  above- 
named  dates  had  no  disease  which  affected  his  eyes,  or  either  of  them,  but  that  his 
eyes  were  perfectly  healthy  and  soand  and  free  from  any  tendency  to  disease  or  weak- 
ness, as  deponent  verily  believes." 

Capt.  J.  B.  Mix,  on  staff  of  General  Martindale,  in  command  Diftrict  of  Columbia^ 
says  that  about  July,  1863,  claimant  was  sick  for  a  considerable  time  with  typhoid 
fever. 

Col.  J.  B.  Swain,  of  Scott's  Nine  Hundred,  corroborates  Captain  Mix. 

Assistant  Surgeon  R.  O.  Sidney  testifies — 

*^That  claimant  contracted  typhoid  fever  from  exposure  while  on  duty  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia;  that  at  that  time  affiant  was  stationed  at  Camp  Relief  as  surgeon 
in  charge,  and  during  said  time  claimant  consulted  him  as  to  the  condition  of  his  eye- 
sight, and  the  fact  that  his  eyesight  was  beginning  to  fail.  Affiant  on  examination 
found  him  suffering  with  ophthalmia,  and  it  was  with  difficulty  that  he  could  perform 
bis  duties." 

Dr.  George  Beakley  (claimant's  family  physician)  testifies  at  another  time,  January- 
6,  1H77,  that  claimant's  eyes  at  date  of  discharge  were  diseased  from  the  effects  of 
typhoid  fever,  and  that  he  has  treated  him  more  or  less  from  that  date  to  the  present 
time. 


2  ALVIN   WALKER. 

CJainiant  liiniself  swears  that  be  was  treated  by  a  pbysiciau  iu  private  practice  for 
tli«^  typboid  fever,  wbose  uame  be  does  not  now  recollect ;  bas  beard  be  was  dead. 

The  Adjiitant-Generars  reports  sbow  tbat  Major  Walker  was  on  duty  in  Washing- 
ton in  May,  1863,  and  was  detacbed  for  tenf^orary  duty  at  New  York  City  June  V2y 
1863,  to  return  about  Ist  of  July.  July  18,  1863,  be  was  ordered  from  Washington  to 
New  York  on  temporary  duty;  be  reported  at  Washington,  from  temporary  duty  at 
New  Y^ork,  August  12, 1863.  The  records  of  the  office  snow  no  evidence  of  disability 
iu  case  of  Major  Walker. 

The  Surgeon-GeneraPs  Office,  in  repoi*t  of  the  case :  ^'The  records  of  attending  sur- 
geons of  volunteer  officers,  Washington,  D.  C,  show  no  information  iu  this  case." 

The  claimant  was  examined  by  the  board  of  examining  surgeons  of  the  Pension 
Office  at  New  York  City,  February  21, 1877,  for  disability  from  "impaired  vision, '^ 
who  rated  him  one-half  (|12.50),  and  found  him  affected  "by  ophthalmoscope,  with 
final  atrophy  of  both  optic  nerves.     Both  eyes  are  cataractons." 

The  Pension  Office  placed  the  case  in  the  bands  of  a  special  agent  of  the  office  for 
investigation  December,  1877,  and  the  evidence  returned  is  generally  favorable  to 
the  claimant. 

This  committee  is  of  the  opinion  tbat  the  claimant  was  near-sighted  before  his  siclf- 
nees,  but  tbat  bis  eyes  were  not  diseased  until  such  sickness,  and  tbat  they  became 
and  remain  diseased  in  consequence  of  such  sickness,  and  the  same  is  a  disability 
incurred  by  the  petitioner  while  in  the  service  and  in  the  line  of  his  duty. 

The  passage  of  the  bill  is  therefore  recommended,  amended  by  striking  out  the  last 
seven  words  of  the  bill. 

Your  committee  believe  that  the  claimant  slioiiUl  have  a  pension, 
and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  )  SEIATE.  (  Report 

1st  Session,       )  \  No.  865. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  29,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blair,  from  the  Committee  ou  Pensions,  submitted  tbe  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  6624.  ] 

The  Committee  on  PensiofiSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (H,  E.  6624) 
granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Eliza  F.  Porter,  having  examined 
the  same,  submit  the  following  report : 

That  the  House  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  have,  at  the  present 
session  of  Congress,  made  a  report  in  this  case  covering  the  facts,  which 
your  committee  adopt  as  their  own : 

It  appears  from  tbe  evidence  on  file  witb  tbis  committee  that  tbe  a])plicant,  Mrs. 
Eliza  F.  Porter,  is  tbe  widow  of  First  Lieut.  James  E.  Porter,  of  tbe  Seveiitb  United 
States  Cavalry,  wbo  was  killed  in  action  June  25,  1876,  wbile  engaged  witb  tbe  Sioux 
Indians  on  Little  Big  Horn  River,  Montana  Temtory  (Ouster  massacre). 

Tbe  petitioner  receives  now  tbe  pension  of  a  first  lieutenant's  widow,  ber  only  sup- 
port ($16  per  montb),  and  she  bas  a  boy  nine  years  of  age  to  support.,  and  is  berseu  a 
confirmed  invalid,  unable  to  do  anything.  Sbe  is  at  present  living  witb  ber  father 
and  mother  in  Auburn,  R.  I.,  both  of  whom  are  hopeless  Invalids. 

Tbe  battle  in  which  Lieutenant  Porter  lost  his  life  was  one  of  tbe  most  heroic 
struggles  that  has  ever  cast  luster  on  American  arms.  Every  man  was  killed.  Every 
man  literally  fought  until  he  died,  and  died  at  tbe  bands  of  merciless  savages. 

In  consideration  of  tbe  extraordinary  circumstances  attending  tbis  case,  tbe  com- 
mittee recommend  that  tbe  pension  be  increased  to  $30  per  montb,  and  report  here- 
with a  substitute  for  bill  n.  R.  483cj,  which  provides  for  an  increase  of  pension  as 
abi^ve  stated. 

Such  are  the  views  of  the  House  Committee,  but  your  committee 
being  equally  divided,  report  the  bill  back  to  the  Senate  without  recom- 
mendation. 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Report 

Ut  Sesmon.       «  }  No.  860. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  :i9, 1882.— Ordered  to  be  priuted. 


Mr.  Blair,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompanj'  biU  H.  R.  :{7:«.] 

The  Committee  on  Penvsions,  to  wliom  was  referred  the  bill  (II.  R. 
3733)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  E.  Taylor,  have  examined  the  8am«^, 
and  rei)ort  favorably  and  recommend  its  passage. 

The  facts  are  stated  in  the  Honse  report  as  follows : 

It  appears  that  the  claimant  is  the  ^ridow  of  James  Taylor,  late  orduance  sergeant 
United  States  Army,  and  thai  her  application  for  nension  has  been  rejected  by  the 
Pension  Office  on  t)ie  gronnd  that  the  soldier's  death  is  not  chargeable  to  his  military 
service.  The  evidence  filed  in  lier  case  has  been  either  lost  or  mislaid  by  the  Pension 
Office  since  April  22,  1881,  on  which  date  the  chief  of  the  division  then  in  charge  of 
the  claim  informed  the  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Pensions  of  its  condition  in  words  as 
follows: 

**  Rejected  May  27, 1880.  When  drowned  he  was  not  in  line  of  duty,  bnt  was  onpriv- 
Ate  business,  carrying  provisions  (in  a  boat)  to  his  family'.  It  is  an  equitable  case — one 
of  those  it  is  unpleasant  to  reject — and  a  special  act  would  not  be  out  of  the  way.^' 

From  the  report  of  the  Adjutant-General  it  appears  that  James  Taylor  enlisted 
September  7,  1864,  and  served  three  years  in  Company  C,  Sixteenth  United  States 
Infantry.  Re-enlisted  December  1,  1(568,  for  three  years,  and  continued  to  ser\'e  as 
first  sergeant  in  Company  K,  Eighteenth  United  States  Infantry,  until  promoted  ord- 
nance sergeant,  U.  S.  A.,  September  12, 1877.  Was  drowned  November  2,  1878,  at 
Fort  Gaines,  Ala. 

'*At  the  time  of  his  death  he  was  returning  from  a  store  on  the  mainland  in  a  sail- 
boat with  provisions  for  his  family,  the  said  store  being  the  nearest  to  Fort  Gaines ; 
lost  his  balance  while  steering,  and  fejl  overboard  ;  his  body  was  not  recovered." 

Fort  Gaines  was  at  the  time  of  the  accident  in  charge  of  said  ordnance  sergeant.    It 
is  situated  on  an  island,  and  the  food  supplies  were  oronght  down  on  a  government 
boat  once  a  month.    The  supplies  giving  out,  and  he  being  in  want  of  food,  took  a 
boat  to  Cedar  Point  with  the  results  shown  by  the  official  record. 

In  the  judgment  of  this  committee*the  relief  asked  for  should  be  granted,  and 
therefore  report  favorably'  on  the  bill,  with  the  recommendation  that  it  clo  pass. 


I         47th  Congress,  (  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

^  Ut  Session.       J  ( No.  867. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


July  29,  I8b2.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  George,  from  the  Committee  oq  Claims,  sabmitted  the  following 

•    * 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2169.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims  to  whom  was  referred  the  claim  of  H.  B.  TTiteon, 
administrator  of  W.  Tinder,  have  considered  the  same^and  report  as  fol- 
lows : 

That  about  the  year  1878,  one  Evans  was  indicted  in  two  cases  for 
coanterfeiting.  The  defendant  was  arrested,  and  Tinder,  the  intestate, 
stood  bail  for  him'  in  each  case  in  the  sum  of  $5,000.  A  trial  was  had  in  one 
case,  and  the  jury  disagreed.  At  the  next  term  of  the  circuit  court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  western  district  of  Tennrsse.  the  accjused,  Evans, 
made  default.  Such  proceedings  were  had  in  both  cases,  that  judgment 
final  was  rendered  against  Tinder  for  the  amount  of  each  bail  bond. 
Tinder  died,  and  his  administrator,  Wilson,  paid  all  the  costs  in  both  cases, 
and  one  of  the  judgments,  the  United  States  releasing  the  other.  After 
this  the  administrator  and  some  creditors  of  Tinder,  whose  estate  was 
made  insolvent  by  the  payment  above  mentioned,  instituted  a  search 
for  Evans,  and  finally  succeeded  in  procuring  his  arrest.  Evans  was 
convicted  by  his  own  plea  on  both  indictments,  and  sentenced  to  the 
penitentiary  on  both,  according  to  law,  and  is  now  serving  out  his 
sentence. 

The  administrator  and  creditors  claim  a  return  of  the  $5,000  paid,  as 
above.  Judge  Hammond,  presiding  in  the  court,  recommends  a  return  of 
the  money.  The  committee  believe  that  the  money  ought  to  be  refunded. 
The  object  of  the  bail  bond  was  not  to  make  money,  but  to  secure  the 
appearance  of  Evans  and  his  punishment,  if  guilty.  This  ha^  been 
accomplished  by  the  eftbrts  and  the  money  of  the  bail,  and  all  costs 
due  the  United  States  have  been  paid.  We  recommend  the  passage  of 
the  accompanying  bill. 


47th  Congress,  )  SE19ATE.  (  Bepobt 

l8t  Session.       i  \  No.  868. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATE3. 


July  31,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1911.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  tchom  teas  referred  the  hill  {8. 1911)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Theresa  Crosby  Watson^  liaving  examined  the  same^  make 
the  following  report: 

The  material  facts  of  this  case  are  all  fully  set  forth  in  the  decision  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  bearing  date  May  5,  1882,  affirming  the 
action  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  in  rejecting  Mrs.  Watson's  claim 
for  pension.    The  decision  of  the  Secretary  is  as  follows  : 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

fTashingtonf  Maif  5, 1882. 

Sir:  Your  letter  of  the  l^th  ultimo  baa  been  received,  submitting  the  papers  in  the 
rejected  claim  for  pension,  No.  3063,  of  Mrs.  Theresa  C.  Watson,  widow  of  James  M. 
Watson,  late  a  commodore  (retired)  United  States  Navy,  together  with  a  letter  of  Hon. 
William  M.  Springer,  of  the  House  of  Repre^ntativen,  in  which  he  requests  that  th«^ 
claim  be  referred  to  the  Attorney-General  for  opinion  upon  the  question  involved 
therein. 

Of  the  record  of  service  of  the  officer  it  is  sufficient  to  state  f  hat  he  was  appointed  as 
midshipman  in  the  Navy  Febmary  1,  1823;  *  *  •  was  promoted  to  lieutenant 
December  30,  1831  *  •  *  •  was  in  command  of  the  Fulton  from  February  23, 1853, 
to  April  24,  18.54;  •  *  •  was  placed  upon  the '^reserved  list'' on  furlough  nay, 
September  13,  1855,  in  pursuance  of  the  finding  of  a  board  of  officers  under  the  Navy 
efficiency  act,  approved  February  28, 1H55;  *  •  •  was  in  command  of  the  Fredouia 
from  September  12,  1859,  to  May  12,  1862 ;  commissioneil  as  commander  February  1, 
1861,  and  promoted  to  commodore  on  the  retired  list  April  4,  1867. 

He  was  ordered  to  duty  as  light-house  inspector  July  1,  1862,  and  continued  on  such 
duty  (excepting  the  period  from  September  15,  18C)6,  to  April  4,  1867,  when  detached 
waiting  orders)  until  July  20, 1869.  On  the  last-mentioned  date  he  was  detached  to 
wait  orders,  and  the  report  from  the  Navy  Department  does  not  show  that  he  was  after- 
wards on  duty.  He  died  at  Valleio,  Cat.,  April  17, 1873.  The  widow  states  in  her  appli- 
cation that  the  cause  of  his  death  was  apoplexy,  the  result  of  debility  caused  by  long 
exposure  while  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties  in  the  Navy.  In  the  rj^cord  evidence 
from  the  Navy  Department,  the  cause  of  death  is  given  as  heart  disease. 

Mrs.  Watson  does  not  state  a{  what  time  her  husband  contracted  the  disease  of  which 
he  died,  but  in  response  to  a  requirement  of  your  office  for  evidence  showing  the  origin 
of  the  fatal  disease  in  the  line  of  duty  she  has  furnished,  as  the  only  evidence  she  is 
able  to  present,  an  affidavit  of  Capt.  John  Irwin  of  the  Navy,  who  it  is  stated  is  the 
only  officer  whose  testimony  can  be  obtained  who  was  serving  with  her  husband  "at 
the  time  to  which  he  always  referred  the  cause  of  his  ill  health  up  to  the  date  of  bis 
death." 

In  this  affidavit  Captain  Irwin  details  the  circumstances  attending  the  exposure  to 
which  (then  lieutenant)  Watson,  commanding  the  Fulton,  was  subjected  during  a 
gale  in  April,  1854.  There  is  no  evidence,  however,  to  connect  the  cause  of  death  with 
this  exposure,  nor  is  there  any  evidence  of  the  existence  of  heart  disease  excepting 


2  THERESA   CROSBY    WATSON. 

that  contained  in  the  copy  of  the  ^'certificate  of  death"  fumiBhed  by  the  Navy  De- 
partment, in  which  a  medical  officer  certifies  that,  upon  examination  a  few  days  before 
the  death  of  Commodore  Watson,  he  found  him  sufiering  from  that  disease,  and  that 
he  died  of  the  same. 

The  evidence  cannot  be  accepted  to  prove  that  the  fatal  disease  resulted  from  the 
exposure  in  April,  1854. 

The  claim  was  rejected  by  your  office  on  account  of  the  inability  of  the  claimant  to 
furnish  the  required  proof  that  the  disease  originated  in  the  line  of  duty.  .  In  a  letter 
addressed  by  your  office  to  Mr.  Springer,  which  acc^onipanieshis  appeal,  he  is  informed 
that  under  the  practical  interpretation  given  to  the  general  pension  law  by  your  office, 
the  widow  would  not  be  entitled  to  pension  if  the  disease  of  which  her  husband  died 
originated  after  his  retirement  from  active  service.  Mr.  Springer  invites  attention  to 
the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  r«.  Richard  W.  Ty- 
ler (MSS.  No.  1075,  October  term,  IbSl),  and,  suggesting  that  the  practice  of  your 
office  above  referred  to  conflicts  with  that  decision,  requests  that  the  question  of  the 
right  of  Mrs.  Watson  to  pension  be  submitted  to  the  Attorney-General  for  op     in  . 

The  decision  in  the  Tyler  case  relates  to  the  right  of  officers  of  the  Army,  retired 
from  active  service,  to  receive  the  increase  of  pay  provided  bylaw  for  every  live  years 
of  service,  and  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  such  officers  are  still  in  the  service  and 
entitled  to  the  longevity  pay.  This  decision  does  not,  however,  reach  the  point  in- 
volved in  the  claim  of  Mrs.  Watson.  The  adverse  action  upon  her  claim  does  not  raise 
any  question  as  to  whether  her  husband  continued  to  be  in  the  naval  service  after  his 
name  was  jdaced  upon  the  reserved  list  and  up  to  the  date  of  his  death.  He  undoubt- 
edly was  in  the  naval  service  during  that  time.  *'  Such  persons  [on  the  reserved  list] 
continue  to  be  officers  of  the  Navy,  that  is  clear;  for  they  not  only  draw  pay,  but  they 
are  subject  to  be  put  on  active  duty,  and  then  to  draw  full  pay."  {S  Opinions  Attor- 
neys-General, p.  Sf35.) 

But,  to  entitle  Mrs.  Watson  to  pension  under  the  general  law,  it  must  be  proved 
that  the  disease  of  which  her  husband  died  originated  not  only  '*  in  the  service,'' but 
also  *'  in  the  line  of  duty,''  and  if  the  disease  was  contracted  snbsecpenfc  to  the  27th 
day  of  July,  1868,  she  is  not  entitled  to  pension,  unless,  as  further  reouired  by  the  second 
section  of  the  act  of  that  date  (now  contained  in  section  4694  of  the  revision)  he  was 
'*  at  the  time  borne  on  the  books  of  some  ship  or  other  vessel  of  the  United  States,  at 
sea  or  in  harbor,  actually  in  commission,  or  was  at  some  naval  station,  or  on  his  way, 
by  direction  of  competent  authority,  to  the  United  States,  or  to  some  other  vessel,  or 
naval  station,  or  hospital ;"  and  the  rejection  of  her  claim  is  in  consequence  of  her 
inability  to  furnish  the  evidence  necessary  to  satisfy  these  requirements  of  the  law. 

As  the  case  of  Mrs.  Watson  does  not  involve  any  question  of  law,  but  one  of  the 
sufficiency  of  evidence,  the  department  w^ould  not  leel  justified  in  submitting  the 
papers  to  the  Attomey-Greneral  for  opinion,  as  requested  by  Mr.  Springer. 
The  rejection  of  the  claim  is  affirmed  for  the  reasons  above  given. 
It  is  not  alleged  that  the  disease  of  which  Commodore  Watson  died  originated  afTer 
the  date  his  name  was  placed  upon  the  reserved  list.  The  question  whether  a  pen- 
sion can  be  allowed  to  a  widow  of  an  officer  in  case  his  death  t'esulted  from  a  cause 
which  originated  after  the  date  of  his  retirement  is  not,  therefore,  involved  in  the 
present  case,  but  in  view  of  the  general  statement  contained  in  the  letter  to  Mr. 
Springer  informing  him  of  the  cause  of  reiection  of  Mrs.  Watson's  claim,  to  the  efiect  that 
it  is  the  practice  of  your  office  to  deny  the  widow  of  an  officer  in  the  Navy  a  pension  if 
the  cause  of  his  death  originated  after  the  date  of  his  retirement,  it  is  deemed  proper 
to  state  that  in  the  view  of  the  department  there  may  be  cases  presented  to  which 
such  general  rule  could  not  be  properly  applied. 

The  act  of  February  aS,  1855,  •*to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy"  (10  Stats.,  p. 
616),  directed  that  the  officers  placed  upon  the  reserved  list  created  by  that  act  should 
receive  **  the  leave  of  absence  pay,  or  the  furlongh  pay,  to  which  they  may  be  entitled 
when  so  placed,"  but  that  they  should  **  be  subject  to  the  orders  of  the  Na^^  Department 
at  all  times  for  duty."  That  such  officers  were  assigned  to  active  duty  is  evident 
from  the  report  of  the  service  of  Commodore  W^atsou,  who  commanded  the  Fredonia 
and  served  as  ITght-house  inspector  subsequent  to  the  date  of  bis  retirement,  and  the 
act  of  June  1, 1^60  (12  Stats.,  p.  27),  recognized  their  services  on  active  duty  by  direct- 
ing that  officers  on  the  reserved  list  of  the  Navy  when  called  into  active  service  should 
receive  the  pay  of  their  respective  grades,  as  fixed  in  that  act,  during  the  term  of  such 
service.  The  employment  of  officers  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Navy,  on  active  duty, 
i>xcept  in  the  time  of  war,  was  prohibited,  after  March  3, 1873,  by  the  proviso  to  the 
first  section  of  the  naval  appropriation  act  of  that  date.    (17  Stats.,  p.  547.) 

It  appears,  therefore,  that  wnen  not  engaged  ux>on  active  duty  an  ofilicer  on  the 
retired  list  of  the  Navy  may  properly  be  regarded  in  the  same  light,  for  pension  pur- 
poses, as  if  apou  leave  of  absence  or  on  furlough. 

If,  on  the  other  hand,  an  officer  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Navy  contract  a  disability 
while  employed  upon  any  duty  to  which  he  bad  been  assigned  by  authority  of 
law,  and  his  death  result  therefrom,  the  right  of  his  widow  to  pension  shonld  he 
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decided,  so  far  as  the  question  of  the  origin  of  the  death  cause  is  concerned,  irrespect- 
ive of  the  fact  that  he  was  at  the  time  of  such  origin,  borne  upon  the  retired  hst  of 
officers. 

Very  respectfully, 

H.  M.  TELLER, 

Secretary, 
The  CoMMissioxRR  OF  Pensions. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  oij^uion  that  the  case  was  correctly  decided 
by  the  department,  and  that  there  are  no  special  circumstances  to  take^ 
this  case  out  of  the  operation  of  the  general  law.  They  accordingly 
recommend  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Keport 

l8t  Session.       f  I  No.  869. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


August  1,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Sewell,  from  the  CoiDuiitt<ee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1974.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  (S. 
1974)  fixing  the  pay  of  hospital  stewards  of  the  first  class  in  the  United 
States  Army^  have  considered  the  samcj  and  respectfully  report : 

That  upon  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  upon  this  subject,  con- 
taining therein  the  opinion  of  the  Surgeon  General  (the  same  being  made 
a  part  of  this  report),  the  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill, 
the  effect  of  which  will  be  to  increase  the  pay  of  hospital  stewards  of 
the  first  class  from  $30  to  $34  per  month. 

The  following  is  the  letter  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  War  re- 
ferred to : 

War  Department, 
Washington  Oity,  Juhe  21,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  15th  instant, 
inclosinfi:  Senate  bill  1974,  fixing  the  pay  of  hospital  stewards  of  the  first  class  in  the 
United  States  Army^  and  in  reply  to  vonr  request  for  information  tonchiuff  the  merits 
of  the  bill,  I  hefr  to  inform  yon  that  the  subject,  having  been  referred  to  the  Surgeon- 
General  that  officer  reports  that  this  bill,  if  enacted,  will  only  be  an  act  of  justice  to 
a  deserving  class  of  non-commissioned  officers  by  placing  them  upon  the  same  footing, 
as  regards  pay,  with  others  holding  under  existing  law  tne  rank  of  ordnance  sergeant. 
The  views  of  the  Surgeon-Greneral  are  concurred  in  by  this  department. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Sicretary  of  War. 
Hon.  Wm.  J.  Sewell, 

of  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  United  States  Senate, 

.o 


47th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

Ut  Session.       f  \  No.  870. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


August  1,  1832. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Hawley,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  374.  ] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(S.  374)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from  the  military  record  of 
William  Hull,  having  duly  considered  the  same,  adopt  and  beg  leave  to 
submit  the  following  report,  which  was  made  to  the  Senate  in  the  Forty- 
sixth  Congress  by  the  late  Senator  Burnside: 

WiUiam  Hull  entered  the  service  on  the  13th  of  July,  1H63,  in  Company  C,  Eight- 
eenth Massachusetts  Volunteers.  He  was  captured  hy  the  enemy  the  following 
October  and  remained  in  prison  thirteen  months.  He  arrived  at  Camp  Parole,  Md., 
in  December,  1864,  in  bad  health  and  reduced  condition,  in  consequence  of  which  he 
was  granted  thirty  days'  leave  of  absence  on  the  13th  of  December.  He  went  to  his 
home  in  Fall  River,  where  he  remained ;  nor  did  he  rejoin  his  regiment  or  report  again 
to  the  hospital,  for  the  reason  that  he  was  not  able  to  travel,  his  health  being  so  much 
shattered  and  i>roken  that  he  felt  that  there  was  no  prospect  of  his  recovery,  and  that 
therefore  there  was  no  necessity  for  observing  the  strict  military  etiquette  of  report- 
ing by  letter  or  surgeon's  certificate.  He  was,  in  consequence,  marked  upon  the  rolls 
of  his  company  as  a  deserter,  which  your  committee  are  of  opinion  he  was  not.  He 
may  have  been  a  deserter  in  a  technical  sense,  but  not  a  deserter  in  fact. 

The  committee,  therefore,  report  the  bill  favorably  and  recommend 
its  passage. 

O 


47th  Congress,  \  SENATE.  (  Aepobt 

l8t  Session.       f  )  No.  871. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


August  1,  188*2. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Hawlev,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

KEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  191.] 

The  Committ^s  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {S.  191) 
for  the  relief  of  Frances  H.  Plummer^  having  had  the  same  under  con- 
sidsration,  report  as  follows  : 

That  the  late  Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  B.  Plammer,  a  graduate  of  the  United 
States  Military  Acs^emy,  served  honorably  in  the  Florida  and  Mexican 
wars.  At  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion  he  was  a  captain  in  com- 
mand of  two  companies  of  the  First  United  States  Infantry,  stationed 
at  Fort  Cobb  in  the  Indian  Territory.  In  Texas  General  Twiggs  joined 
the  Confederacy  and  surrendered  his  forces.  A  considerable  force  of 
rebels  marching  northward  from  Texas  occupied  Fort  Washita  the 
day  Lieutenant-Colonel  Emory  evacuated  it,  and  on  the  5th  of  May, 
1861,  a  large  body  of  Texaus  occupied  Arbuckle.  The  retreating  Union 
forces  were  directed  to  concentrate  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas.  Cap- 
tain Plummer  evacuated  Fort  Cobb  May  5,  and  marching  rapidly  joined 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Emory  May  9,  and  pi*oceeded  to  Kansas.  He  com- 
manded the  First  United  States  Infantry  at  Wilson's  Creek  and  was  . 
severely  wounded.  He  became  colonel  of  the  Eleventh  Missouri  Vol- 
unteers, and  for  gallantry  at  Fredericktown,  •October,  1861,  he  was  pro- 
moted to  be  a  brigadier-general.  He  served  with  distinction  in  many 
battles,  and  died  of  his  wound  at  Corinth,  Miss.,  August  9, 1862,  leav- 
ing a  de)>endent  widow. 

Of  the  three  officers  with  him  when  he  evacuated  Fort  Cobb,  two 
joined  the  Confederacy.  He  had  two  companies  of  infantry  and  but 
seven  wagons  for  transportation  of  necessary  supjilies  and  seven  camp 
women  and  their  children.  His  own  property  he  left  behind,  save  what 
he  placed  in  five  large  chests  and  intrusted  to  the  care  of  Tucker  Bar- 
ton, the  sutler,  who  was  supposed  to  have  engaged  to  take  them  to  Fort 
Smith  and  ship  them  to  Saint  Louis.  Barton,  who.  like  his  brother  Cap- 
tain Barton  of  the  same  command,  joined  the  Coniederacy,  says  he  was 
to  take  them  to  New  Orleans  and  ship  them  to  New  York  City.  The 
following  is  an  extract  from  his  affidavit : 

At  the  time  of  said  evacuation  the  Uuited  States  did  not  have  sufiBcient  transporta- 
tion for  the  baggage  and  effects  of  the  officers  statione<l  at  said  post,  for  which  reason 
Capt.  J.  B.  Plummer,  First  Infantry,  United  States  Army,  intrnst-ed  to  him,  to  be  taken 
to  New  Orleans,  and  thence  shipped  to  New  York,  if  possible,  several  (he  thinks  seven) 
lar^e  chests,  wliich  he  represented  contained  articles  of  great  value,  the  collection  of 
a  lifetime;  that  a  few  days  after  leaving  Fort  Cobb  his  train  was  approached  and 
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surrounded  by  a  lar^e  body  of  armed  men  from  Texas,  several  hundred  in  number ; 
that  he  was  made  prisoner  by  them  on  the  ground  that  he  was  giving  aid  and  comfort 
to  the  United  States,  the  parties  claiming  to  nold  commissions  from  the  State  of  Texas ; 
that  the  chests,  being  marked  in  the  name  of  the  said  Capt.  J.  B.  Plummer,  United 
States  Army,  were  declared  forfeited,  and  were  forcibly  taken  from  his  possession  by 
said  body  of  armed  men.  This  was  done  partly  in  the  Indian  Territory  and  partly  in 
the  State  of  Texas,  in  the  month  of  May,  1861. 

A  favorable  report  upon  this  case  in  the  House  during  the  Forty-fifth 
Congress  says : 

Your  committee  recognike  the  fact  that  when  war  is  actually  gc»ing  on  there  are 
many  kinds  of  property  that  the  government  is  not  liable  to  pay  officers  for  in  case  of 
loss  by  capture  or  otherwise ;  for  the  reason  that  at  such  a  time  officers  must  necessa- 
rily take  the  risk  and  hazard  of  the  service  themselves.  The  government  has,  how- 
ever, provided  by  law  for  the  payment  to  officers  for  horses  killed  or  lost  in  battle,  or 
bv  the  dangers  of  the  sea  while  being  transported  (Revised  Statutes,  sec.  348*2);  and 
also  for  losses  by  officers,  non-commissioned  officers,  or  privates  in  the  military  service, 
while  in  the  line  of  duty,  of  horses  and  certain  other  property,  by  capture  or  necessary 
abandonment,  &c.  (Revised  Statutes,  sections  3483,  3484,  and  :)485.)  No  provision 
of  law,  however,  gives  the  right  to  any  department,  officer,  or  court  to  pay  this  claini. 

In  analogy  to  the  foregoing  legal  provisions  a  part  of  your  committee  thinks  this 
claim  should  be  paid.  A  portion  of  the  committee  finds  the  claim  should  be  paid,  for 
the  further  reason  that  governments  have  usually  undertaken  to  reimburse  its  citizens 
for  property  lost  which  was  at  the  outbreak  of  a  war  in  an  enemy's  country  and  seized 
and  confiscated. 

At  the  time  war  was  deslarfed  with  Mexico  an  American  citizen  was  in  the  port  of 
Vera  Cruz  with  his  ship,  which  was  seized  and  contiscated.  The  United  States  Gov- 
ernment paid  for  this  vessel  and  its  cargo.  If  a  government  should  pay  to  its  private 
citizens  such  losses,  much  more  favorably  shouhl  it  regard  the  claims  for  losses  of  its 
own  officers  who  are  so  unfortunate  as  to  be  serviug,  when  war  breaks  out,  under 
onlors  in  a  territory  which  becomes,  without  fault  of,  theirs,  insurrectionary  or 
enemy's  territory. 

The  committee  all  think  the  claim  maile  by  Mrs.  Plummer  for  the  loss 
of  Captain  Plummer's  goods  ought  to  be  paid  as  a  matter  of  right  and 
public  policy.  Its  payment  is  no  precedent  for  payments  for  captured  or 
abandoned  property  in  an  enemy's  country.  Captain  Plummer  lost  a 
large  amount  of  personal  property,  making  his  military  duties  his  first 
consideration,  but  he  saved  his  troops  and  led  them  to  battle  with  great 
vigor  and  courage. 

A  sworn  schedule  of  the  goods  lost  gives  as  their  value  the  sum  of 
$2,120,  but  some  of  them  were  articles  of  luxury  not  usual  nor  necessary 
in  a  frontier  camp,  and  the  committee  recommend  that  the  words  "  five 
hundred"  be  stricken  out  of  the  third  line  of  the  bill,  leaving  one 
thousand  dollars  as  the  sum  to  be  paid  Mrs.  Plummer,  and  that  as  so 
amended  the  bill  be  passed. 

O 


47th  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Eeport 

Ut  Session.       J  )  No.  872. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


August  1,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Platt,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  5018.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  re/erred  the  bill  {H.  JB.  5018)« 
granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  F.  Rice^  having  had  the  same  under 
consideration^  respectfully  report: 

Claimant  is  the  widow  of  Perry  A.  Price,  who  was  an  attorney,  re- 
siding  at  Mercersburg,  Pa.  On  the  10th  of  October,  1862,  General  J. 
E.  B.  Stuart  made  a  raid  on  Mercersburg,  captured  Kice  and  several 
other  citizens,  whom  he  took  South  and  confined  in  Libby  prison,  hold- 
ing them  as  hostages  for  the  safety  of  certain  Confederates  held  by 
United  States  authorities.  After  a  confinement  of  about  five  months, 
Bice  died  in  prison,  presumably  as  the  result  of  the  hardships  and  ex- 
posures of  prison  life.  The  claimant  was  left  with  three  children,  the 
oldest  at  that  time  nine  years  of  age,  and  without  property.  She  has 
never  received  any  compensation  from  the  government. 

This  case  is  exceptional.  While  the  committee  hold,  as  a  rule,  that 
all  pensions  should  rest  upon  military  service,  the  fact  that  Bice  was 
seized  and  held  by  the  enemy  as  a  hostage,  and  while  so  held  lost  his 
life,  seems  to  justify  a  departure  from  the  rule.  The  committee  there- 
fore recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


47th  Congress,  ;  SENATE.  «  Report 

Ut  Session.       J  )  Ko.  873. 


IK  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


August  2,  lti82. — Ordei-ed  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Rollins,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

LTo  accompany  bill  S.  2103.] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S. 
2103)  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  appoint  William 
F.  Pratt,  late  a  second  assistant  engineer  in  the  United  States  Navj*, 
upon  the  retired  list  of  the  Navy,  having  had  the  same  under  consider- 
ation, begs  leave  to  report  that  said  bill  ought  not  to  pass,  for  the  reasons 
stated  in  the  following  communication  from  the  Navy  De])artment.  The 
committee  therefore  recommends  that  the  bill  be  postx>oued  indefiuitel^*. 


^ 


Navy  Department, 

Washington,  Juhj  21,  1882. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  a  letter,  dated  the  14th  instant, 
from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  incloAin;2^  Senate  bill  2103,  ''authorizing;  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  appoint  William  F.  Pratt,  late  a  second  assistant 
engineer  in  the  United  States  Navy,  upon  the  retired  list  of  the  Navy,''  and  requesting 
me  to  communicate  to  you  the  opinion  of  this  department  as  to  the  propriety  of  the 
passage  of  the  bill. 

In  compliance  with  the  request  of  the  committee,  I  have  to  state  that  Mr.  Pratt  vol- 
untarily resigned  his  position  as  a  second  assistant  engineer  in  the  Navy  July  29, 1865; 
and  that  a  revocation  of  (he  order  accepting  his  resignation,  as  proposed  by  the  bill, 
'would  result  in  his  restoration  to  the  service  with  pay  as  a  second  assistant  engineer 
on  the  active  list  from  July  29,  1865,  to  January  1,  1866,  and  with  the  retired  pay  of 
that  grade  from  the  latter  date  to  the  present  time. 

The  department  is  of  the  opinion  that  it  is  not  advisable  to  enlarge  the  retired  list 
of  the  Navy  by  additions  to  it  of  persons  from  civil  life  because  of  former  service  in 
the  Navy.  The  object  of  the  law  regulating  the  retirement  of  officers  of  the  Navy  is 
to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the  service  by  placing  upon  the  retired  list  such  officers  as 
may  be  unfit  for  active  duty  by  reason  of  age  or  incapacity,  resulting  from  long  and 
faithful  service,  from  wounds  or  injuries  received  in  the  line  of  duty,  or  from  sickness 
or  exposure  in  service. 

For  the  reasons  above  stated  I  do  not  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 
Very  respectfully, 

W.  E.  CHANDLER, 
Secretary  of  the  JS'i  vi', 

Hon.  E.  H.  RoTJJNS, 

Committee  on  Saval  Affaire ,  United  States  Senate, 


^  47th  Congress,  »  SENATE.  i  Report 

l8t  Session.       )  \  No.  874. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


August  2,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Harrison,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

foUowiug 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bUl  S.  1871.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (8. 1871) 
to  regulate  the  method  of  purchasing  tobacco  for  the  use  of  the  Army^  re- 
spectfully report : 

That  in  answer  to  a  communication  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
'Wax  upon  the  subject  the  following  letter,  inclosing  one  from  the  Com- 
missary-General  of  Subsistence,  has  been  received: 

War  Department, 

Washington  City,  June  26,  lcl82. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  20th  instant, 
referring  to  Senate  bill  1871,  to  regulate  the  method  of  purchasing  tobacco  for  the  use 
of  the  £rmjf  and  in  response  to  your  request  for  information  touching  the  merits  of 
the  bill,  10  invite  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  report  on  the  subject  from  the  Com- 
missary-General of  Subsistence,  dated  the  23d  instant,  in  whose  views  therein  ez- 
2)ressedL  I  concur. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  Benj.  Harrison, 

Of  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  United  States  Senate, 


War  Department, 
OrncE  Commissary-General  of  Subsistence, 

Washingtony  D.  C,  June  23, 1882. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  letter  of  Hon.  BenJ.  Harrison  of  June  20, 
1882,  inclosing  Senate  bill  No.  1871,  to  regulate  the  method  of  purchasing  tobacco  for 
the  use  of  the  Army,  and  inviting  opinion  as  to  the  propositions  contained  in  the  bill, 
and  other  suggestions  upon  the  subject,  and  would  respectfully  submit  the  following 
report : 

A  bill  similar  in  general  character  to  the  present  one  was  introduced  in  the  House  on 
IFebruary  9, 1880  (bill  H.  R.  4395,  Forty-sixtn  Congress,  second 'session),  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Military'  Affairs.  That  bill,  lixe  the  present  one,  prescribed  rules 
for  making  purchases  of  tobacco— the  noticeable  feature  being  that  the  first-mentioned 
bill  required  **two  experts'^  to  be  selected  to  examine  all  samples  of  tobacco  sub- 
mitted under  atlvertisements  inviting  proposals,  and  enacted  that  ''such  tobacco  as 
may  be  selected  by  said  experts  as  best  for  the  use  of  the  Army  shall  be  purchased  by 
the  Secretary  of  War,"  while  the  prenent  bill  provides  that  the  samples  ** shall  be 
•carefully  examined  by  an  exi>ert  in  tobacco,  and  such  tobacco  as  may  be  selected  by 
«aid  expert  as  best  for  the  use  of  the  Army  shall  be  purchased  by  the  Secretary  of 
War." 

The  latter  bill  therefore  proposes  the  institution  of  a  single  expert,  who  shall  control 
the  Secretary  of  War  in  respect  to  the  sam2)les  of  tobacco  to  be  purchased,  instead  of 
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the  two  of  the  former  bill.  The  selection  of  the  tobacco  from  the  samplee  offered,  is 
to  be  under  l^e  unrestricted  control  of  this  one  man,  who  in  this  matter  is  made  the 
superior  of  a  cabinet  officer,  the  bill  being  mandatory  upon  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
purchase  the  article  selected  by  the  expert. 

The  Military  Committee  of  the  House,  in  reporting  on  the  former  bill  on  March  31, 
1880  (House  Report  No.  679,  Forty-sixth  Cougress,  second  session),  amended  the  same 
^y  striking  out  all  that  portion  relating  to  uie  experts  and  their  functions,  and  the 
rules  as  to  times  of  advertising,  and  prescribed  that  proposals  should  be  annually 
invit-ed  in  certain  principalities,  to  be  opened  at  the  Commissary-General's  Office  and 
acted  upon  by  designated  officenrof  the  Subsistence  Department  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Commissary-General,  and  directed  all  contracts  for  tobacco  for  the  Army  should 
be  made  in  the  city  of  Washington. 

That  such  legislation  is  needless  must  be  apparent.  In  my  annual  report  for  1880, 
referring  to  the  proposed  legislation  in  regard  to  purchasing  tobacco,  I  said : 

'*I  am  of  opinion  that  tobacco  can  be  aa  well  and  economically  purchased  by  invit- 
ing proposals  to  be  opened  in  New  York,  Chicago,  and  Saint  Louis,  as  by  receiving 
proposals  only  in  Washington.'' 

I  am  still  of  that  opinion,  and  have  acted  upon  it  in  the  more  recent  purchases  of 
tobacco.  The  commissaries  of  subsistence  who  are  charged  with  the  duty  of  purchas- 
ing tobacco  for  the  Army  are  amply  competent  for  that  duty.  Whether  or  not  an  ex- 
pert should  select  the  sample  which  should  bind  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  chance  for 
fraud  still  remains  with  the  manufacturer  after  the  contract  is  awarded.  I  respect- 
fully invite  attention  to  pages  14  and  15  of  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Commissaiy- 
General  of  Subsistence,  for  the  year  1880  (copy  herewith),  wnich  fuUy  explained  my 
views  at  that  time. 

Tobacco  is  at  present  procured  by  the  Subsistence  Department  under  contracts 
made  at  different  points  where  there  are  large  manufacturers  and  dealers  in  the  ar- 
ticle, and  competition  is  invited  and  obtained  from  other  points  than  those  in  which 
the  bids  are  opened.  The  contracts  are  made  by  different  officers  of  the  Subsistence 
Department,  who  can  be  and  are  held  to  a  strict  responsibility.  This  responsibility 
extends,  not  simply  to  the  article,  but  to  the  perfect  fairness  of  the  awarding  and 
making  of  the  coutracts  and  to  the  quality  of  the  article  actually  delivered  and 
received. 

I  here  reiterate  the  opinion,  expressed  by  me  when  the  previous  bill  was  before  the 
Committee  on  Militaiy  Affairs,  that  no  special  legislation  on  the  subject  is  necessary. 

I  inclose  herewith,  for  the  information  of  the  Military  Committee,  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, copy  of  advertisement  and  conditions  under  which  tobacco  for  the  Army 
was  recently  purchased  in  Chicago. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  MACFEELY, 
Commissary-General  of  Subsistence. 

Hon.  Secretary  op  War. 

Your  committee  do  not  think  it  would.be  wise  to  require  all  purcha^s 
of  tobacco  to  be  made  at  Washington,  nor  do  they  believe  that  it  would 
be  wise  to  place  in  the  power  of  any  expert  the  final  decision  as  to  what 
tobacco  should  be  accepted  by  the  department.  No  evidence  has  been 
furnished' to  the  committee  that  any  abuses  exist  under  the  present 
system. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  the  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  do  not 
pass,  and  that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 


i 
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August  2. 1882.— Ordered  to  he  printed. 


Mr.  Harrison,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  2119.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (5.2119) 
for  the  relief  of  Martin  L.  Bundy^  respectfully  report: 

That  a  bill  extending  the  same  relief  was  before  the  House  of  Eepre- 
sentatives  at  the  second  session  of  the  Forty-sixth  Congress,  and  was 
reported  by  Mr.  Browne,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  favor- 
ably. The  facts  in  the  case,  as  your  committee  believe,  are  fairly  stated 
in  that  report,  which  was  as  follows : 

Major  Bondy  was  appointed  additional  paymaster,  United  States  Army,  on  the  Slst 
day  of  August,  1861,  and  served  as  such  until  the  i.5th  day  of  April,  1866,  when  he 
was  honorably  discharged  and  mustered  out  of  the  service.  During  the  term  of  Major 
Buudy's  service  he  disbursed  millions  of  money,  and  after  his  discbarge  he  settled  bis 
accounts  with  the  Treasury  Department,  and  on  the  22d  day  of  May,  1872,  received 
from  the  ofiSce  of  the  Second  Auditor  a  certificate  of  non-indebtedness  in  these  words: 

**  Treasury  Departj^knt, 

**  Second  Auditor's  Office, 

"  Ma}f  22,  1872. 

*'  This  is  to  certify  the  accounts  of  MaJ.  M.  L.^nndy,  late  additional  paymaster, 
United  States  Army,  having  been  finally  adjusted  in  this  office  and  confirmed  by  the 
Second  Comptroller,  show  no  indebtedness  on  his  part  to  the  United  States. 

'*E.  B.  FRENCH,  And  tor.'' 

Abont  seven  years  after  this,  say  some  time  in  1879,  upon  a  rradjustment  of  his  ac- 
counts by  the  Second  Auditor,  it  was  found  that  he  had  received  a  duplicate  credit 
for  the  sum  of  |5S%$.72,  and  that  sum  was  due  from  him  to  the  United  States. 

By  tlie  act  of  July  17,  1862,  officers  of  Mwjor  Bundy's  rank  were  entitled  to  forage 
for  two  horses.  From  that  date  until  the  time  of  his  muster  out  of  the  service,  a  period 
of  forty-four  months  and  twenty -nine  days,  the  value  of  this  forage,  according  to 
the  regnlatlons,  is  9719.47.  This  forage  was  never  drawn,  nor  was  it  ever  commuted 
or  paid. 

Under  the  circnmstances  of  this  case  your  committee  think  itisbutjust  that  in  ad- 
justing Migor  Bundy's  account  he  should  be  credited  with  the  value  of  the  forage 
which  was  dne  him  nnder  the  law  and  which  he  did  not  receive. 

Your  committee  recommend  the  following  amendment : 

After  the  woid  ''  horses''  insert  the  words  to  which  he  wob  entitled  and  which  waa. 
And  when  so  amended  the  committeerecommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 
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August  4,  1882.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Van  Wyck,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

EEPOET: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  1304.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  icas  referred  the  bill  (8. 1304)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  John  V.  Bovelly  having  examined  the  same^  report  as 
folloxcs: 

That  John  V.  Bovell  enlisted  in  the  Sixty-sixth  Illinois  Volunteers 
September  10, 1861;  discharged  August  13, 1863,  as  Second  Lieutenant. 
His  subsequent  service  was  as  captain  Company  C,  One  hundred  and 
thirty-fifth  Illinois  Volunteers,  from  June  6, 1804,  to  Septemb  er28, 1864, 
and  as  captain  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  fiftieth  Illinois  Volun- 
teers, from  February  14, 1865,  to  January  16,  1866. 

In  December,  1861,  he  was  injured  in  the  line  of  duty  in  a  railroad 
collision  on  the  North  Missouri  Eailroad. 

In  line  of  duty  at  battle  of  Shiloh  he  received  a  shock  to  his  nervous 
system,  connected  with  imprisonment  at  Libby  Prison  for  six  months, 
developed  symptoms  of  mental  aberration,  and  finally  resulted  in  his 
insanity. 

This  claim  was  rejected  at  department  because  the  insanity  did  not 
result  fromthe  injuries  alleged.  Your  committee,  however,  believe  that 
the  injuries  jwere  suflBcient,  and  the  medical  evidence  shows  that  the 
injuries  migiit  produce  insanity. 

Your  committee  report  herewith  a  bill  granting  a  pension  to  John  V. 
Bovell,  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  bill  S.  1304. 
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Mr.  ShebmaN)  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

EEPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  1023.] 

The  Committee  on  Finance,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8. 1023)  for  the 
relief  of  the  sureties  of  Oeorge  F.  Flliott,  have  considered  the  same,  and 
respectfully  report: 

That  in  October,  1871,  a  judgment  was  obtained  in  the  United  States 
circuit  court  for  the  southern  district  of  Ohio  against  George  F.  Elliott^ 
principal,  and  William  A.  Elliott  and  Louis  Sohngm,  sureties,  on  a  dis- 
tiller's bond  for  the  sum  of  $15,831.66.  Of  this  amount  $9,831.66  were 
on  account  of  taxes  due  the  government,  the  remaining  $6,000  being  on 
account  of  a  meter  which  was  never  in  use  in  the  distillery.  George  F. 
Elliott,  the  principal,  was  insolvent  when  the  judgment  was  obtained, 
and  is  so  now.  Louis  Sohngm  was  not  in  condition  to  assist  in  the  pay- 
ment of  said  judgment.  The  result  was  that  William  A.  Elliott  paid  in 
full  the  amount  of  $9,831.66  due  for  taxes  to  the  goverument,  the 
Treasury  Department  in  May,  1882,  having  suspended  the  collection  of 
the  remaining  $6,000  pending  an  application  to  Congress  for  relief. 

William  A.  Elliott  is  now  dead,  and  the  committee  is  advised  that  the 
payment  of,-the  $6,000  balance  on  said  judgment,  with  interest,  will  im- 
poverish his  widow.  It  is  therefore  thought  in  view  of  all  the  facts  that 
a  credit  should  be  given  on  said  judgment  for  the  sum  of  $6,000,  of 
date  of  November  1, 1871,  with  the  exception  of  such  expenses  as  may 
have  been  incurred  by  the  government  in  enforcing  said  claim.  The 
committee  therefore  report  the  bill  with  an  amendment. 


I 

f 
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Mr,  WiNDOM,  from  the  select  committee  on  the  subject,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

Hie  select  committee  appointed  to  inquire  whether  any  money  has  been 
raised  to  promote  or  defeat  the  bill  (H.  R.  5656)  to  amend  certain  laws  on 
the  subject  of  distilled  spirits  in  bonded  warehouses  respectfully  report: 

That  they  have  examined  under  oath  several  persons  who  were  in  the 
city  of  Washington  urging  the  passage  of  said  bill,  and  also  several  of 
the  principal  distillers  and  dealers  in  whisky,  officers  of  national  organi- 
zations, and  other  persons  who  were  believed  to  be  best  informed  upon  the 
subject  under  investigation.  The  committee  obtained  much  valuable  in- 
formation as  to  the  condition  of  the  whisky  trade  and  the  methods  em- 
ployed to  obtain  relief  from  overproduction,  but  they  did  not  find  that  any 
money  had  been  corruptly  employed  to  promote  the  passage  of  said  bill. 
The  evidence  disclosed  certain  facts  existing  at  the  time  the  investigation 
was  ordered  which,  unexplained,  furnished  sufficient  ground  for  the  be- 
lief that  large  amounts  of  money  were  being  raised  for  the  purpose  of 
promoting  legislation  in  the  interest  of  the  whisky  trade,  and  which, 
unexplained,  doubtless  furnished  the  reasons  for  believing  that  it  was 
intended  to  influence  tihe  action  of  Congress  upon  said  bill  by  improper 
means.  Some  of  these  facts  and  the  explanations  which  Avere  given 
may  be  briefly  stated. 

In  October,  1881,  a  meeting  of  the  National  Distillers  and  Spirit 
Dealers'  Association  was  held  at  Chicago,  at  which  an  address  of  Mr. 
Henry  M.  Shufeldt,  president  of  the  association,  was  read,  in  which  the 
purposes  and  objects  of  the  organization  were  stated  as  follows : 

While  oiir  membership  has  increased  somewhat  siuce  the  date  of  our  last  meeting,  it 
is  still  very  far  from  what  it  should  be  to  render  our  organization  effective  in  thor- 
oughly guarding  and  advancing  the  int'Crests  of  the  trade  whenever  they  are  assailed 
or  threatened.  The  records  of  the  government  show  that  of  registereddistillers  and 
licensed  wholesale  dealers  there  are  about  10,000.  Certainly  one-half  of  this  number 
should,  and  I  believe  with  the  proi>er  effort  could,  be  brought  within  our  organization. 
A  membership  of  5,000  would  give  us,  in  the  way  of  annual  dues,  at  |;10  each,  $50,000, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  extra  assessments  exacted  of  and  cheerfully  paid  by  the  distil- 
lers. With  $r)(),000  annually  at  our  command,  I  feel  confident  that  the  association 
would  find  little  difficulty  in  staying  the  wave  of  fanaticism  and  intolerance  which,  if 
not  checked,  threatens  to  sweep  over  a  great  portion  of  our  fair  land.  There  would 
no  longer  rise  a  necessity  for  the  calls  that  are  made  with  singular  regularity  upon 
individual  members  of  our  trade  during  each  recurring  session  of  our  State  legislatures. 
The  fund  thus  equally  and  equitably  derived  from  the  many,  while  it  would  impose  a 
burden  upon  none,  would  prove  a  great  relief  to  those  few  who  have  annually  sus- 
tained this  tax.  There  would  also  be  some  guarantee  that  the  funds  thus  raised  would 
l»e  both  honestly  and  effectively  applied.  I  believe  it  to  be  the  mission  of  our  association 
to  guard  our  businesn  from  oppressive  and  destructive  State  legislatioti,  no  less  than  it  is 
its  misnion  to  promote  the  enactment  of  friendUj  national  laxrsj  and  defeat,  so  far  as  possi- 
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blp,  the  passage  of  those  inimical  to  our  interests  and  onr  prosperity.  1  would,  indeed, 
recommend  the  appointment  of  a  special  committee  at  this  meeting  to  take  charge  oi 
this  work,  and  this  committee  should  be  composed  of  the  most  intelligent  and  ti-ust- 

worthy  members  of  our  association. 

•  «  •  «  •  «  • 

It  seemed  to  be  not  an  unfair  inference  from  this  express  declaration 
that  the  "mission"  of  the  association  was,  among  other  things,  "to  pro- 
mote the  enactment  of  friendly  national  laws,"  in  connection  with  the 
appeal  for  more  money;  that  it  was  their  desire  and  intention  to  influ- 
ence legislation  by  the  use  of  this  money  in  some  way.  That  the  con- 
vention was  in  full  sympathy  with  the  purposes  and  recommendatioDS 
of  its  president  appears  by  the  following  extract  fiom  its  subsequent 
proceedings^ 

Mr.  Pratt,  of  Chicago.  In  pursuance  of  the  recommendation  made  by  the  presidentf  I 
would  like  to  offer  this  resolution: 

^^Besolved,  That,  appreciating  the  importance" of  enlarging  the  membership  of  this 
association,  and  thereby  enlarging  its  usefulness,  we  fully  iudnrse  the  recommendation 
of  orr  worthy  president,  and  hereby  resolve  ourselves  into  a  committee  of  the  whole 
on  membershi]),  and  pledge  our  individual  efforts,  one  and  all,  to  bringing  members  of 
the  trade  within  our  organization." 

Soon  after  these  declarations  of  a  purpose  to  raise  money  to  "promote 
the  enactment  of  friendly  national  laws,"  representatives  of  the  w  hiskj 
interest  appeared  in  Washington  to  urge  the  passage  of  House  bill  5656, 
which  contained  provisions  deemed  by  some  in  the  direction  of  **  friendly 
legislation."  The  next  month  (November)  very  heavy  assessments  be- 
gan to  be  made  upon  many  of  the  large  distilleries,  which  were  contin- 
ued until  the  month  of  April  last,  when  they  had  reached  an  aggregate 
of  over  $700,000,  some  houses  being  assessed  as  high  as  $15,000.  This 
large  sum  was  proven  to  have  been  used  entirely  to  j)romote  tlie  expor- 
tation of  spirits,  and  thereby  i)revent  a  ruinous  fall  of  prices  in  the  home 
market,  and  the  committee  were  convinced  that  the  proceeds  of  said 
assessments  were  not  used  to  intiuence  legislation. 

The  committee  have  no  doubt,  however,  that  these  large  assessments, 
coming  so  soon  after  the  declaration  of  the  Chicago  convention,  of  its 
purpose  to  raise  money  to  promote  friendly  legislation,  and  while  said 
bill  was  pending  in  Congrpss,  created  an  impression  upon  the  minds  of 
many  persons  (who  were  not  advised  as  to  the  use  which  wa«  to  be  made 
of  the  money)  that  there  was  some  connection  between  the  assessments 
and  the  proposed  legislation. 

On  the  Gth  of  last  April,  and  while  said  bill  was  pending  in  Congress, 
a  meeting  of  liquor-dealers  and  distillers  was  held  in  Louisville,  Ky., 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  money  to  influence  legislation  in  their  inter- 
est, as  appears  by  the  following  extract  from  the  proceedings  given  in 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  J.  M.  Atherton: 

At  a  meeting  of  the  wholesale  liquor-dealers  and  distillers,  held  at  the  Gait  House 
April  6,  1^8*2,  for  the  purpose  of  organizing  an  association  to  make  an  effort  to  have  the 
tax  reduced  on  whisky  to  50c.  per  gallon ^  it  was 

liesolvtdj  That  a  committee  of  six  be  appointed^  consisting  of  Charles  P.  Moorman, 
chairman;  H.  A.  Theirman,  F.  W.  Bonnie,  B.  D.  Mattingly,  Aug.  Coldenay,  Wm.  T. 
Koss,  to  solicit  subscriptions  from  the  whisky  interests  of  this  city,  payable  to  the 
order  of  H.  H.  Shutieldt,  and  that  Louisville  should  contrioute  $5,000. 

J.  M.  ATHERTON,  Chairman. 
\yM.  T.  KOSS,  Seeretary. 

We,  the  undersigned,  agree  to  contribute  the  amount  opposite  our  names  for  the 
purposes  named : 

The  J.  M.  Atherton  Co.  (paid) $250  00 

C.r.Moorman  &  Co.  (paid) 500  0(» 

Bonnie  Bros,  (paid) 250  00 

E.  H.  Chase  ife  Co.  (paid) 250  00 
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Cochran  Fulton  Co.  (paid) $250  00 

Jesse  Moore  &  Co.  (paid) 250  00 

Alvin  Wood  &  Co.  (paid) 100  00 

Hofheimer&Selliger(paid)..'. 250  00 

Frankel  &  Block  (paid) - 100  00 

Lee,  Bloom  &  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

Stoge  &  Reiling  (paid) 100  00 

Brown,  Thompson  &  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

M.  ScUurtz  (paid) 50  00 

Jdo.  B.  McIlrain&Son  (paid) 50  00 

Taylor  &  Williams  (paid) 50  00 

Mellwood  Distilling  Co.,  by  G.  W.  Sweargin,  president  (paid) 250  00 

J.  G.  Mattingly  &  Sons  (paid) 250  00 

J.  W.  Lyon  &  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

Kentncky  Distilling  Co.,  by  Julias  Barkhonse,  preset  (paid) 100  00 

Gilmore/Ross  &  Co.  (paidj 25  00 

Harris  &  Callaghan  (paid) 50  00 

John  Callaghan  &  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

Davis  &  Haden(paid) , 100  00 

Walker&Co.  (paid) 25  00 

Bartley  Johnson  &  Co.  (paid) 100  00 

Applegate  &  Sons  (paid) 100  00 

Aug.  Coldenay  (paid) 50  00 

Robt.  G.  McCorkle  (paid) 50  00 

W.  L.  Wellor(paid) 25  00 

H.  A.  Thierman&  Co.  (paid) 250  00 

Wm.  Robin  &Co.  (paid) 25  00 

Henry  Wolff  (paid) 50  00 

Dan.  E.  Doherty  «fe  Co.  (paid) 50  QO 

Lapp,  GoldsmitlKfe  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

J.  Seekamp  &  Bro.  (paid) 50  00 

J.  Simon  &  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

4, 300  00 

We  certify  the  foregoing  to  be  a  true  copy  from  the  original  in  onr  possession. 

C.  P.  MOORMAN  &  CO. 

Louis viLLK,  Ky.,  May  29,  1882. 

The  declaration  that  "Louisville  should  raise  $5,00Cfor  the  purpose 
named  in  said  resolution  seemed  to  warrant  the  inference  that  a  very 
large  sum  Avas  contemplated  from  the  dealers  and  distillers  of  the  entire  . 
country,  but  the  evidence  taken  by  the  committee  showed  that  other 
localities  did  not  respond  so  liberally  as  that  city  had  done.  Mr.  Shu- 
feldt,  president  of  the  National  Distillers  and  Spirit  Dealers'  Associa- 
tion, to  whom  the  $4,300  raised  at  Louisville  was  remitted,  swore  that  he 
also  collected  $1,000  in  Lexington,  Ky.,  $1,500  in  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
$1,000  in  Pennsylvania.  As  to  the  $4,300  raised  at  Louisville,  to  aid  in 
securing  a  reduction  of  the  tax  on  whisky  to  50  cents  per  gallon^  he 
testified  tha^he  still  had  it  in  his  possession,  and  that  the  $3,500  raised 
elsewhere — 

Was  put  into  my  bauds  for  any  purpose  I  saw  fit,  prohibition,  or  anything  in  that 
line.  Wci  have  bad  a  great  deal  of  trouble  in  the  Nortwestbern  States  during  the  last 
year  or  two,  and  this  money  was  raised  for  anything  I  saw  fit,  and  I  have  used  it  mainly 
in  prohibition. 

Q.  You  say  you  have  used  it  on  prohibition ;  how  T 

Mr.  Shufkldt.  I  have  done  it  by  passing  it  through  prohibition  people  who  were 
coming  after  subscriptions  for  prohibition. 

Q.  Do  you  mean,  to  help  pass  prohibitory  laws  ? 

Mr.  SuuFELDT.  No ;  anti-prohibitory  laws,  that's  what  we  are  after.  We  have 
got  to  do  this  fighting  all  the  time. 

It  was  also  proven  that  the  Kentucky  Distillers  Association  had 

I       agreed  to  pay  Col.  G.  C.  Wharton,  an  attorney  of  Louisville,  Ky.,  $5,000 

for  his  services  in  connection  with  the  passage  of  the  bonded  extension 

*•      bill,  and   that  $1,000  had  been  paid  him  on  account.    The  evidene>e 
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showed  that  Colonel  Wharton  prepared  the  bill  and  made  arguments  be- 
fore  the  committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  but  did  not  show 
that  anything  was  done  by  him  inconsistent  ^ith  the  character  of  an 
honorable  attorney. 

Other  small  contributions  were  proven,  amounting  to  several  hundred 
dollars,  to  pay  the  expenses  of  persons  who  visited  Washington  to  pro- 
mote the  passage  of  the  bill,  making  a  total  of  over  $13,000,  which  the 
committer  found  had  been  raised  "to  promote  friendly  national  legisla- 
tion in  various  ways'';  but,  as  already  stated,  it  was  not  proven  that 
any  part  of  this  money  was  corruptly  employed  for  that  purpose.  ^Htt 

In  the  process  of  the  investigation,  imputations  were  cast  uponjcer- 
tain  very  reputable  journalists  by  Mr.  A.  C.  Buell,  which,  your  commit- 
tee take  pleasure  in  saying,  were  wholly  unsustained  by  the  evidence. 

The  evidence  taken  by  your  committee  is  herewith  submitted : 


TESTIMONY 

IN  REGARD  TO 

DISTILLED  SPIRITS  IN  SPECIAL  BONDED  WAREHOUSES. 

BEFORE  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  SENATE  TO  INQUIRE  WHETHER 
ANY  MONEY  HAS   BEEN   RAISED  TO  PROMOTE  OR  DEFEAT  BILL  H.  R. 
5656    TO    AMEND    CERTAIN    LAWS    ON    THE    SUBJECT    OF    DISTILLED 
SPIRITS  IN  SPECIAL  BONDED  WAREHOUSES,  CONSISTING  OF  SENATORS. 
WINDOM  (CHAIRMAN),  HAWLEY,  HARRISON,  COCKRELL,  AND  PUGH. 


Washington,  D.  C,  Monday^  May  29, 1882. 
William  H.  Thomas  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Please  state  your  name  and  residence. — Answer.  Willianr 
H.  Thomas,  Louisville,  Ky. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  ? — A.  I  am  a  wholesale  liquor  dealer,  buy 
whiskies  from  distillers  and  sell  them,  and  I  have  a  small  distillery 
where  I  make  whisky. 

Q.  Where  is  your  distillery? — A.  My  distillery  is  in  Jefferson  County, 
about  seven  miles  from  Louisville. 

Q.  What  sort  of  whisky  do  you  make  t — A.  I  make  old-fashioned, 
hand-made,  sour  mash  whisky. 

Q.  Please  state  to  the  committee,  so  that  we  may  understand  it  at 
the  outset,  the  distinction  between  the  two  products.  There  are,  as  I 
understand  it,  two  different  kinds  of  whisky. — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  whis- 
kies made  in  Kentucky,  Pennsylvania,  and  Maryland  are  made  for 
aging  purposes,  and  when  they  are  8upi>osed  to  be  six,  seven,  or  eight 
years  old  they  are  then  ready  for  use.  They  are  stored  in  bonded 
warehouses,  and  cure  while  stored,  and  as  long  as  they  are  kept  they 
improve. 

Q.  Up  to  what  time  does  that  improvement  go  on  ? — A.  I  believe  it- 
will  improve  as  long  as  it  evaporates;  as  long  as  the  water  will  leave  it 
it  will  continue  to  improve. 

Q.  la  the  improvement  caused  by  the  evaporation  of  water  or  other 
elements  in  the  whisky! — A.  I  am  not  a  chemist,  but  I  think  whisky 
ten  years  old  is  better  than  it  is  when  it  is  eight,  and  better  eight  years 
old  than  six. 

Q.  Now,  what  is  the  other  kind  of  whisky  ? — A.  Those  whiskies  are 
made  in  distilleries  west  and  north  of  the  Ohio,  in  Missouri,  Kansas, 
Iowa,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Ohio,  and  are*  as  valuable  the 
day  they  are  made  as  they  are  ever  afterwards. 

Q.  Please  explain  to  the  committee,  if  you  know,  how  that  difference 
of  value  is  produced — why  one  has  as  much  value  when  produced  as 
it  ever  has,  and  the  other  takes  eight  or  ten  years  to  perfect. — A.  Well, 

S.  Rep.  878 1 
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sir,  there  are  two  grades  of  whisky  made  for  immediate  use,  alcohol  and 
cologne  spirits.  In  all  probability  three-quarters  of  the  tax  that  is  col- 
lected from  whisky  is  collected  from  that  character  of  whisky.  Alcohol 
enters  into  compounds  and  into  manufacturing  purposes.  Then  they 
make  a  cologne  spirit  which  is  free  from  taste  or  smell  and  has  no  flavor. 
That  is  used  for  blending  with  the  whiskies  that  we  make  in  Kentucky, 
Maryland,  and  in  Pennsylvania.  There  is  a  business  which  they  call 
compounding  whiskies.  They  will  buy,  say,  100  barrels  of  these  straight 
whiskies  that  are  put  into  bonded  warehouses  for  aging,  and  then  they 
will  buy  100  barrels  of  this  cologne  spirit  that  has  no  flavor- 
By  Mr.  PuGH : 

Q.  Is  that  pure  alcohol? — A.  Pure  alcohol — .yea,  sir;  proof  alcohol, 
proof  spirit.  They  will  take  that  and  blend  it  with  those  whiskies  that 
are  made  for  aging,  and  they  will  make  two  barrels  out  of  one.  That 
is  a  compounded  whisky,  or  blended  whisky. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  But  take  the  original  manufacture  of  the  colognespirits — the  high- 
wines,  as  I  believe  they  are  called — and  the  bodrbon,  or  whatever  the 
proper  name  is  for  the  other  kind  of  liquors,  and  what  is  the  difference 
in  the  manufacture;  why  is  one  kind  worth  so  much  more  than  the 
other  f — A.  One  is  made  out  of  selected  grain,  and  made  \\ith  great  care ; 
it  is  made  from  the  very  best  grain,  while  you  can  make  just  as  much 
alcohol  out  of  rejected  grain  as  you  can  out  of  the  best  sort.  You  can 
buy  grain  suitable  for  alcohol  sometimes  on  the  Chicago  and  Cincinnati 
markets  for  5  or  10  cents  a  bushel  less  than  a  good  quality.  You  can 
make  alcohol  out  of  potatoes;  you  can  make  it  out  of  oats;  you  cau 
make  it  out  of  anything  that  has  saccharine  matter  in  it. 

Q.  Then  the  high- wine  product  is  out  of  an  inferior  material? — A. 
Yes,  sir;  sometimes. 

Q.  The  manufacture  is  substantially  the  same! — A.  Yes — the  manu- 
facture is  not  the  same,  because  we  make  whisky  by  hand  in  Kentucky. 
In  mashing  100  bushels  of  grain  in  a  day  you  will  use  100  little  tubs  to 
make  the  mash  in.  It  is  a  slow  operation ;  and  then  the  yield  per  bushel 
of  grain  is  not  as  much — ^j'ou  don't  get  as  many  gallons  out  of  a  bushel 
of  grain  as  you  will  in  a  high-wine  distillery.  It  will  cost  a  high-wine 
distiller  to  make  high-wine  to-d^y  about  22  cents.  It  costs  a  man  who 
makes  the  kind  of  whisky  that  we  make  in  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
and  in  Kentucky,  from  30  to  45  cents. 

Q.  What  is  the  relative  market  value  of  those  two  kinds  of  whiskies 
at  the  time  they  are  produced* — A.  That  depends  entirely  uiK)n  the 
price  of  grain. 

Q.  About  what  is  it  now,  if  you  know  I — A.  I  do  not  keep  up  with  the 
market.    I  think  in  all  probability  that  high- wines  to-day  are  worth  $1.1^- 

Q.  Does  the  purchaser  pay  the  tax? — A;  Yes;  about  22  cents,  and  90 
cents  makes  $1.12.  Bourbon  or  rye  whisky  is  worrh  from  50  cents  to  70 
cents  in  bond. 

Q.  Does  it  sell  for  that  in  the  market  now  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  bourbon  or  rye  worth! — A.  From  50  cent^  to  70  cent8, 
when  new. 

Q.  What  is  the  value  of  that  same  whisky  when  it  is  six  or  eight  years 
oldf — A.  When  there  is  a  scarcity  in  the  market,  it  is  very  high.  I  ap- 
I)rehena  that  that  class  of  whisky  is  going  to  be  very  cheap  fronrthe 
fact  that  tliere  is  a  very  large  over-production.  When  there  is  an  over- 
production prices  go  down,  but  when  there  is  a  scarcity  in  the  market, 
prices  go  up. 
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Q.  What  is  it  worth  now,  six  or  eight  years  old! — ^A.  I  have  got  whisky 
in  my  house^  made  in  January,  1879  (that  is  three  years  and  four  months 
old  now),  that  I  would  be  very  glad  to  sell  for  $2.25,  tax  paid.  Then  I 
have  other  brands  of  whisky  there  (we  sell  more  upon  the  brand  that  is 
upon  the  barrel  than  upon  the  character  of  the  whisky  in  it),  that  is 
worth  $3.50,  three  and  a  half  years  old;  it  will  be  four  years  old  next 
September. 

Q.  That  is  tax  paid! — A.  That  is  tax  paid;  yes,  sir 

Q.  Now,  how  much  more  valuable  will  that  be  in  three  or  four  j'ears 
more! — A.  I  have  my  doubts  as  to  whether  the  prices  will  be  improved 
from  this  time  on  enough  to  cover  the  shrhikage  and  the  interest  upon 
the  investment,  for  the  simple  reason  that  too  much  whisky  was  pro- 
duced in  1881,  and  too  much  whisky  of  that  kind  was  produced  in  1882. 
There  is  enough  of  it  produced  now  in  those  two  seasons  to  run  the 
trade  which  will  require  that  kind  of  whisky  for  six  years. 

Q.  What  is  the  average  demand  for  that  kind  of  whisky  per  an- 
num?— A.  About  20,000,000  gallons  is  the  most  that  has  ever  been 
sold. 

Q.  That  is  the  maximum;  what  is  about  the  average! — A.  I  would 
say  15,000,000  gallons  a  year  of  that  character  of  whisky  for  the  last 
ten  years. 

Q.  Then  there  is  now  in  bond  how  much! — A.  About  80,000,000,  or 
there  will  be  about  that  much  on  the  first  of  July.  There  were  con- 
tracts made  a  year  and  a  half  ago  for  this  whisky,  and  a  great  many 
parties  got  out  of  them.  I  made  contracts  for  some  myself,  and  I  paid 
the  parties  quite  a  large  sum  of  money  to  release  me  from  the  contracts, 
seeing  that  there  was  going  to  be  too  much  produced. 

Q.  Who  are  the  customers  for  this  high-class  whisky — I  mean  what 
class  of  customers  1 — A.  The  dealers ;  all  dealers  in  whisky.  Saint  Paul 
and  Minneapolis  have  a  great  deal  of  it. 

Q.  Do  they  use  that  kind  of  whisky  for  compounding  now? — A.  They 
use  it  for  blending,  yes,  sir ;  they  call  it  blending. 

Q.  Are  high- wine  distillers  fl  will  use  that  term  to  distinguish  from 
the  others)  desirous  of  the  passage  of  this  bill  that  is  pending  now  ! — 
A.  I  do  not  think  the  high-wiue  men  have  any  special  interest  m  it. 
Their  interest  is  in  the  reduction  of  the  tax.  Their  mode  of  doing  busi- 
ness is  to  make  the  whisky  and  get  the  money  for  it  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible. Our  interest  is  to  make  it,  keep  it,  and  postpone  the  sale  of  it 
upon  the  idea  that  as  it  gets  older  we  can  make  more  money  upon  it. 
We  always  do  that  whenever  there  is  not  too  much  made.  But  the  whole 
whisky  interest  of  the  country  went  wild  upon  whisky  two  years  ago, 
and  I  will  give  you  the  reason  for  it :  After  1873,  when  the  panic  com- 
menced, the  production  of  whisky  was  reduced  every  year,  and  in  1879, 
when  good  times  re\ived,  there  was  but  a  small  stock  of  this  class  of 
whisky  in  the  country'.  The  whole  labor  of  the  country  was  put  to  work, 
and  they  are  the  people  who  consume  the  whisky.  There  was  not  enough, 
and  the  price  went  way  up,  and  the  men  who  had  any  made  immense 
profit  on  it.  A  man  would  buy  it  to-day  and  sell  it  to-morrow  until  we 
all  just  went  wild  and  made  contracts  with  the  distillers  in  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  and  Kentucky  for  whisky  to  be  made  a  year  or  two  ahead, 
and  this  resulted  in  too  much  whisky. 

Q.  What  was  the  price  of  this  higher  grade  whisky  in  1873  and 
1874.  after  the  panic! — A.  Well,  the  price  even  in  our  State  varied, 
for  tne  reason  that  the  distillers'  brands  have  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
it.    Yon  will  find  whisky  made  by  some  obscure  man  in  the  country 
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which  is  quite  as  good  as  that  made  by  the  most  well-kBown  distillers, 
but  it  brings  a  great  deal  less.  ^ 

Q.  Do  you  remember  about  the  average  price  or  range  of  prices! — 
A.  Well,  sir,  it  sold  iu  bond  for  about  25  cents  to  GO  cents  during  the 
dull  times,  according  to  the  reputation  of  the  distillers  who  made  it. 

Q.  There  was  quite  a  large  supply  on  hand  at  that  time,  I  believe! — 
A.  No ;  you  will  see  by  the  Commissioner's  report  to  Congress — he  tab- 
ulates it  every  year — that  from  1873  down  to  1879  less  of  this  character 
of  whisky  was  produced  each  year.  In  1879  they  made  a  little  more 
than  iu  1878,  and  in  1880  they  made  60  per  cent,  more  than  they  did  in 
1879,  and  in  1881  they  made  double  as  much  as  they  made  in  1880,  and 
in  1882  nearly  as  much  as  they  made  in  1881.  I  firmly  believe  that  if 
no  whisky  is  made  in  the  next  three  years  the  supply  on  hand  in  bonded 
warehouses  will  meet  all  of  the  demands  of  the  trade. 

Q.  Is  there  any  reduction  in  the  amount  made  now,  or  is  it  going  on 
as  largely  as  ever! — A.  They  are  stopping  everywhere.  Now,  Mr. 
Atherton,  one  of  the  gentlemen  who  is  summoned  before  your  com- 
mittee, telegraphed  to  Senator  Beck  that  his  New  York  partner  had 
arrived  at  home,  and  that  they  were  winding  up  their  year's  business — 
stopping  their  large  distilleries.  Now,  this  is  in  the  month  of  May,  and 
it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to  come  here  before  Thursday  or  Friday. 
He  ran  all  his  distilleries  last  year,  and  they  are  the  next  largest  in  the 
State.  They  ran  away  into  the  middle  of  July  last  season.  He  now 
stops  two  months  earlier  than  he  did  last  year. 

Q.  I  notice  the  amount  placed  in  bond  during  the  last  three  months 
seems  to  be  larger  than  at  almost  any  other  time  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  for 
the  reason  that  that  is  the  season  wheti  they  make  the  most.  In  March, 
April,  and  May  I  believe  they  generally  produce  more  than  in  any  other 
months. 

Q.  What  are  the  organizations  representing  the  distilling  of  whisky 
interests  that  you  know;  there  is  a  national  organization? — ^A.  Yes, 
sir ;  there  is  but  one  that  affects  the  character  of  the  whisky  that  I  deal 
in. 

Q.  What  is  that  called? — A.  The  National  Distillers'  and  Liquor 
Dealers'  Association. 

Q.  Who  is  the  president  of  that  ? — A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Shufeldt,  of  Chicago. 
Dr.  liush  is  the  secretary,  and  Mr.  Stevens,  of  Cincinnati,  is  the  treas- 
urer.   I  am  one  of  the  executive  committee. 

Q.  Does  that  embrace  the  high-wine  distillers,  too? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Both  the  interests  are  united  in  that  organization? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  is  the  treasurer  of  that  organization  ? — A.  Mr.  Stevens,  of 
Cincinnati. 

Q.  Please  state  to  us  the  character  of  that  organization,  if  you  please. 

Mr.  CocKRELL.  When  gotten  up,  and  so  on. 

The  Chairman.  Yes ;  :give  us  the  machinery,  and  what  its  objects 
and  purposes  are. — A.  I  think  it  was  organized — there  had  been  several 
attempts  to  have  an  organization,  but  one  was  never  perfected  until 
;;Iie  fall  of  1879,  when  the  organization  was  formed  at  the  instance  of 
the  high-wine  distillers.  They  believed  that  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Internal  lievenue  Department  affected  the  practical  working  of 
tlie  distilleries  in  relation  to  the  fermenting  period,  and  it  was  thought 
if  we  could  get  togetht-r  and  come  to  Washington  we  could  get  the  law 
changed. 

Q.  When  was  that  ?— A.  That  was  in  the  fall  of  1879— that  we  could 
get  the  law  changed  by  which  distilleries  making  high  wines  could  get 
a  better  regulation  in  relation  to  the  fermenting  period;  that  the  gov- 


DISTILLED    SPIRITS    IN    SPECIAL   BONDED    WAREHOUSES.  5 

emment  would  not  be  injured  by  it,  and  the  distillers  would  be  very 
much  benefited.  Two  years  before  that  Congress  had  passed  the  law 
increasing  the  time  for  keeping  whisky  in  bond  from  one  year  to  three 
years. 

Q.  That  was  in  1878  f — A.  1878.  And  the  interest  that  I  represent 
believed  we  ought  to  have  some  change  in  the  law  in  relation  to  that. 
The  government  was  charging  us  interest  for  the  two  years  extra.  We 
thought  we  ought  to  have  an  abatement  of  that  interest,  and  that  we 
ought  not  to  pay  the  tax  upon  that  which  was  not  withdrawn  from 
bond.  In  preparing  the  bill  it  was  suggested  by  some  one  that  there 
would  be  no  whisky  in  bond  if  no  limitation  was  made  as  to  outage; 
that  it  should  not  exceed  so  much,  fixed,  I  think,  at  7^  gallons  for  three 
years ;  that  if  it  exceeded  that  amount  we  had  to  pay  the  tax  upon  the 
Whisky  whether  it  was  in  the  barrel  or  not.  So  the  two  interests  united ; 
one  wanted  a  change  in  the  fermenting  period,  and  the  other  wanted 
the  interest  for  the  two  years  taken  oft'  and  the  proper  allowance  for 
shrinkage. 

Q.  Were  the  high-wine  people  interested  in  these  things  you  speak 
of  in  the  fermenting  period,  or  in  the  abatement  of  the  interest? — A. 
They  were  interested  in  both,  because  the  high-wine  men  believed  they 
would  be  benefited  by  it. 

Q.  What  did  they  accomplish  by  the  legislation  they  sought  for  in 
1879  f — A.  They  wanted  to  get  a  change  in  the  law ;  the  manner  in  which 
the  law  required  them  to  ferment  their  whiskies.  The  law  required  that 
when  the  beer  was  in  the  fermenting  tubs  it  had  to  be  turned  out  at 
a  certain  hour.  It  was  turned  out  at  that  hour,  at  all  seasons,  warm 
and  cold.  The  distiller  would  not  get  as  much  whisky  out  of  the  grain 
ias  he  would  if  it  was  turned  out  when  the  beer  was  in  a  proper  condi- 
tion; when  it  was  just  exactly  in  a  condition  to  distill.  General  Eauni 
possibly  is  the  most  practical  man  we  have  ever  known  in  the  depart- 
ment. He  is  a  man  who  has  made  a  study  of  these  things,  and  he  saw 
the  difficulty,  and  went  before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and 
explained  it  to  the  committee  and  they  saw  it  and  reported  the  bill. 

Q.  Now,  to  come  at  the  point  exactly.  The  high- wine  men  wanted  a 
change  in  the  law  as  to  the  mode  of  distilling.  Did  they  want  to  get 
the  law  changed  also  as  to  the  time  of  the  bond! — A.  Yes,  sir;  they 
made  no  objection  to  it.  There  were  a  few  high- wine  distillers  objecteil 
in  Peoria,  111. 

Q.  But  in  1879  they  joined  with  you  gentlemen  in  .seeking  the 
change? — A.  They  joined  th^  association  in  1879. 

Q.  The  association  was  formed  in  the  spring  or  fall  of  1879! — A.  In 
the  fall  of  1879. 

Q.  And  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  securing  this  change  of  law! — A. 
It  was  formed  for  various  purposes.  It  was  formed  for  that  purpose. 
We  believed,  for  instance,  that  by  uniting  together  we  could  come  to 
Congress  and  ask  just  laws.  We  knew  that  we  were  large  contributors 
to  the  government,  and  we  believed  that  if  we  came  here  with  intelli- 
gent representatives  from  among  our  own  people  who  would  present  to 
Congress  requests  that  afiect  our  business,  they  would  listen  to  us 
better  as  a  body  than  if  each  man  came  separately. 

Q.  Now  tell  us,  as  near  as  you  remember,  what  kind  of  an  organi- 
zation that  was.  In  the  first  place, where  did  you  organize  it! — A.  We 
organized  it  in  Cincinnati. 

Q.  Was  there  a  public  meeting  in  which  all  the  distilling  interests 
were  largely  represented! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  was  the  notice  given;  was  it  by  writing  to  the  parties  or 
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public  notice! — A.  Published;  everything  was  public  and  published 
iu  the  papers. 

Q.  It  was  an  open  convention! — A.  Yes,  sir;  there  are  two  or  three 
papers  in  the  county  entirely  devoted  to  our  interests. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  a  copy  of  the  call  for  that  convention ! — A.  I  can 
get  it  for  you,  but  I  can't  give  it  now. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  be  obliged  if  you  will  furnish  it. 

The  Witness.  I  can  give  you  the  copy  of  the  proceedings  with  it. 
Everything  we  have  ever  done  has  been  published  in  all  the  Western 
papers.  We  never  had  a  secret  meeting ;  we  never  had  a  meeting  that 
was  not  exposed  to  the  public,  and  everything  has  been  published  in 
the  Western  papers. 

Q.  How  largely  was  the  distilling  interest  represented  at  that  first 
meeting! — A.  I  think  possibly  half  of  the  distilling  interests — more 
than  half,  I  think. 

Q.  Is  not  there  another  organization  with  other  officers ! — A.  Yes, 
sir;  there  is  an  organization  in  the  West,  that  was  formed  about  five 
or  six  months  ago,  called  the  Western  Export  Association. 

Q.  Who  is  the  president  of  that? — A.  Mr.  H.  P.  Miller,  of  Riverton, 
Illinois. 

Q.  Who  is  the  treasurer? — A.  I  think  Mr.  Stevens;  I  am  not  certain 
thougb.  But  when  Mr.  Shufeldt  gets  here  he  can  give  you  all  the  in- 
formation about  that,  and  will  be  very  glad  to  do  it.  He  can  tell  you 
all  about  it ;  but  I  cannot  tell  you  about  it  from  my  own  personal  knowl- 
edge.   I  am  not  a  member  of  it. 

Q.  You  are  not  a  member  of  that  organization — ^>^ou  are  of  the  other  ! — 
A.  I  am  a  member  of  the  other. 

Q.  Are  those  two  organizations  in  entire  harmony  with  each  other! — 
A.  They  have  nothing  to  do  with  each  other  whatever.  This  last  as- 
sociation was  formed  fbr  the  purpose  of  regulating  production  and  main- 
taining prices  in  this  country.    It  is  a  sort  of  pooling  arrangement. 

Q.  The  other  was  formed  for  general  purposes,  especially  for  legisla- 
tion ! — A.  The  other  was  formed  for  general  pur]K>ses. 

Q.  To  protect  their  interests  in  various  ways,  to  get  changes  of  the 
law,  &c. ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  that  organization  you  came  to 
Washington  in  1880! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  at  the  instance  of  that  organization  that  the  law  of  1880 
was  passed;  I  mean  at  their  suggestion  ! — A.  There  were  ten  or  twelve 
of  us  who  came  here  from  various  parts  Of  the  country. 

Q.  Was  the  law  that  passed,  the  law  asked  for  by  the  organization  t 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Or  did  any  of  you  have  a  different  sort  of  law  in  mind! — A.  The 
law  that  we  asked  for  I  "think  was  passed  without  any  change  whatever, 
without  the  dotting  of  an  "  i "  or  the  crossing  of  a  *'  t." 

Q.  Who  drew  that  act ! — A.  It  was  drawn  by  this  committee.  There 
wa^  a  rum  interest  from  Boston;  that  was  represented  by  Mr.  Felton, 
of  Boston  ;  then  the  Pennsylvania  interest  was  represented  by  Mr.  Han- 
nis,  of  Philadelphia,  and  Mr.  Sennott. 

Q.  That  is  the  bill  known  as  the  Carlisle  bill! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  one,  if  I  understand  it  rightly,  which  established  the 
bonded  period  at  three  years,  and  abolished  the  5 per  cent,  interest! — 
A.  No ;  that  did  not  establish  the  bonded  period  at  three  years ;  that 
was  done  in  1878 ;  that  was  in  the  Say  lor  joint  resolution. 

Q.  Well,  as  I  understand  it,  the  bonded  period  was  made  in  1878,  and 
with  interest  at  5  per  cent.  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  after  the  first  year. 
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Q.  But  the  law  of  18S0  left  tbe  bonded  period  at  three  years  and  abol- 
ished .the  interest,  and  reduced  the  bond  Irom  double  the  amount  of  the 
tax  to  the  actual  amount  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  changed  the  law  in  rela- 
latiou  to  the  fermenting  period.  Those  were  the  three  things  accom- 
plished. 

Q.  Both  kinds  of  manufacture  were  represented  at  that  time  ? — A. 
Both  represented  at  that  time. 

Q.  Following  the  passage  of  that  bill,  the  next  year  was  a  state  of 
affairs  which  increased  the  whisky  in  bondf — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  oc- 
curred, though,  from  the  revival  of  the  good  times.  The  em])loyment 
of  the  labor  in  the  country  improved  everything ;  money  became  plenty, 
everything  was  prosperous;  not  only  whisky,  but  everything  else. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  distillers  or  distilling  interest  ever 
ado])ted  any  system  of  promoting  sales  in  bond  i — A.  1  think  not. 

Q.  Have  tjjey  employed  agents  to  sell  in  any  waj',  or  to  find  custom- 
ers for  sales  in  bond  f — A.  Well,  we  all  have  commercial  travelers. 

Q.  You  mean  the  manufacturers  f — A.  All  manufacturers  and  deal- 
ers ; ,  we  all  employ  salesmen  to  represent  us  throughout  the  country, 
just  as  any  other  manufacturers  do. 

Q.  What  sort  of  arguments  do  these  agents  use  as  inducements  for 
buying  this  kind  of  whisky? 

The  Witness.  To  buy  whisky? 

^he  Chairman.  Yes,  to  induce  customers  to  buy.  If  we  have  an 
article  for  sale  we  generally  give  some  reason  why  a  man  should  buy  it. — 
A.  Well,  if  he  deals  in  it  we  generally  find  him  an  old  customer  who  has 
been  buying  whisky  right  straight  along  for  years  and  years,  and  he 
wants  it  again.  It  has  not  required  much  argument  for  the  last  few 
years  to  sell  whisky,  but  it  will  require  a  great  deal  of  argument  the 
next  few  years  to  get  them  to  buy. 

Q.  Usually  when  a  manufacturing  establishment  sends  out  agents  to 
sell,  it  sells  to  those  who  want  to  consume  the  article? — A.  Yes,  we  do 
not  go  to  any  one  else  outside  of  the  trade.  We  go  to  dealers,  those  in 
the  business. 

Q.  Has  your  organization  any  constitution  or  by-laws,  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  them  f — A.  I  have  not;  1  will  bring  it  to  you. 

Q.  What  use  have  you  for  a  treasurer? — A.  Well,  sir,  he  is  the  cus- 
todian of  our  funds. 

Q.  Yes,  but  what  use  has  an  organization  of  that  kind  for  funds? — A. 
We  pay  our  president,  secretary,  and  treasurer  salaries ;  they  are  not 
large  salaries. 

Q  What  are  the  salaries? — A.  I  think  we  pay  81,500  a  year  to  the 
secretary,  $600  to  the  president,  and  about  $400  or  $500  to  the  treasurer. 
The  by-laws  will  give  you  the  exact  amount  we  pay  to  each. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  levied  any  assessments  under  your  organization?— 
A.  Never. 

Q.  Have  you  received  contributions  in  any  way  ? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  you  pay  your  officers,  then  ? — A.  Each  member  pays  ten 
dollars  a  year.    I  think  each  dealer  and  each  distiller. 

Q.  The  ten  dollars  a  year  are  paid  for  these  expenses,  then  ? — ^A.  Ten 
dollars  a  year  is  paid  to  be  a  member  of  the  association. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  members  of  the  association  there  are? — 
A.  Seven  or  eight  hundred. 

Q.  Are  they  distillers? — A.  Distillers  and  dealers.  Any  distiller  or 
dealer  by  paying  ten  dollars  becomes  a  member  of  the  association. 

Q.  He  has  to  be  elected  ? — A.  I  mean  can  be  elected. 

Q.  Has  there  ever  been  any  money  raised  by  your  organization  to 
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your  knowledge  except  the  ten  dollars  initiation  fee  ! — A.  ]S^ot  a  dollar 
that  I  ever  heanl  of. 

Q.  Have  there  been  any  contributions  outside  of  the  organization  for 
any  purpose  within  your  knowledge! — A.  None,  sir;  none  whatever. 

Q.  Have  you  employed  agents  or  attorneys  at  Washington  to  conduct 
your  business  here? — A.  The  Kentucky  interest  have  employed  Colonel 
Wharton,  who  sits  here  at  my  right,  as  an  attorney  to  lepresent  them 
in  Washington. 

Q.  The  Kentucky  interest,  you  say.     Is  that  distinct  from  the  gen- 

^  eral  organization! — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  are  just  a  few  of  the  Kentucky 

distillers  and  dealers  who  have  their  business  to  attend  to,  and  made 

arrangements  with  Colonel  Wharton  to  come  on  and  represent  them;  I 

think  maybe  thirty  or  forty. 

Q.  Does  Colonel  Wharton  represent  the  national  organization  or  only 
these  thirty  or  forty  gentlemen!— A.  Well,  he  represents  •uly  those,  I 
think.    He  can  answer  that  question;  but  that  is  my  impression. 

Q.  Have  you  employed  any  other  attorneys  than  Colonel  Wharton! — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  employed  agents  of  anj^  kind  here! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  compensation  do  you  pay  Colonel  Wharton! — A.  Really  I 
do  not  know.  I  am  not  one  of  the  distillei's  or  dealers  that  employed 
him.  I  thought,  if  I  could  get  away  from  Louisvijle,  I  would  come  on 
here  and  attend  to  the  matter  myself.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  em- 
ployed him,  and  do  not  know  what  arrangement  was  made  with  him. 

Q.  Is  there  any  understanding  that  you  know  of  that  the  general 
organization  is  to  pay  expenses  here! — A.  No,  sir;  there  is  no  such 
understanding  that  the  general  organization  is  to  pay  my  expenses. 

Q.  Or  any  expenses! — A.  Or  any  expenses;  I  do  not  think  there  is. 
I  think,  though,  that  whenever  the  general  organization  has  money 
enough  in  its  treasury,  they  will  pay  the  expenses  of  those  who  have 
neglected  their  business  to  come  here  and  attend  to  it. 

Q.  It  is  expected,  then,  that  when  they  do  raise  money,  these  ex- 
penses will  be  paid  by  them! — A.  I  think  they  ought  to.  1  think  they 
will. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  other  association  is  expected  to  con- 
tribute any  part  of  the  expenses  here! — A.  I  have  no  idea  they  will 
contribute  one  cent,  for  they  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  this 
business.  All  I  know  is  what  I  have  read  in  the  papers.  I  have  been 
reading  for  months  that  the  Western  Export  Association  had  meetings 
at  Cincinnati  and  Chicago  for  the  purpose  of  regulating  the  home  mar- 
ket and  providing  for  the  surplus  by  shipping  it  abroad. 

Q.  I  saw  reports  of  a  meeting  at  which  Mr.  Atherton,  or  some  one, 
expected  to  raise  $5,000  for  expenses  here,  and  succeeded  in  raising  only 
$1,200,  and  had  to  adjourn  the  meeting.  Do  you  know  anything  about 
that! — A.  I  know  nothing  about  that.  In  all  probability  it  is  correct, 
but  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  In  your  intercourse  here  have  you  ever  been  approached  by  the 
lobby  here,  or  by  any  outsider,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  employment! — 
A.  I  have  not ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  instance  having  occurred  to  others  ! — 
A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not.  A  great  many  newspaper  men  have  called  upon 
me  at  various  times,  but  always  with  a  view  of  getting  information  in 
relation  to  the  bill  in  order  to  telegraph  it  to  their  papers;  but  no  one 
<;onnected  with  the  press  has  ever  approached  me  in  relation  to  money. 

Q.  Any  one  not  connected  with  the  press  ! — A.  No  one  at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  their  having  approached  any  one  else  ! — A.  I  do 
not,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Harrison  : 

Q.  You  have  never  heard  anything  on  that  subject? — A.  Oh,  I  have 
heard  a  lot  of  talk  in  the  newspapers;  read  it  in  the  newspapers. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  heard  any  talk  among  the  friends  or  promoters  of  the 
billl — A.  No,  sir ;  1  have  not. 

Q.  Did  you  state  when  the  other  organization  was  made  and  when  it 
expires;  I  think  that  was  last  fall,  was  it  not? — A.  I  think  they  organ- 
ized last  fall ;  and  I  think  that  under  their  agreement  it  expired  on  the 
first  day  of  May.  I  think  they  are  now  meeting  at  Chicago.  I  saw  in 
the  papers  they  were  having  a  meeting  in  Chicago  last  Friday  or  Sat- 
urday, with  a  view  of  trying  to  resuscitate  it;  to  make  a  similar  arrange- 
ment to  go  on. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  amount  of  money  they  have 
raised  to  caiTy  out  their  purposes  ? — A.  Seven  hundred  and  sixty  thou- 
sand dollars  was  what  had  to  be  raised  to  pay  the  losses  upon  the  alco- 
hol exported  abroad.  I  know  that  from  leading  the  president's  state- 
ment. 

Q.  Within  what  period  has  that  amount  of  money  been  raised  ! — A. 
It  has  been  raised  within  five  or  six  months.  I  think  there  are  50  dis- 
tillers in  the  organization,  as  I  understand  it — and  I  read  it  from  the 
press — I  think  there  afe  40,  or  50,  or  CO  high-wine  distillers.  Of  course, 
when  they  run  they  make  a  great  deal  more  high- wine  than  this  country 
requires,  and  they  export  the  surplus,  which  is  sold  in  Europe  at  a  loss, 
and  that  loss  is  made  up  by  those  who  sell  in  this  country  at  a  profit. 
All  of  the  earnings  are  pooled,  and  a  man  who  ships  abroad  makes  as 
much  upon  every  bushel  that  he  mashes  as  a  distiller  does  who  sells  in 
this  country.  There  is  a  similar  arrangement  with  railroads  where  they 
pool  their  earnings.    Mr.  Shufeldt  can  tell  you  all  about  it. 

Q.  Do  ^ou  know  whether  that  organization  included  all  the  high- wine 
distillers  ?— A.  I  think  there  are  some  few  who  did  not  go  into  it. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell: 

Q.  How  often  have  you  been  here  in  Washington  ? — A.  I  have  been 
here  four  times. 

Q.  When  were  they? — A.  I  was  here  in  1880;  I  was  here  when  they 
passed  the  bill  in  relation  to  making  allowance  for  leakage  to  the  seaboard 
for  export  alcohol;  that  was  in  December,  1879;  1  was  here  in  1878;  I 
was  here  in  December,  1879.  Then  I  came  here  again  in  March,  1880; 
then  again  about  two  months  ago  I  came  here,  after  the  Dunnell  bill  was 
reported  from  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  it  was  put  on  the 
calendar  of  the  House.  When  I  saw  the  bill  printed  in  the  Courier- 
Journal,  as  I  am  quite  a  large  owner,  and  have  quite  a  stock,  I  felt  in- 
terest enough  in  the  bill  to  come  on  to  Washington  and  try  to  give  intelli- 
gent information  to  those  whom  I  knew. 

Q.  In  any  o\  your  visits  here,  did  you  find  any  one  who  claimed  to  be 
employed  to  represent  the  distilling  or  dealers'  interest,  who  claimed  to 
you  that  he  was  representing  them  ? — A.  Did  I  ever  find  any  one  f 

Q.  Yes ;  did  any  one  ever  approach  you  and  say  they  were  represent- 
ing any  interest? — A.  Well,  when  I  came  here  in  18^8,  I  met  Colonel 
Moulton,  of  Cincinnati,  here  representing  a  Cincinnati  interest.  Then 
when  I  came  here  in  the  fall  of  1879, 1  came  with  Mr.  Miller,  the  presi- 
deut  of  this  Western  export  association;  Mr.  Woolner,  of  Peoria;  Mr. 
Zell,  of  Peoria,  and  Dr.  Rush,  of  ChiCc^go.  When  I  came  again  in  the 
spring  of  1880,  I  came  with  about  twelve  gentlemen :   Mr.  Shufeldt, 
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president  of  the  association ;  Captain  Stagg,  Mr.  Felton ;  Mr.  Crichton, 
of  Baltimore ;  Mr.  Kellogg,  of  Cincinnati ;  Mr.  Mills,  of  Cincinnati — per- 
haps about  twelve  of  iis — and  after  we  had  the  bill  drawn,  before  we 
submitted  it  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  they  all  went  home 
with  the  exception  of  Captain  Stagg  and  myself.  We  staid  here  until 
the  bill  Avas  completed,  and  the  association  paid  the  expenses.  It  was 
in  the  spring  of  1880.  The  association  paid  my  expenses.  The  treas- 
urer in  his  annual  report  to  the  association  accounted  for  every  dollar, 
and  that  was  published  in  all  the  Western  papers. 

Q.  Now,  at  any  of  these  times  did  anybody  here  in  Washington  claim 
to  you  that  he  was  representing  u  like  intei'est  that  you  were;  that  he 
was  employed  to  represent  them  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  kiiow  of  any 
one. 

Q.  Did  any  one  approach  you  representing  that  he  could  secure  favor- 
able legislation,  or  that  he  had  influence  with  any  members  of  the  House 
or  Senators! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  No  one,  then,  ever  approached  you  at  any  of  these  visits,  and  rep- 
resented that  he  had  influence  with  this  or  that  Senator,  or  this  or  that 
Congressmen? — A.  Well,  I  may  have  heard  some  talk  of  that  sort,  from 
people  1  paid  no  attention  to.  I  cannot  recollect  now  who  they  were. 
I  may  havejieard  men  say  they  could  help.  They  did  not  say  tliey  had 
any  influence  with  members  of  Congress,  or  with  any  Senators.  Per- 
haps they  might  hare  said  that  they  could  help.*  I  paid  no  attention 
to  it,  for  I  always  believed  that  no  one  in  Washington  could  undertake 
to  explain  this  matter.  It  is  one  of  the  most  difficult  questions  in  the 
world,  even  for  members  of  Congress  and  Senators  to  understand;  that 
has  been  my  experience.  It  is  a  matter  that  I  never  thought  any  of 
these  people  could  give  any  information  about. 

Q.  Did  any  of  them  ever  approach  you  with  the  proposition  that  if 
they  were  employed  they  could  secure  certain  iu formation? — A.  No, 
sir ;  no  one.  I  can  answer  that  question  possibly  best  by  saying  that  I 
have  never  seen  any  occasion  in  any  of  my  visits  to  Washington  where 
I  saw  the  necessity  for  spending  a  dollar  for  influence.  I  have  never 
seen  the  time  when  I  thought  there  was  an  occasion  for  my  spending 
one  cent. 

Q.  How  is  it  to  the  interest  of  the  distillers  in  Kentucky,  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  Maryland,  and  tlie  dealers  in  the  products  of  the  distilleries 
in  those  States,  to  have  the  bill  that  passed  the  House  and  came  to  the 
Senate  enacted  into  a  law  ! — A.  How  would  it  benefit  them  ! 

Q.  Yes. — A.  It  would  do  them  a  vast  amount  of  good,  I  think,  and 
do  the  government  no  harm. 

Q.  Well,  that  is  just  what  we  want  you  to  explain  now.  How  would 
it  benefit  the  distillers  and  dealers? — A.  It  would  put  the  business  in  a 
sbape  that  no  harm  could  ever  occur  to  it.  If  the  whisky  could  remain 
in  the  bonde<l  warehouses  until  it  was  withdrawn  for  consumption,  then 
I  do  not  believe  there  would  ever  be  an  overproduction. 

Q.  How  would  that  prevent  an  overproiluction ! — A.  Men  would 
make  whisky  for  their  customers.  When  their  customers  had  all  tbey 
wanted,  they  would  regulate  their  business  according  to  the  demand 
that  might  be  made  for  it.  A  good  business  man  ought  not  to  make 
whisky  when  his  customers  were  all  loaded  and  could  not  sell  it. 

Q.  Well,  it  is  becoming  more  valuable  every  year  ? — A.  If  there  istoo 
much  made  it  does  not  become  of  as  much  value ;  it  may  get  cheaper 
each  year.  I  can  tell  you  a  very  remarkable  thing  In  that  connectiou. 
In  1869  and  1870  there  was  made  in  these  States,  where  they  make  whisky 
for  aging,  a  very  large  quantity.    I  went  to  Louisville  from  Lexington 
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and  persuaded  Newcome,  Buchanan  &  Co.,  who  were  then  handling  sugar 
and  cofiee  in  a  large  way,  to  go  into  the  whisky  business ;  I  said  to  them 
if  3'ou  will  advance  the  tax,  which  was  then  50  cents  a  gallon,  I  can  fill 
your  warehouses  full  of  whisky  from  the  interior;  the  tax  has  to  be 
paid  in  twelve  months,  and  the  men  who  own  that  whisky  are  not  will- 
ing to  take  the  price  they  are  offered  for  it  to-day ;  if  you  will  advance- 
the  tax,  they  will  keep  it,  holding  it  for  better  prices,  and  you  can  get 
10  per  cent,  interest,  which  was  then  the  ruling  rate  of  interest  in  the 
West ;  they  prefer  borrowing  the  money  to  selling  the  whiskj^  1  made 
an  arrangement  with  them,  and  got  them  to  go  into  the  business.  That 
was  the  first  whisky  they  ever  handled.  I  saw  that  whisky  rolled  out 
of  that  house  three  years  afterwards  for  the  same  prices,  and  it  had 
shrunk  in  the  three  years  at  least  six  to  seven  gallons.  The  cost  of 
making  it  was  in  it;  the  tax  of  50  cents  a  gallon  was  in  iU  I  saw  it 
rolled  out  of  the  house  three  years  afterwards  for  the  same  price  they 
refused  for  it  when  it  was  put  in  (here.  They  had  paid  10  per  cent, 
interest  and  10  cent^  a  barrel  a  month  storage,  and  2J  per  cent,  com- 
mission for  selling  it.  That  broke  half  the  men  who  owned  the  whisky. 
When  there  is  an  overproduction,  prices  will  not  go  ui),  for  the  reason 
that  there  are  more  sellers  than  buyers.  It  is  like  any  other  article 
that  is  manufactured — when  there  is  too  much,  the  price  will  not  go  up. 

Q.  Now,  how  would  the  government  be  benefited,  or  not  injured? — 
A.  The  government  cannot  be  injured,  because  the  country  requires  so 
much  whisky  a«  a  beverage  and  so  much  for  manufacturing  purposes ; 
it  requires  that  much  every  year,  and  that  much  will  be  withdrawn 
every  yearv 

Q.  Yes,  but  that  fluctuates. — A.  Well,  as  the  country  grows  I  think 
the  consumption  increases. 

Q.  In  very  prosi)erous,  busy  times  there  will  be  more  consumed  than 
in  hard  times,  will  there  not ! — A.  The  government  cannot  possibly  be 
injured  one  cent  if  the  whisky  should  remain  in  bond  just  as  it  does  in 
England. 

Q.  Supimse  that  law  passed  just  as  it  came  from  the  House,  how 
much  would  it  decrease  the  revenues  of  the  government,  say  for  the 
next  six  months  or  year! — A.  Not  one  cent. 

Q.  Would  there  not  be  less  withdrawn !— A.  No,  sir ;  and  then,  if  that 
bill  should  become  a  law,  whiskies  that  we  now  get  $3  for,  that  is  four 
years  old,  in  my  opinion  that  class  of  whisky  three  years  from  now  will 
sell  for  $2.60. 

Q.  Well,  then,  how  would  it  benefit  the  dealers  and  distillers  ! — ^A.  If 
the  whisky  is  withdrawn  when  it  is  three  years  old  it  is  then  shrinking 
at  the  expense  of  the  man  who  has  got  his  tax  in  it,  and,  in  order  to 
make  money  upon  it,  he  has  got  to  sell  it  for  the  higher  price.  If  it  stays 
in  bond  the  government  loses  nothing  and  the  distiller  pays  the  tax  on 
just  what  is  left  in  the  barrel.  If  the  barrel  has  been  tampered  with, 
every  barrel  of  whisky  he  has  got  in  the  warehouse  is  liable  to  be  seized 
by  tiie  government,  and  so.  much  whisky  is  going  to  be  consumed  every 
year. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  this  question  in  regard  to  the  condition  of  the  whisky 
in  bond.  The  tax  on  the  whisky  in  bond  now  under  existing  law — not 
under  the  prospective  law,  but  under  existing  law — has  already  been 
paid,  has  it! — A.  In  bond! 

Q.  Yes. — A.  No,  sir ;  the  tax  is  paid  on  it  when  it  is  withdrawn  from 
bond. 

Q.  And  kept  three  years?— A.  It  can  be  kept  three  years  and  then 
the  law  expires,  and  it  is  withdrawn  and  the  tax  paid  upon  it. 
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Q.  Is  very  much  of  that  whisky  hypothecated  ? — A.  The  man  who  has 
borrowed  the  money  to  buy  it  witb  has  got  it  hyi)othecated. 

Q.  How  much  is  now  h3'^pothecated,  and  for  how  much  is  it  hypothe- 
cated t — A.  I  cannot  tell  you  how  much  is  hypothecated.  I  take  it  for 
granted  that  those  who  bought  largely  have  borrowed  money  upon  it, 
from  $10  to  $15  a  barrel. 

Q.  From  $10  to  $15  a  barrel ;  no  higher  than  that! — A.  I  think  not. 
The  bankers  in  our  State  will  not  lend  more  than  $15  a  barrel  uiw)u 
whisky  in  bond. 

Q.  How  many  gallons  to  a  barrel? — A.  Forty-five  gallons  is  about 
the  average. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  no  advances  higher  than  $15  are  ma<le! — A. 
Well,  whenever  the  money  market  is  easy  of  course  they  want  custom- 
ers for  their  money,  and  they  will  sometimes  ask  what  is  the  value  of  this 
whisky,  whether  it  is  worth  $45  or  $50  a  barrel.  If  that  is  the  price  of 
the  whisky,  if  it  is  worth  $50  a  barrel  and  the  bank  has  plenty  of  money, 
they  will  lend  more  than  $16  a  barrel ;  but  for  new  whisky  $15  a  barrel 
is  as  much  as  you  can  borrow  upon  it  from  any  of  the  bankers  in  Louis- 
ville now.  The  reason  I  know  that  to  be  the  fact  is  that  I  have  had 
occasion  to  borrow  some  myself.  That  is  the  most  they  would  lend  me. 
If  this  bill  which  passed  the  House  should  become  a  law  I  feel  certain 
that  there  can  be  no  speculation  in  this  whisky  that  is  in  bond.  I  am 
the  owner  to-day  of  ten  thousand  barrels  of  whisky,  and  I  have  got 
«ome  very  fine  brands.  If  I  could  sell  it  all  and  get  cost  for  it  I 
would  be  very  glad  to  sell  it  and  go  out  of  the  business  for  the  next 
three  or  four  years.  If  the  House  bill  passed  just  as  it  came  from  the 
House  I  do  not  see  any  profit  in  our  class  of  whisky  for  the  next  four  or 
five  years  to  come  because  of  over  production. 

Q.  Suppose  that  bill  does  not  pass,  how  would  it  be  ?  Would  j'our 
condition  be  changed  f — A.  I  think  a  great  many  people  in  the  busi- 
ness would  be  bankrupt. 

Q.  You  think,  then,  that  that  bill  would  be  a  relief  to  them.  You 
would  not  expect  to  make  anything  by  it! — A.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
great  relief.  I  think  five  years  would  be  a  relief.  Any  extension  of 
the  bonded  period  is  a  relief — a  very  great  relief. 

By  Mr.  Harrison  : 

Q.  How  is  it  a  relief  if  you  do  not  sell  it  for  more  money  than  you 
can  get  for  it  now  f — ^A.  If  it  stays  there  in  bond  we  have  got  the  money 
in  that ;  but  if  we  have  to  pay  the  tax  of  90  cents  a  gallon  at  the  ex- 
piration of  three  years  it  will  break  most  of  the  men  in  the  business. 
All  the  money  they  have  got  is  in  that  whisky,  and  if  they  have  got  to 
go  on  the  market  to  borrow  money  to  pay  the  tax  on  it  and  store  it 
away  half  the  people  who  own  the  whisky  in  the  country  will  be  bank- 
rupt. It  wU  not  only  aft'ect  the  people  in  our  business,  but  it  will 
affect  all  classes  of  borrowers.  The  whisky  men  in  Cincinnati,  Chi- 
cago, Louisville,  and  Saint  Louis  will  be  customers  for  all  the  money 
that  the  banks  nave  got.  That  will  put  up  the  rate  of  interest^  and  it 
.will  affect  all  classes  of  borrowers.  There  are  80,000,000  gallons  of 
whisky  in  bond,  and  in  all  probability  money  is  borrowed  upon  at  least 
50,000,000  gallons  of  it.  Now,  when  you  come  to  borrow  money  to  pay 
the  90-cent  tax,  I  think  half  the  men  engaged  in  the  business  will  be 
ruined. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  How  much  of  that  will  go  outthis  year  ?— A.  Well,  the  hard  time 
will  commence  about  the  first  of  next  January.    From  now  on  until  Jau- 
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ihary  it  will  be  comparatively  easy ;  there  is  bat  a  small  amount  of 
money  to  be  raised,  but  from  January  until  July  I  think  it  takes  about 
$10,000,000  to  pay  the  tax.  Any  sort  of  legislation  in  relation  to  whisky, 
or  to  anything  that  affects  an  article  that  is  manufactured,  of  course  af- 
fects the  business.  The  business  of  trading  in  whiskies  in  bond  now  is 
completely  paralyzed  throughout  the  country  because  of  this  legislation. 
My  business  is  usually  about  $40,000  a  month ;  it  has  dropped  down 
now  to  less  than  $5,000  a  month. 

By  Mr.  PUGH : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  the  government  could  not  lose  any 
revenue  by  enlarging  the  period  of  the  whisky  remaining  in  bond  f — 
A.  Yes  sir ;  I  said  so.  The  government  could  not  lose  one  cent  in  my 
opinion. 

Q.  Yes,  could  not  lose  one  cent.  Well,  the  government  would  only 
get  the  revenue  ui)on  what  is  left  in  the  barrel  when  it  was  with* 
drawn  Y — ^A.  It  will  get  ninety  cents  a  gallon  upon  every  gallon  with- 
drawn. 

Q.  Then  does  not  the  government  sustain  a  loss  to  the  revenue  to  the 
extent  of  the  waste  or  evaporation  ? — A.  No  sir ;  the  government  ought 
not  to  have  any  revenue  until  it  is  withdrawn  for  consumption. 

Q.  Yes ;  but  that  is  another  question.  I  understood  you  to  say  there 
was  a  waste  of  about  seven  gallons  to  a  barrel  f 

The  Witness.  How  much  ? 

Mr.  PuGH.  Seven  gallons. 

A.  WelU  that  is  the  natural  leakage  which  will  occur,  but  sometimes 
when  whisky  is  withdrawn  fi*om  bond  may  be  five  barrels  in  a  hundred 
will  not  have  live  gallons  in  them.  A  leak  will  occur  in  the  stave,  and 
it  will  leak  out;  it  will  go  out  a  drop  at  a  time.  A  worm  in  the  wood 
will  work  its  way  through  and  it  will  just  drop  out — not  enough  to  make 
aii3^  soil  on  the  barrels  underneath,  but  will  go  out  a  drop  at  a  time  and 
exhaust  itself.  I  have  seen  many  a  barrel  of  whisky  withdrawn  that 
had  not  a  gallon  left  in  it.  I  have  said  that  if  the  bonded  period  was. 
extended  indefinitely,  I  do  not  think  the  government  would  lose  any  of 
its  revenue.  I  will  try  to  explain  that  to  you.  Suppose  80,000,000  gal- 
lons of  whisky  are  consumed  in  this  country  every  year,  and  the  chances, 
are  that  80,000,000  gallons  vfiU  be  consumed  every  year,  and  you  with- 
draw that  amount  from  the  warehouse.  If  every  barrel  of  whisky  that 
is  now  stored  in  the  bonded  warehouses  should  burn  up  fo-night  I  da 
not  believe  the  government  would  lose  any  revenue,  because  the  facility 
for  reproducing  it  is  so  great;  they  would  go  to  work  and  reproduce  it.. 
Of  course  they  would  get  younger  whisky  to  drink,  but  the  government 
would  get  ninety  cents  a  gallon.  The  consumption  would  go  on  if  every 
barrel  should  burn  up  to-night  and  the  government  would  not  lose  a 
dollar  of  revenue.  Other  whisky  would  be  made  to  take  its  ^lace.  We 
usually  stop  makin;»  tbis  class  of  whisky  in  June  or  July,  and  do  not 
commence  again  until  fall ;  but  these  distilleries  would  run  July,  August,. 
Se]itember,  and  October,  and  put  it  right  on  the  market.  Tliey  would 
have  a  supply  ready.    It  is  true  it  would  be  young  whisky. 

Q.  Well,  I  cannot  understand  how  it  is  that  the  government  is  to  get 
its  revenue  upon  the  young  whisky  f — A.  If  the  young  whisky  is  with- 
drawn from  bond  for  consumption  the  government  would  get  a  larger 
amount  than  it  would  at  the  expiration  of  five  years  when  the  waste  was 
deducted. 

Q.  They  would  not  get  any  more  if  the  consumption  was  not  any 
greater;  if  the  consumption  is  greater  they  will  get  inoref — A.  The  con- 
Humption  would  be  of  the  younger  whisky,  you  see. 
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Q.  Yes. — ^A.  Then  the  revenue  would*  be  greater,  because  it  is  on  tbe 
young  whisky  that  the  govei^nment  gets  the  most  revenue.  It  is  all  the 
same  as  to  the  ninety  cents,  but  there  is  more  whisky  in  the  barrel  when 
it  is  young  than  when  it  is  five  years  old. 

By  Mr.  Habbison  : 

Q.  What  Mr.  Pugh  means,  I  suppose,  is  this.  You  illustrate  by  a  fire 
in  the  bonded  warehouses.  Suppose  you  pay  the  tax  when  it  is  created 
and  take  it  out  of  bond  and  it  leaks  or  is  burned  up  by  fire  in  your 
house;  now  the  government  receives  its  tax  upon  that  and  it  gets 
another  tax  on  the  new  whisky  that  takes  its  place,  so  that  in  that  way 
of  course  there  would  be  a  loss. — A.  The  only  people  who  can  i)ossibly 
lose  any  money  by  an  indefinite  extension  of  the  bonded  period  or  by  any 
extension  is  the  man  who  owns  the  whisky.  The  government  cannot  lose 
one  cent.  If  he  paid  fifty  cents  a  gallon  for  forty-five  gallons  of  whisky 
the  day  it  was  made,  and  it  went  into  a  bonded  warehouse,  and  he  hada 
thousand  barrels  of  it  and  it  staid  there  ten  years,  at  the  expiration  of 
the  ten  years  he  would  have  a  thousand  barrels  of  whisky  with  fifteen 
gallons  out  of  each  barrel,  but  the  same  number  of  gallons  of  whisky 
will  be  consumed  if  consumption  keei)s  up.  The  government  would 
not  lose  a  cent,  but  the  owner  of  the  whisky  will  lose  all  the  shrinkage 
upon  his  first  purchase.  If  there  are  fifteen  gallons  out  of  it  he  will  lose, 
at  fifty  cents  a  gallon,  87.50  out  of  each  barrel  of  whisky,  and  the  gov- 
ernment will  not  lose  a  cent. 

Q.  Well,  your  idea  is  that  the  time  that  the  whisky  remains  in  bond, 
if  it  be  more  or  le^s,  does  not  affect  consumption f — A.  Not  at  all.  The 
chances  are  that  it  will  improve  consumption,  because  the  buyer  will 
get  a  better  article  of  whisky  to  drink:  and  I  firmly  believe  that  if  the 
bonded  period  was  indefinite  we  woula  have  a  very  large  export  traile. 
If  our  whisky  could  stay  in  bond  indefinitely  my  imjiression  is  that 
when  it  is  six,  seven,  eight,  nine,  or  ten  years  old  it  would  be  exported 
and  find  a  market,  just  as  old  brandy  from  Europe  finds  a  market  iu 
this  country.  You  can  bring  brandy  from  France  fifteen  years  old  to  the 
New  York  custom-house,  and  pay  the  duty  for  just  what  is  in  ihe  barrel. 
The  duty  applies  to  just  what  is  in  the  cask  and  no  more ;  and  I  believe 
if  onr  whiskies  could  go  into  bond  and  stay  there  indefinitely  we  could 
build  up  a  tracle  in  all  European  countries,  because  I  believe  it  is  a 
better  liquor  than  they  can  make.  It  is  made  out  of  better  material; 
and  I  believe  it  would  be  a  great  outlet  to  the  grain  of  the  West  in  the 
shape  of  whisky. 

By  Mr.  Pugh  : 

Q.  You  say  you  are  no  chemist,  nor  am  I  cither ;  but  lam  curious  to 
know  if  there  is  any  difference  in  the  chemical  properties  of  alcohol 
whatever  it  may  be  derived  from — water,  grain,  fruit,  or  anything  else. 
Is  not  all  alcohol  the  same! — A.  No,  sir.  Now  let  me  try  to  explaiu 
that  to  you.    I  am  no  chemist,  but  maybe  I  can  explain  that. 

Q.  Yes,  I  should  like  to  understand  it — A.  In  making  this  cologne 
spirit,  or  alcohol,  in  distilling  it  they  extract  from  it  the  fusel  oil,  auJ 
that  is  a  product  that  finds  a  market  for  itself  as  fusel  oil.  In  makiog 
whiskies  for  aging  purposes,  that  fusel  oil  is  left  iu  the  whisky,  and  is 
not  extracted.  There  are  other  oils  in  it,  but  I  am  not  chemist  enough 
to  speak  about  them.  I  am  speaking  now  of  fusel  oil.  That  whisky  is 
only  partly  manufactured  when  it  leaves  the  still-house  and  goes  into 
the  bonded  warehouse.  There  it  completes  its  manufacture  by  a  cer- 
tain chemical  change  that  goes  on  in  the  barrel.  The  barrels  ai-e  charred ; 
they  are  made  of  oak.    Nothing  but  oak  will  do  to  put  that  kind  of 
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-whisky  iu.  The  barrels  are  charred  heavily.  The  pores  of  the  wood 
are  opened,  the  tannin  of  the  wood  is  extracted  by  heating  it.  That 
gives  the  whisky  a  color,  and  a  certain  oxidizing  goes  on  as  the  whisky 
shrinks;  as  the  water  leaves  it  the  whisky  gets  less  and  less  every  year, 
and  those  oils  disappear.  I  do  not  know  where  they  go  to;  but  you 
can  take  whisky  that  is  ten  years  old  and  analyze  it,  and  you  will  find 
no  fusel  oil  in  it.  There  is  nothing  there  that  is  of  a  poisonous  char- 
acter; but  I  am  not  sufficiently  a  chemist  to  explain  that  matter  any 
further. 

Q.  Does  not  the  new  process  of  distilling  expel  the  fusel  oils  now  I — A. 
In  high  wines  distillers  take  it  all  out  by  distillation ;  they  run  it  through 
columns.  The  high  wines  are  not  free  from  fusel  oil,  but  they  have  dis- 
tillation ;  they  run  it  through  a  column  and  take  the  oil  out  of  it.  It 
has  no  smell ;  it  is  completely  deodorized.  For  instance,  a  compounder 
takes  a  barrel  of  first  rate  cologne  spirits,  and  believes  he  can  make  aji 
improvemeutupon  the  whiskies  we  make  in  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and 
Kentucky,  because  he  says  his  is  perfectly  pure  spirit.  He  will  blend 
it  with  the  class  of  whisky  we  make,  and  put  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty 
gallons  with  the  same  quantity  of  whisky  made  for  aging,  and  then  he 
will  put  enough  coloring  matter  with  it  to  bring  it  to  its  natural  color; 
and  the  men  who  deal  in  that  article  believe  they  make  a  better  article 
than  the  original.  Nearly  all  whisky  sold  in  Washington  is  that  class 
of  whisky.  It  is  manufactured  in  Baltimore,  Philadelphia,  and  New 
York.  It  is  the  class  of  whisky  that  is  used  here,  and  it  is  really  nice, 
good  whisky. 

By  Mr.  Harrison  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  coming  on  here  to  aid  as  you  could 
iu  the  passage  of  this  legislation,  which  you  thought  to  be  just  as  be- 
tween the  distiller  and  the  government,  you  came  on  your  own  account, 
without  any  reference  to  any  association  I — A.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q.  Came  here  simpl}'  as  an  individual  dealer  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  havo 
been  here  before.  I  am  like  any  other  merchant  who  is  interested  iu 
any  bill  which  is  before  Congress  aftecting  his  business.  There  were  a 
great  many  of  my  friends  in  the  business  who  believed  I  had  a  personal 
acquaintance  Avith  Members  and  Senators,  and  having  been  here  before 
they  urged  me  to  come. 

Q.  How  have  you  sought  to  promote  the  passage  of  the  bill  f  Have 
you  been  before  any  of  the  committees  f — ^A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  relied  en- 
tirely upon  the  Senators  from  Kentucky',  and  Members  from  my  own 
State. 

Q.  Then  you  have  sought  to  do  it  simply  by  personal  intercourse  with 
those  you  knew  I — A.  I  have  only  approached  those  I  have  personally 
known.    I  have  never  importuned  them. 

Q.  But  in  talking  with  them  you  have  laid  before  them  such  con- 
ditions as  you  have  presented  here  with  reference  to  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  I  understood  you  to  say  in  response  to  Senator  Cockrell  that 
there  might  have  been  some  persons — you  thought  there  had  been  some, 
perhaps,  you  could  not  recollect  their  names — who  had  suggestedto  you 
that  they  could  help. — ^A.  No  one  ever  made  a  suggestion  to  me  that  I 
could  say  looked  to  the  payment  of  any  money. 

Q,  That  I  was  not  getting  at  at  all,  but  simply  whether  any  others, 
any  outsiders,  any  people  around,  had  suggested  to  you  that  they  could 
aid  in  the  passage  of  the  bill ! — A.  Well,  none  that  I  can  recollect  now. 
I  have  sat  around  the  hotel  and  talked  with  })eople  about  it. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  to  Senator  Cockrell  that  you  had  heard 
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such  saggestions  from  some  one,  but  perhaps  could  not  recollect  the 
names. — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  seen  it  in  the  papers  more  than  I  have 
from  personal  experience. 

Q.  Well,  we  are  anxious  to  get  just  at  that  point,  and  if  you  can  aid 
us  any,  I  wish  you  would,  namely,  whether  there  has  been  any  self-consti- 
tuted lobby  of  any  kind  here  that  has  been  seeking  to  impose  itself  on  yea 
gentlemen  f — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  whatever. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  now  that  you  do  not  recollect  of  hear- 
ing any  one  say  anything  on  that  subject! — A.  I  might  some  years  ago 
when  I  was  here,  but  it  has  slipped  out  of  my  memory. 

Q.  Since  you  have  been  here  this  time,  do  I  understand  you  to  say 
you  have  not  heard  at  all  from  any  person  the  suggestion  that  they  or 
others  could  aid  in  any  w^ay  in  securing  the  passage  of  the  bill,  or  pro- 
moting it? — A.  I  have  not  heard  any  one  say  so. 

Q.  There  havC'  been  no  offers  of  service  of  any  kind  to  you  by  any 
one! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or,  so  far  as  you  know,  to  others! — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  prop- 
osition ever  being  made  to  others. 

Q.  If  not  of  your  own  knowledge,  have  you  heard  from  others  who 
are  interested  with  you  in  this  matter  any  statements  that  they  had 
heard  suggestions  from  persons  that  they  could  aid  in  the  passage  of 
the  bill  t — A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  of  your  own  knowledge  of  funds  being  collected 
here  of  any  individual  distillers  or  company,  any  association  of  distil- 
lers for  the  purpose  of  employing  agents  or  attorneys,  or  paying  any 
expenses  of  any  kind  in  connection  with  this  legislation  ! — ^A.  I  know 
that  money  was  raised  in  Louisville — I  saw  it  in  the  papers — ^for  the 
purpose  of  paying  expenses. 

Q.  You  know  that  simply  from  what  you  saw  in  the  papers  f — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Y'ou  were  not  assessed  or  approached  yourself  for  any  contriba- 
tion  with  reference  to  it! — A.  I  was  not;  no,  sir. 

Q  And  made  no  contribution  ? — A.  I  made  none.  I  have  a  friend  in 
Louisville  who  was  exceedingly  anxious  to  bear  a  part  of  my  expenses, 
and  I  have  a  friend  in  Baltimore  who  was  exceedingly  anxious  to  bear 
a  ]>art  of  my  expenses,  and  one  of  them  sent  me  $200  and  the  other 
$300. 

Q.  Those  were  voluntary  contributions  by  persons  engaged  in  the 
same  business  with  you  who  wanted  to  contribute  to  your  expenses!— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  underwood  you  to  express  the  opinion  that  if  whisky  could  re- 
main in  bond  indefinitely  there  would  never  be  any  overproduction! — 
A.  Well,  I  will  try  to  explain  that  matter  to  you. 

Q.  I  only  wanted  to  know  whether  1  was  right  as  to  your  opinion  !— 
A.  I  think  that  if  there  was  an  overproduction  it  would  be  temiwrary. 
I  put  it  too  strong  when  I  said  there  never  would  be  an  overproduc- 
tion. I  think,  in  all  probability,  if  there  was  it  would  be  of  a  temporary' 
character. 

Q.  Now  I  want  to  ask  you  whether,  according  to  ordinary  business 
experience,  an  indefinite  extension  of  the  bonded  period  would  not  di- 
rectly tend  to  overproduction  ! — A.  Well,  I  can  only  answer  that  ques- 
tion by  giving  you  a  reason.  We  will  say  now  that  every  dealer  in  the 
country  is  loaded  up  with  whisky.  The  distiller  who  made  that  whisky 
for  the  dealer  knows  that  fact.  It  certainly  would  not  be  to  his  interest 
to  go  to  work  and  make  whisky  to  find  this  man's  customers  to  selUt 
to.    He  has  got  a  customer  in  the  man  who  will  take  so  much  from  him 
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«very  year.  I  do  not  believe  be  would  go  to  work  and  make  wbisky 
for  tbe  purpose  of  selling  it  to  bis  customer's  customers,  wbicb  be  would 
bave  to  do  if  he  made  it.  I  do  not  tbiuk  tbere  would  be  any  business 
sense  in  that. 

Q.  Now  let  me  put  tbis  question  to  you:  Take  tbe  ordinary  grade  of 
wbisky,  wbicb,  you  say,  costs  about  22  cents  to  make.  Kow  if  tbe  manu- 
facturer of  tbat  wbisky  can  by  an  investment  of  22  cents  on  tbe  gallon 
store  a  warebouse  full  of  it,  and  may  calculate  tbat  be  can  take  it  out 
whenever  be  pleases,  let  it  lie  tbere,  if  be  chooses,  five,  ten,  fifteen 
years,  is  be  not  more  apt  to  produce  in  excess  of  the  demand  than  be 
would  be  if  tbere  were  an  immediate  call  for  the  tax,  and  his  investment 
instead  of  being  22  cents  should  be  that  much  and  the  tax  added  f — A. 
Well,  tbe  man  who  makes  that  wbisky  does  not  make  it  for  tbe  purpose 
of  putting  it  in  the  warehouse.  He  makes  it  for  tbe  purpose  of  selling 
it  tbe  day  be  makes  it. 

Q.  He  sells  it  free  f — A.  He  sells  it  free. 

Q.  It  cannot  be  all  sold  free,  or  we  would  not  bave  any  use  made  of 
this  extension  of  tbe  bonded  period. — A.  Tbe  extension  of  the  bonded 
period  is  not  for  him. 

Q.  Who  is  it  for  t — A.  It  is  for  tbe  distiller  who  makes  a  different 
character  of  whisky. 

Q.  Is  not  tbere  more  apt  to  be  an  overproduction  if  the  distiller  has 
only  to  invest  his  35  cents  per  gallon,  and  can  store  that  whisky  then 
and  put  oil*  the  period  of  tbe  tax  indefinitely,  than  there  would  be  if  tbe 
tax  must  be  paid  presently ;  is  there  not  an  element  that  would  indi- 
rectly tend  to  overproduction  or  speculation  f — A.  Well,  I  will  say  this, 
that  tbere  are  men  engaged  in  tbe  business  who,  if  they  had  the  money 
and  bad  the  credit,  would  make  it  and  put  it  in  their  warehouses,  but 
I  think  one  or  two  attempts  of  that  soi^ would  cure  them— satisfy  them- 
tbat  there  is  no  money  in  it. 

Q.  That  may  be,  but  is  there  not  an  element  that  strikes  you,  as  a 
business  man,  that  tends  directly  to  tbe  accumulation  of  wbisky  and 
production  for  speculative  purposes ;  is  there  not  such  an  element  in 
the  very  fact  that  you  bave  an  investment  of  only  35  cents,  when  the 
market  price  is  90  cents  more  t — ^A.  The  market  price  will  not  be  99 
cents  more,  because  a  man  can  buy  bis  own  whisky  already  made  cheaper 
than  he  can  make  it,  if  there  is  overproduction. 

Q.  Tbat  may  be  true  when  the  overproduction  is  on,  but  I  will  take 
tbe  period  now.  Suppose  there  is  no  overproduction;  suppose  these 
bonded  warehouses  cleared  out,  and  you  have  no  more  than  enough  for 
tbe  current  demand;  suppose  you  pass  tbat  bill  removing  all  limitation 
upon  tbe  time  when  wlfisky  shall  be  taken  out  of  bond ;  do  you  not  think 
that  tbe  immediate  effect  of  tbat  would  be  to  swell  production  immensely 
and  in  a  speculative  way  ? — A.  They  would  do  it  certainly  if  tbere  is 
not  an  overi)roduction. 

Q.  Then  the  only  check  you  bave  is  tbe  present  overproduction  t  You 
say  there  is  a  present  overproduction  wbicb  will  bave  a  tendency  to 
check  tbis  speculation;  but  when  that  is  gone,  is  not  tbe  danger  tbat  I 
speak  of  then  upon  yout — A.  If  there  is  not  an  overproduction  now 
with  an  indefinite  extension  of  the  bonded  period,  my  impression  is  that 
distillers  would  fill  their  warehouses,  but  it  is  certain  that  tbere  is  not 
one  man  in  ten  who  is  a  good  business  man  who  is  engaged  in  the  dis- 
tilling business  tbat  would  make  any  more  wbisky  with  an  extension  of 
tbe  bonded  period  than  if  it  was  made  for  five  years.  A  good  business 
man  would  not  do  it. 

Q.  That  may  be.    But  we  do  not  find  in  tbat  business  or  any  other 
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those  prudent  rules  you  speak  of.  There  is  an  almost  universal  tendency 
to  speculation,  and  I  want  to  ask  you,  have  not  your  own  statistics  here 
shown  that  the  extension  of  the  bonded  period  did  result  in  this  very 
overproduction,  and  are  not  you  now  simply  asking  legislation  to  relieve 
you  from  the  condition  of  things  that  was  brought  about  by  the  change 
from  that  law! — A.  I  do  not  l^lieve  that  the  extension  of  the  bonded 
period  bad  that  effect. 

Q.  Well,  this  overproduction  came  on  right  after  that? — A.  No,  I 
will  tell  you  what  brought  it  on. 

Q.  Well,  in  regard  to  time,  I  know  what  is  posterior  in  time  is  not 
always  a  result;  but  the  fact  is,  in  this  case  overproduction  succeeded 
the  extension  ol'  the  bonded  period,  did  it  not  7 — ^A.  That  is  a  fact,  but 
it  came  with  the  revival  of  good  times  and  the  short  stock  of  whisky 
before;  that  is  more  the  cause  of  it  than  the  extension  of  the  bonded 
period,  in  my  opinion. 

Q.  But,  yet,  you  do  not  think  there  would  have  been  as  much  accumu- 
lation of  whisky  on  hand  after  it  if  the  bonded  periotl  had  not  been  ex- 
tended, do  youf — A.  I  do  not  think  there  would  have  been;  distillers 
will  make  whisky  and  sell  it  in  bond  as  long  as  people  will  buy  it. 

Q.  And  the  longer  the  bonded  period  is  the  more  the  i)eople  will  buy 
in  bond  t — A.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  man  in  the  country  that  you 
can  induce  to  buy  whisky  who  is  now  overloaded  with  bonded  whisky. 

Q.  That  may  be ;  but  is  it  not  practically  dealing  on  a  margin  where 
a  man  may  buy  whisky  in  bond  and  pay  22  or  35  cents,  according  to 
the  grade  of  it,  when  it  is  worth,  either  grade,  90  cents  more  on  the 
gallon  f  Is  it  not  practically  giving  a  man  an  opportunity  to  deal  on 
a  margin,  and  the  longer  you  postpone  the  day  of  settlement  when 
the  man  must  take  the  pioduct,  does  it  not  tend  to  speculation  f — A. 
Whenever  a  man  can  buy  whisj^f  in  bond,  I  do  not  care  how  much  he 
lias  got,  and  can  sell  it  at  a  profit,  he  will  buy  and  sell  it,  and  the  dis- 
tiller will  make  it. 

Q.  Then  am  J  not  right  in  saying  that  it  introduces  practically  the 
business  of  buying  whisky  on  margins,  to  pay  22  to  35  cents  a  gallon 
and  postpone  indefinitely  the  day  of  settlement  t — A.  I  cannot  agree 
with  you  on  that  point. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  one  or  two  questions  on  another  point  called  out 
by  your  statement.  You  said,  in  answer  to  Mr.  Pugh,  I  think,  that  if 
this  law  were  passed  now  it  would  not  decrease  the  revenues  of  the 
government  one  cent.  I  want  to  go  into  that  a  little  further.  You 
made  that  statement ;  you  understood  it  so  f — &  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  the  total  amount  oi  whisky  in  bond  to-day  is  about  eighty 
million  gallons? — A.  I  think  so ;  or  will  be  on  the  1st  of  July. 

Q.  Well,  substantially  eighty  million  gallons  now.  Does  not  the  tax  on 
that  whisky  mature  within  an  average  of  about  two  years. — A.  Yes,  sir; 
it  comes  out  three  years  from  the  day  it  was  made,  so  that  there  will  be 
about  as  much  come  out  in  the  first  year  as  in  the  last  year. 

Q.  ^ow,  if  this  bill  should  not  pass,  will  we  not  receive  the  $72,000,000 
within  an  average  of  two  years? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  the  bill  does  pass,  will  we  receive  that  average  of  $72,000,000  in 
that  time? — A.  You  will. 

Q.  In  two  years! — A.  Yes,  sir — no,  sir;  you  will  not  receive  the 
$72,000,000  in  the  two  years,  but  you  will  receive  as  much  money  as  you 
are  receiving  now  every  year.  If  forced  to  pay  it  all  in  two  years,  the 
revenue  will  diminish  from  that  kind  of  whisky  in  the  years  following. 
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Q.  But  that  is  not  my  question.  You  admit,  then,  we  will  not  receive 
the  $72,000,000  in  two  years? — A.  Fo,  sir;  you  will  not. 

Q.  It  will  be  postponed  under  the  extension  six  years  longer  at  least  t 
—A.  The  tax  upon  that  identical  whisky  will  be  postponed,  but  you  will 
get  as  much  tax  as  you  are  getting  now,  and  more,  if  more  whisky  is  con- 
sumed. 

Q.  Yes;  but  we  should  have  this  money  on  hand  at  once  in  two  years 
if  we  do  not  pass  this  bill. — A.  You  will  not  have  it  from  this  identical 
whisky. 

Q.  Why  not!  If  under  the  law  this  tax  must  be  paid  within  ^an 
average,  say,  of  two  years,  why  will  we  not  get  it  f — A.  Please  put  that 
question  to  me  again ;  I  do  not  quite  understand  it. 

Q.  The  question  is  this,  to  state  it  more  fully :  We  have  $72,000,000 
that  will  be  due  in  an  average  of  two  years;  the  law  specifically  requires 
it  to  be  paid  then,  and  assuming  the  average  of  two  years ;  will  we  not 
get  it  it  the  law  does  not  passf — A.  You  will. 

Q.  Will  we  get  it  if  the  law  does  pass?; — A.  You  will  not  get  it  upon 
that  identical  whislky. 

Q.  Is  the  consumption  80,000,000  gallons  in  two  years! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  stated  awhile  ago  it  was  about  fifteen  millions  a  year. — A. 
The  payment  of  the  tax  upon  this  whisky  is  postponed.  Fow  I  under- 
stand you.  'Jf  course  the  payment  of  the  tax  upon  that  whisky  will  be 
postponed. 

Q.  And  we  shall  lose  the  interest  upon  it? — A.  The  government  will 
lose  the  interest  upon  that  whisky,  but  not  the  revenue  from  the 
whisky. 

Q.  But  we  lose  the  interest  on  the  whisky  that  is  now  due  t-;-A.  Yes; 
you  will  lose  the  interest  upon  that  money,  but  you  will  not*  lose  any 
revenue. 

Q.  You  gave  us  an  illustration  awhile  ago  of  the  failure  of  certain 
parties,  in  which  you  said  they  had  paid  all  the  expenses  on  whisky  and 
then  sold  it  for  less.  What  year  was  thatf — A.  That  whisky  was  sold 
in  1873, 1874,  and  1875.  The  whisky  was  made  in  1869,  and  paid  the 
tax  the  year  afterwards. 

Q.  What  was  the  price  of  the  whisky  at  the  time  the  tax  was  paidt 
— A.  They  were  offered  $1.50' a  gallon  for  it,  tax  paid. 

Q.  And  what  was  it  afterwards  when  they  sold  it! — ^A.  It  was  kept 
three  years  and  sold  for  $1.50  a  gallon. 

Q.  What  is  the  cost  of  storage  per  annum  per  gallon  f — A.  It  costs 
five  cents  a  barrel,  a  month,  to  store  it.    The  distiller  gets  that. 

Q.  Five  cents  a  barrel  t — A.  Five  cents  a  barrel,  a  month ;  sixty  cents 
a  year,  a  barrel. 

Q.  What  is  the  cost  of  insurance  f — A.  It  depends  upon  the  charac- 
ter of  the  house.  Upon  first-rate  warehouses,  fire-proof  warehouses, 
the  insurance  will  average,  I  suppose,  from  60  to  75  cents  on  the  $100 
valuation,  in  the  East  here ;  in  the  West  it  is  more.  In  the  West  it  is 
about  85  cents  on  $100. 

Q.  Something  like  60  or  75  cents  on  a  hundred  dollars  valuation  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  cost  of  the  barrel  that  is  usedt — ^A.  The  barrels  that 
we  use  cost  from  $2  to  $3  each.    A  high-wine  barrel  costs  about  $1.25. 

Q.  In  selling  the  barrel  of  whisk j^,  do  you  [sell  the  barrel  toot — A. 
We  sell  the  barrel  of  whisky  for  so  much  a  gallon ;  that  includes  the 
package ;  we  do  not  charge  for  the  package. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  expense  of  the  bonded  system  to  the  distiller 
or  owner  except  the  insurance  and  the  cost  of  the  barrel — that  you 
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would  have  any  way — and  the  storage t — A.  Yes,  sir;  we  liave  expen- 
sive warehouses  which  high-wine  distillers  do  not  have. 

Q.  The  cost  of  storage  is  the  cost  of  warehouses,  is  it  not! — A.  Stor- 
age is  charged  for  keeping  the  whisky  for  the  owner,  but  the  interior 
is  filled  full  of  substantial  racks,  and  the  barrels  are  rolled  in  and 
tiered  one  above  another. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  of  the  owner.  What  does  the  owner  have  to  pay, 
besides  the  three  things  I  have  mentioned :  the  cost  of  the  whisky, 
storage,  and  insurance? — A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  That  is  all  the  expense  there  ist — ^A.  That  is  all. 


Wednesday,  May  31, 1882. 
Henbt  B.  Miller  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  is  your  residence? — ^Answer.  Riverton,  lU. 

<i.  Please  state  your  business  or  profession  ?— A.  I  am  a  distiller. 

Q.  Where  are  your  distilleries? — A.  In  the  eighth  district,  State  of 
Illinois — the  Sangamon  district. 

Q.  What  place  ? — A.  lliverton. 

Q.  What  sort  of  whiskies  do  you  distill  ? — A.  With  the  exception  of 
l>robably  three  or  four  hundred  barrels  I  have  not  made  a  gaUon  of  any- 
thing in  the  last  four  years  but  what  was  exported.  I  am  almost  en- 
tirely in  the  export  trade. 

Q.  What  kind  of  spirits  do  you  export  most  of? — A.  Alcohol ;  we  do 
that  to  concentrate  it,  get  more  into  a  barrel. 

Q.  What  is  the  capacity  of  your  distillery  ? — A.  We  rate  at  2,250 
bushels  per  day. 

Q.  How  much  does  that  make  of  the  exported  article? — A.  We  make 
a  little  more  than  two  wine  gallons  to  the  bushel,  and  taking  two  wine 
gallons  as  a  basis,  that  will  be  nearly  four  proof  gaUons. 

,Q.  Are  you  connected  with  any  organization  ? — A.  Ye«,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  it  called  ? — ^A.  The  Western  Export  Association. 

Q.  You  are  the  president  of  it,  are  you  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  that  organization  made,  and  what  ^re  its  purposes  and 
objects  ? — A.  The  organization  went  into  existence  on  the  9th  day  No- 
vember last  and  expired  by  its  limitation  on  the  1st  day  of  May.  The 
purpose  of  the  organization  was  to  export  the  surplus  product,  the  over- 
production, out  of  the  country,  so  as  to  maintain  the  domestic  market. 

Q.  Why  did  you  limit  its  time? — ^A.  We  supposed  that  by  the  1st  of 
May  our  stables  would  be  about  all  emptied  of  cattle.  We  are  all  heavy 
feeders  and  turn  the  cattle  out  before  the  shrinkage  in  the  price.  The 
shrinkage  in  price  took  us  about  the  middle  of  November.  We  gener- 
aUy  market  our  cattle  about  the  first  of  April,  and  market  sometimes 
until  the  middle  of  June,  but  we  supposed  that  by  the  first  of  May  we 
could  sell  our  cattle  so  that  we  could  voluntarily  reduce  the  capacity, 
and  further  association  would  be  unnecessary. 

Q.  This  is  only  a  temporary  association? — A.  Only  temporary;  we 
are  trying  to  reorganize  it  now. 

Q.  What  cause  or  necessity  is  there  for  that  organization  ? — A.  It  ia 
in  our  business  like  a  great  many  other  different  kinds  of  business.  In 
this  grand  boom  there  was  a  great  deal  added  to  the  capacity,  and  tlie 
two  years  previous  we  exported  about  sixteen  million  gallons  each  year 
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out  of  the  country.  We  had  very  prolific  crops  in  this  country,  and 
Europe  had  a  faihiro  for  two  years.  The  exports  amounted  to  about 
sixteen  millions  a  year,  and  that  p^ave  a  great  impulse  to  our  business. 
Two  immense  distilleries  were  built  in  Peoria  of  five  thousand  bushels 
each.  We  had  a  failure  of  our  crop  in  this  country,  and  they  had  a 
very  prolific  crop  throughout  Europe.  The  consequence  was  they  could 
make  alcohol  cheaper  in  Europe  than  we  could  raalje  it  in  this  country, 
and  aril  at  once  there  was  sixteen  million  gallons  of  ours  withdrawn,  the 
demand  cut  off. 

Q.  Upon  that  you  organized  the  association  ? — A.  Then  the  prices 
commenced  to  recede,  until  about  the  middle  of  November  they  receded 
to  $1.08  a  gallon.  That  was  18  cents  above  the  tax,  and  the  article 
could  not  be  made  short  of  about  $1.14.  We  were  losing  about  4  cents 
a  gallon  on  every  gallon  we  made.  The  thing  looked  desperate;  we 
called  a  convention  of  all  the  distillers  to  see  whether  there  was  any 
way  by  which  we  could  help  ourselves;  but  we  found  that  we  were  so 
much  overstocked  with  cattle  that  it  was  impossible  to  come  down  to 
even  half  capacity,  and  even  that  would  overproduce.  The  only  rem- 
edy, then,  was  to  export  the  overproduction  out  of  the  country,  and  we 
formed  this  association.  Eailroad  people  call  it  a  pool.  The  word 
pool  seems  to  grate  harshly  on  the  ear,  and  we  called  it  an  association. 
We  levied  a  certain  amount  of  tax  on  evory  barrel  mashed,  and  that 
money  was  used  to  pay  a  bonus  on  the  overplus  that  was  exported  out 
of  the  country,  and  in  that  way  we  were  enabled  to  maintain  prices. 
So,  while  we  have  not  made  a  great  deal  of  money,  we  did  not  lose  any 
money ;  and  I  think  those  distillers  who  owned  their  cattle  have  made 
a  great  deal  of  money  on  cattle.  They  have  had  rather  a  prosperous 
year. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  you  paid  on  exports,  the  bonus  per  gallon; 
how  did  5 on  adjust  it? — A.  I  have  it  here  in  a  very  neat  form  and  \nll 
read  it :  • 


We  exported        93, 444    wine  gallons,  at   7  cents  bonus. 

146,641       "  **        "10 

427,003       '*  "        "   12 
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267,017  **  "  "  13 
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220,033  "  '*  "  17 

l,25fe,197  "  "  *•  20 


((  it 

It  it 
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Total ....  2, 747, 6a')i     "  •*        Average  bonus,  Ifii  cents. 

These  are  high  wines  that  are  ninety-four  per  cent,  proof.  This  is  up 
to  the  Ist  of  April.    There  is  still  a  month  to  come  in. 

You  see,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  htul  to  export  such  an  immense  amount, 
had  to  come  into  such  sharp  competition  with  Europe;  in  Spain  there 
were  several  alcohol  liouses  that  made  very  heavy  contracts  with  Ger- 
many, thinking  that  the  United  States  could  not  export  any,  and  those 
houses,  of  course,  broke.  We  exported  so  much  that  we  filled  up  Eu- 
rope, and  th(^  price  receded.  First  aloi^g  we  got  40,  then  39,  then  38. 
then  37,  until  finally  it  was  32  cents  in  New  York.  As  the  price  recedecl 
in  New  York  we  had  to  make  it  up  in  our  bonus — 7  cents  bonus  at  first — 
but  as  the  price  receded  we  htul  to  increase  the  bonus  until  we  reached 
20  cents  on  each  gallon.  That  was  an  attempt  to  keep  the  exports  equal 
to  the  domestic  market. 

Q.  W^at  was  the  total  amount  paid  out  in  that  way? — A.  We  paid 
from  the  time  our  organization  started,  on  the  2l8t  of  November,  up  to 
the  1  St  day  of  April  $590,563.87.  We  paid  bonus  on  alcohol  $440,194.38 ; 
we  paid  cut  capacity — that  is,  if  a  man  who  was  entitled  to  run  a  thou- 
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Baiid  bushels  whose  capacity  was  1,000  bushels  ran  only  800  bushels,  it 
was  cheaper  to  cut  down  capacity  as  far  as  we  could  than  to  make  the 
goods  and  export  them  5  we  paid  for  cut  capacity  two  cents  a  bushel, 
#71,612.25;  we  paid  for  maintaining  the  Cincinnati  market  $63,809.64. 
There  are  a  great  many  distillers  in  that  part  of  Ohio  who  do  not  keep 
up  with  the  spirit  of  the  age,  and  cannot  make  anything  but  high 
wines.    The  high  wines  are  going  out  of  existence ;  they  are  substitu- 
ting cologne  spirits,  French  spirEs,  and  other  distillations,  and  the  ar- 
ticle of  high  wines  is  scarcely  known  now  except  in  the  Cincinnati  mar- 
ket, and  they  were  making  too  much  of  these  high  wines  there  and  we 
could  not  export  them.    First  we  attempted  to  get  rid  of  them  by  ship- 
ping them  into  the  Baltimore  and  Philadelphia  markets.    We  did  that 
until  we  broke  the  market  there.    Then  I  took  ofif  two  houses  and  pur- 
chased the  product  and  exported  the  alcohol,  and  in  that  way  we  got  it 
out  of  the  country.    The  balance  that  remained  we  bought  and  manu- 
factured into  free  alcohol.    Then  there  was  $1,138.34  paid  for  running 
expenses,  making  a  total  sura  of  $590,563.87.    April  is  to  l>e  added ;  it 
comes  to  a  little  over  $700,000.    I  have  here  with  me  the  name  of  every 
man  w^ho  paid  in  this  money,  and  the  name  of  every  man  to  whom  the 
money  was  paid.    It  is  published  monthly  by  our  treasurer.    That  was 
for  our  own  safety ,  to  show  our  individual  members  for  what  use  the 
money  was  received,  and  what  disposition  was  made  of  their  money 
after  received. 

Q.  Can  you  leave  us  that ! — A.  Yes,  I  will  leave  it.  I  have  not  got 
the  December  assessment.  The  December  assessment  was  only  1  cent 
a  bushel.  The  extra  capacity  always  had  been  5  cents  a  bushel  addi- 
tional. They  were  charged  for  regular  capacity,  but  regular  capacity 
in  the  month  of  January  I  think  the  assessment  was  4  cents,  and  then 
1  cent,  I  think  for  deficiency.  In  the  month  of  February  we  had  to  go 
up  to  10  cents  a  bushel.  In  the  month  of  March  we  had  to  go  up  to  15 
cents  a  bushel,   ^ome  houses  paid  as  high  as  $14,000  and  $15,000. 

Q.  Then  that  was  not  suflBcientf — ^A.  Then  we  had  to  make  an  extra 
assessment  of  $3  a  bushel  for  one  day,  and  then  we  made  an  assessment 
for  April  of  10  cents  a  bushel,  and  we  finally  made  another  assessment 
to  pay  all  our  debts  of  2^  cents  a  bushel,  and  40  cents  a  bushel  tax  for 
one  day,  and  we  explain  it  in  this  way : 

In  view  of  the  treasurer's  statement  that  the  existing  debts,  after  deducting  the  cash 
on  hand  and  the  outstanding  a-ccounts,  which  are  considered  collectible,  are  about 
$19,000  for  liabilities  contracted  to  April  1,  and  about  $22,000  for  April  debts,  which 
the  10  cents'  adjustment  would  not  meet,  the  assessment  for  deticiency  on  April  1 
should  liave  been  $3.40  per  bushel  instead  of  $3  per  bushel,  and  for  April  12^  cents 
per  bushel  instead  of  10  cents. 

We  did  npt  get  our  assessment  quite  high  enough,  and  this  is  a  third 
assessment  to  cover  the  deficiency  and  pay  our  debts. 

Eacli  house  has  been  therefore  assessed  40  cents  per  bushel  on  the  same  averase  basid 
as  the  $3  assessment,  and  the  2^  cents  a  bushel  on  grain  actually  mashed  in  April. 

These  are  assessments  that  1  made.  I  make  these  assessments  and 
then  send  them  to  our  treasurdt,  and  if  the  parties  do  not  pay  up  within 
five  days  the  treasurer  draws  his  drafts.  I  must  say  that  I  never  knew 
a  body  of  men  to  pay  so  willingly  and  cheerfully  as  the  distillers  have. 
There  are  only  a  few  instances  where  the  men  are  imi^ecunious,  where 
they  really  could  not  pay. 

I  have  also  the  proceedings  of  the  distillers'  meeting  in  Chicago,  on 
November  17,  and  the  articles  of  agreement  under  which  we  organized, 
which  I  will  leave  with  you.  There  are  only  two  articles  bearing  on  the 
subject.     The  balance  is  detail.    That  is  for  the  exportation  of  this 
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overplus  that  we  were  manafactaring,  to  get  rid  of  it.  We  have  ex- 
ported 6,000,000  or  7,000,000  gallons  out  of  the  country.  If  that  had 
been  thrown  on  the  American  market  it  would  have  brought  the  sale  in 
the  American  market  down  to  the  same  price  we  were  receiving  for  ex- 
))orts,  and  would  have  ruined  one-half  of  the  distillers  in  the  country. 
It  was  a  matter  of  self-protection.  These  assessments  existed  in  almost 
all  branches  of  trade;  the  linseed  oil  trade,  the  paper  makers,  the  white 
lead  works,  nail  works,  Bessemer  steel  works — every  branch  that  can 
be  organized.  The  overproduction  seems  to  be  so  great  in  all  branches 
of  bui^iness  that  every  branch  that  can  be  organized  is  organized. 

Q.  You  say  you  have  not  the  special  assessment  here? — A.  No,  sir; 
I  will  send  it  as  soon  as  I  get  home.  Here  is  the  result  of  the  three- 
dollar  assessment;  also  our  report  for  January,  February  and  March 
(handing  them  to  the  chairman). 

By  Mr.  Cookrell  : 

Q.  Have  j'ou  got  the  treasurer's  report  there  for  January  f — A.  Every- 
thing up  to  April. 

Q.  The  treasurer's  report  for  April  is  not  out  yett — A.  It  is  not  made 
out  yet.    We  have  not  got  our  tlebts  all  paid  yet. 

Q.  Who  is  your  treasurer!  Is  he  here! — A.  No,  sir.  The  treasurer 
is  Mr.  Hobart,  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

Q.  Could  you  not  have  the  paper  made  out  for  April  and  May  f — ^A. 
Our  association  expired  by  limitation  on  the  1st  of  May;  we  only  have 
April. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  is  the  $3  assessment.  Will  you  state  what  you  mean  by  the 
$3  assessment. — A.  Now,  here  is  a  house — I  will  take  my  friend  Mr* 
Shufeldt  as  an  example — his  house  has  capacity  of  3,600  bushels,  his 
half  capacity  is  1,800  bushels.  We  assessed  him  $3  a  bushel  as  an  extra 
assessment  to  help  us  pay  these  immense  heavy  sums  we  had  to  pay  to 
get  these  goods  out  of  the  country.  We  assessed  him  $3  on  the  1,800 
bushels,  making  $5,400.  A  house  with  2,000  bushels  capacity  entitled 
to  run  1,000  bushels  would  pay  $3,000.  A  house  with  1,000  bushels* 
running  half  capacity  500  bushels  would  pay  $1,500. 

Q.  That  is,  you  assessed  $3  on  half  capacity  for  one  day  f-r- A.  Onhal 
capacity  of  their  distilleries  for  one  day,  and  the  40  cents  for  one  day  is 
the  same. 

I  wish  to  hand  you  the  proceedings  of  one  of  our  committee  meetings 
held  at  Chicago  March  28,  1882,  where  we  resolved  that  an  assessment 
of  $3  a  bushel  for  one  day  be  made  on  the  average  capacity  of  each  dis* 
tiller  as  operated  since  the  existence  of  our  association  to  April  1,  for 
the  prompt  payment  of  our  indebtedness. 

WESTERN  EXPORT  ASSOCIATION 

EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE  MEETING. 

Executive  committee  met  in  Chicago,  on  Tuesday,  March  28,  1882. 

Present,  II.  B.  Miller  iu  the  chair;  Treasurer  Hohart,  and  Messrs.  Abel,  Gaff,  Steveiu, 
Beggs,  Bevis,  Clark,  and  Woolner  as  proxy  for  Mr.  ZeU. 

The  minutes  of  the  last  meeting  were  read  and  approved.  The  treaenrer  then  gaTO 
a  full  and  complete  statement  of  the  financial  matters  of  the  association ,  from  which 
it  appears  that  the  association  will  owe,  on  April  1,  $160,000. 

The  following  resolutions  were  then  introduced,  and  after  a  free  and  full  discnssioA 
were  unanimously  approved : 

''Whereas  the  Western  Export  Association  has  demonstrated  the  wisdom  of  calling 
it  into  existence — has  saved  the  distillers  serious  losses,  and  been  a  benefit  and  source 
of  profit  to  all  of  them ;  and 

•<  Whereas  it  appears  from  the  report  of  the  treasurer  that  the  same  is  indebted  t# 
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its  members  some  $160,000,  caused  by  the  tax  agitation  and  immeDso  over  prodactioa 
in  February  and  March|  and  that  good  faith  to  each  other  requires  the  prompt  lioai- 
dation  of  every  cent  of  the  same,  so  that  if  another  exigency  should  arise  by  which 
we  must  make  common  cause  for  our  mutual  protection,  there  shall  be  left  no  heart- 
bnrnings  behind ;  therefore, 

^^  Resolved,  That  an  assessment  of  three  dollars  a  bushel  for  one  day  be  made  on  the  aver- 
age capacity  of  each  distiller  as  operated  since  the  existence  of  our  association  to 
April  1,  for  the  prompt  payment  of  our  indebtedness,  the  same  to  be  payable  on  the 
1st  day  of  April,  188:^. 

** Resolved,  That  the  usual  assessment  be  made  for  the  expenses  of  the  association  for 
the  month  of  Apiil,  the  same  to  be  ten  cents  a  bushel  daily,  payable  on  the  ICth  day  of 
April,  and  thAni  credits  against  the  association  by  the  distillers  be  applicable  to  both  assess- 
ments, 

**Resolvedf  That  the  price  of  high  wines  be  maintained  during  the  month  of  April  at 
$1.17 ;  that  the  bonus  on  export  alcohol  be  continued  at  20  cents  a  wine-gallon,  and 
that  reduced  capacity  previous  to  March  1  be  paid  the  usual  amount,  and  all  future 
cut  capacity  be  entitled  to  10  cents  a  bushel  daily." 

The  bills  of  Messrs.  Stevens,  Dair  &  Co.  for  moneys  advanced  in  sustaining  the 
Cincinnati  market,  and  carefully  scrutinized  by  Messrs.  Hobart-,  Gaff,  and  Beggs,  after 
a  long  discussion  were  unanimously  ordere<l  paid,  as  far  as  approved  by  tne  above 
committee. 

The  following  resolution,  viz :  "  Resolved,  That  the  question  of  maintaining  the 
Cincinnati  market  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Uobart,  Gaff,  and  Stevens,  with  power  to  act,'' 
approved  at  the  meeting  in  Cincinnati,  on  February  28,  was  continued  during  the 
month  of  April,  provided  that  in  no  event  shall  any  highwioes  be  shipped  on  com- 
mission to  another  market;  provided  further,  that  the  association  shall  pay  only  the 
expense  of  converting  the  same  into  alcohol  and  the  necessary  freight ;  the  alcohol 
to  be  disposed  of  by  the  various  distillers  who  have  a  jobbing  trade,  but  in  case  of  a 
refusal  to  so  take  care  of  it,  the  parties  converting  the  same  into  alcohol  shall  be  kept 
harmless. 

*^  Resolved,  That  when  the  treasurer  ascertains  the  amount  due  each  distiller  up  to 
April  1,  after  charging  each  with  (he  |3  per  bushel  assessment  and  all  other  unpaid 
assessments,  crediting  all  bills  for  export,  capacity,  or  overassessment,  he  shall,  as 
rapidly  as  he  collects  money,  pay  in  installments  of  25  percent,  to  all  creditors  of  the 
association,  except  whore  such  claims  are  specially  preferred  claims,  and  that  Messrs. 
Stevens,  Dair  &.  Co.'s  claim  be  included  under  the  same  rule,  except  that  their  claim 
may  be  reduced  so  far  as  they  assume  the  claim  of  $3  per  bushel  against  any  distillers 
who  may  not  have  credits  to  reduce  such  claim.*' 

"  Whereas  the  Western  Export  Association  exi>ires  by  limitation  on  the  1st  day  of 
May,  1882,  but  may  be  extended  for  one  month  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  the  executive 
committee ;  therefore, 

*^  Resolved,  That  we  deem  it  unwise  to  take  action  at  this  time,  as  exigencies  may 
arise  before  the  1st  day  of  May  by  which  it  might  be  prudent  to  continue  the  same 
another  month." 

All  ttie  above  resolutions  were  passed  bv  a  unanimous  vote. 

H.  B.  MILLER,  President. 

Q.  That  order  was  made  by  the  excutive  committee. — A.  That  is 
ordered  by  the  executive  committee. 

Q.  And  the  names  of  the  executive  committee  are  here  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Mr.  H.  B.  Miller  (yourself),  Ti*easurer  Hobart,  and  Messrs.  Abel, 
Gaff,  atevens,  Beggs,  Bevis,  Clark,  and  Wooluer,  as  proxy  for  Mr.  Bell. 
Those  were  the  gentlemen  who  were  i)re8entf— A.  Yes,  sir;  Abel  is 
from  Chicago,  Gatf  and  Stevens  of  Cincinnati,  Beggs  of  Shelbyville, 
Bevis  of  Saint  Louis,  Clark  and  Woolner  of  Peoria. 

Q.  I  want  to  get  at  the  mode  ol*  doing  this  now.  You  say,  to  use  .your 
own  language,  "  I  make  the  assessment.''  Now,  what  I  want  to  know 
is,  whether  there  is  a  general  authority  given  you  by  the  executive  com- 
mittee, or  by  the  association,  to  make  such  assessments  as  in  your  judg- 
ment are  necessary  for  the  protection  or  good  of  the  association  f — A. 
The  executive  committee  orders  the  amount  to  be  assessed,  and  then  I 
compute  it  and  get  it  printed  and  send  it  out. 

Q.  By  what  authority  does  the  executive  committee  make  these  as- 
sessments?    By  authority  of  the  association? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  other  words,  where  does  this  power  come  from,  and  how  is  it 
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delegated  t — A.  It  comes  from  the  association,  and  is  delegated  to  the 
executive  committee. 

I  have  here  the  proceedings  of  the  distillers'  meeting  held  in  Chicago, 
on  Thui'sday,  November  17, 1881,  and  would  call  attention  to  sections  ^ 
and  6,  in  answer  to  your  question. 

The  proceedings  are  as  follows : 

Proceedings  of  the  disHUinrif  meeiingf  held  in  ChicagOy  on  Thursday^  yovemher  17,  1;^81. 

distillers'  mebtixq. 

PaiBuant  to  call,  the  diatillers  engaged  in  the  pro  duction  of  high  wines,  spirits,  and 
alcohol,  met  in  convention  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel,  in  Chicago,  on  the  17th  day  of 
Novemher,  1881. 

Philip  Zell,  of  Peoria,  was  caUed  to  the  chair,  aud  Edwin  Stkvt.N8,  of  Cincinnati, 
elected  secretary. 

H.  B.  Miller,  esq.,  being  caUed  upon,  stated  the  object  of  the  meeting,  and  pre- 
sented the  following  agreement,  which,  being  approved,  was  signed  by  the  following 
individuals,  firms,  and  associations : 

Section  1.  The  basis  of  operating  distilleries  shall  be  strict  half  capacit3\ 

(Note. — In  computing  half  capacity^no  distiller  shall  be  allowed  in  any  event  more 
than  one-half  government  capacity,  with  the  exception  as  below  noted.  He  shall  not 
be  aUowed  to  make  more  than  three  mashes  a  day,  even  if  he  cannot  mash  a  fraction 
of  one-half  government  capacity ;  and  no  distiller  will  be  deprived  of  less  than  two 
masbes,  whatever  his  capacity  may  be.  Where  this  rule  should  work  manifest  injus- 
tice, the  president  of  the  association  may  grant  relieft^ 

Sec.  2.  Any  distiller  may  mash  in  excess  of  one-half  capacity  sufficient  to  feed  the 
stock  now  in  stalls,  by  giving  notice  to  the  president  of  the  association  of  the  num- 
ber of  bushels  he  wishes  to  mash  in  excess,  but  for  all  such  excess  of  capacity  he  shall 
pay  into  a  common  fund  five  cents,  or  as  the  executive  committee  at  any  time  may 
determine,  for  every  bushel  of  grain  mashed  in  excess  daily,  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
those  belonging  to  it.  Ue  may,  however,  at  any  time,  discontinue  the  excess  of  ca- 
pacity, by  giving  notice  to  the  president  of  the  association. 

Sec.  3.  Distillers  mashing  less  than  one-half  capacity  shall  receive  out  of  the  pool 
five  cents  for  every  bushel  mashed  less  than  one-half  capacity  daily,  on  presenting  ev- 
idence irom  the  local  collector  as  to  the  amount  of  grain  he  mashed. 

Sec.  4.  For  the  purpose  of  assisting  the  expoitation  of  spirits,  thus  getting  the 
surplus  production  out  of  tl^  country,  relieving  the  domestic  market,  and  enabling 

us  to  maintain  prices,  an  assessment  of cents  be  levied  and  payable  on  every 

bushel  of  grain  mashed  daily,  to  be  paid  into  the  common  fund ;  and  all  moneys  in  the 
common  fund  not  otherwise  needed,  shall  be  expended  as  follows : 

Sec.  5.  A  bonus  of cents,  as  to  the  amount  of  money  in  the  common  fund,  is 

to  be  paid  to  the  exporter  for  every  wine  gallon  of  alcohol,  of  not  less  than  187  per 
cent,  proof,  exported,  on  vouchers  being  furnished,  certified  to  by  the  local  collector, 
that  such  goods  have  been  regularly  bonded  in  his  office  for  export. 

Sec.  6.  All  moneys  contemplated  under  the  above  sections  are  due  and  payable  in 
advance,  on  or  before  the  fifth  day  of  the  month. 

Sec.  7.  The  officers  of  the  asbooiation,  to  carry  the  above  into  practical  efiect, 
shall  coubist  of  a  president,  treasurer,  and  an  executive  committee  of  seven  members, 
who  shall  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  not  inconsistent  with  tbe  above.  The 
executive  committee  shall  fix  the  salaries  of  the  officers  ;  tbey  shall  from  time  to  time, 
as  the  exigencies  may  demand,  fix  the  amount  of  the  assesbments  in  accordance  with 
section  4 ;  they  shall  fix  the  amount  of  bonus,  in  accordance  with  section  5,  to  be  paid 
the  exporter ;  they  shall  have  the  power  to  dissolve  the  association  for  the  folloAving 
causes:  A  neglect  or  refusal  of  members  in  payiug  the  monthly  dues  ;  after  a  trial  of 
thirty  days  they  should  find  the  association  tf  failure;  ou  a  petition  of  one-third  the 
capacity  in  the  association,  they  sball  dissolve  it  at  the  end  of  the  mouth.  They  shall 
audit  the  accounts  of  the  treasurer,  and  be  allowed  all  necessary  expenses  whon  ou 
duty. 

Distillers,  creditors  of  the  association,  may  receipt  for  all  or  such  portion  as  may  can* 
eel  their  indebtedness  to  the  association. 

Any  member  may  withdraw  from  the  association  by  giving  sixty  days'  notice  to  the 
president  of  the  same. 

This  association  shall  enter  into  actual  existence  on  theSlst  day  of  November,  1881, 
and  if  not  sooner  dissolved^  remain  in  force  until  May  1,  1882,  but  the  executive 
committee  may  extend  the  time  one  month  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  all  the  members. 

H.  H.  Shutieldt  <&  Co.,  Chicago. 

Empire  Distilling  Company,  Chicago. 
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PhcDuix  DiBtilling  Company,  Chicago. 

Chicago  Distilling  Company,  Chic  igo. 

Riveraale  Distilling  Company,  Chicago. 

Garden  City  Distilhng  Company,  Chicago. 

United  States  DistiUing  Company,  Chicago. 

John  S.  Miller  <&  Co.,  Sterling,  111. 

Great  Western  Distilling  Company,  Peoria. 

Monarch  Distilling  Company,  Peoria. 

Zell,  Swabacher  £  Co.,  Feoria. 

Spnrk  &,  Francis,  Peoria. 

C:.  8.  Clarke  &  Co.,  Peoria 

Woolner  Brothers,  Peoria. 

G.  T.  Barker  &  Co.,  Peoria. 

Bush  &,  Brown,  Peoria. 

J.  W.  Jf^hnson,  Peoria. 

Oscar  Farst,  Peoria. 

Riverton  Alcohol  Works,  Riverton. 

Crown  Distilling  Company,  Pekin. 

Hamburg  Distilling  Company,  Pekin. 

Fairbanks  Sl  Duenwig,  Terre  Haute. 

Saint  Louis  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis. 

Tenscher  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis. 

Iowa  City  Alcohol  Work,  loWa  City. 

The  Mill  Creek  Distillery  Company,  Cincinnati. 

Walsh  Sl  Kellogg,  Cincinnati  and  Lawrenceburg. 

Fleischman  &  Co.,  Cincinnati. 

B.  Arlett,  Cincinnati. 
G.  H.  Rabe,  Cincinnati. 
Gerke  Sl  Lippieman.  Cincinnati. 
Teepen  A  Davis,  Cincinnati. 
Caleb  Dods worth,  Cincinnati. 
Maddux,  Hobart  &  Co.^  Cincinnati. 
A.  H.  Smith,  Cincinnati. 

G.  W.  Robson  &,  Co.,  Cincinnati. 

G.  Holterhoff,  Cincinnati. 

Frieberg  &  Workham,  Cincinnati. 

Dor»ol  &,  Wolf  tang,  Covington. 

Dair  Brothers,  Harrison,  Ind. 

T.  &  J.  W.  Gaff,  Aurora,  Ind. 

W.  H.  Baker's  Sons,  Indianapolis.  «* 

Kuhlman  &,  Teepen,  Brook ville. 

George  Davis  &  Co..  Portsmouth. 

Pattison  &  Caldwell,  Hamilton,  Ohio. 

C.  I.  Pfeifer,  Lebanon,  111. 

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company,  Kansas  City. 

Atlas  Distilling  Company,  Des  Moines. 

John  Beggs,  Shelbyville,  Ind. 

On  motion  of  W.  N.  Hobart,  it  was  resolved  that  the  capacities  of  the  distillers,  so  far 
as  reported  by  H.  B.  Miller  as  agi«ed  capacities,  are  hereby  accepted  as  satisfactory. 

It  was  also  resolved  that  the  Chicago  capacities,  as  repoited  to  the  meeting,  be  ac- 
cepted with  the  three  mash  clause. 

Resolution  offei'cd  by  Mr.  C.  S.  Clarke,  that  the  executive  committ-ee,  when  ap- 
pointed, determine  all  capacities  not  already  fixed. 

Moved  by  Mr.  Hobart,  and  adopted,  that  no  distiller  shall  be  a  member  of  the  asso- 
ciation until  his  signature  is  affixed  to  a  copy  of  the  agreement,  or  until  he  has  signi- 
fied his  assent  by  telegraph  or  letter.  Mr.  Abel  moved  that  we  now  take  a  recess  un- 
til 2  o'clock  p.  m.    Adopted. 

Convention  reconvened. 

lieaolved,  That  the  executive  committee,  hereafter  to  be  appointed,  shall  have  the 
right  to  decide  what  general  assessment  shall  be  made  on  distillers,  and  this  assess- 
ment shall  be  made  on  all  capacity  run,  and,  in  addition  to  this,  five  cents  per  bushel 
daily  shall  be  paid  on  all  capacity  over  fifty  per  cent,  allotted  any  distiller. 

Moved  by  C.  S.  Clarke,  and  adopted,  that  no  assessment  be  levied  except  for  the 
pui*pose  of  exporting  alcohol,  fot  paving  for  capacity  operated  less  than  50  per  cent, 
and  paying  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  association. 

On  motion  of  George.  T.  Burroughs,  it  was  resolved  that  the  executive  committee  be 
authorized^  on  the  lOth  and  25th  days  of  each  month,  to  fix  an  amount  per  gallon  to  be 
paid  per  wine  gallon  on  all  alcohol  exported  for  two  weeks  each,  commencing  on  the 
first  and  fifteenth  of  the  month,  the  basis  to  be  made  on  the  day  the  price  is  fixed  aod 
each  member  of  the  association  be  notified. 
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• 

W.  N.  Hobart,  of  Cincinnati,  offered  the  following: 

BvBolvedj  That  the  president,  treasurer,  and  seven  additional  members  of  the  asso- 
ciation, shall  constitut-e  the  executive  committee,  to  be  elected  by  the  association, 
who  shall  hold  their  offices  nntil  the  1st  day  of  June  next,  unless  the  association  shall 
be  sooner  dissolved. 

Upon  the  president  shall  devolve  the  general  arrangement  of  all  details  connected 
with  the  general  management  of  the  association.  He  shall  ascertain  from  reliable 
sources  or  persona  Ivisits  the  actual  capacity  to  which  each  distiller,  where  capacity 
has  not  already  been  agreed  upon  by  the  association,  is  entitled.  It  shall  be  his  duty 
to  report  to  the  different  members  of  the  executive  committee,  at  any  time,  anything 
rcquiriuff  their  action,  and  to  obtain  their  decision  in  writing  when  a  meeting  is  not 
practicaole.  His  decision  on  any  subject  submitted  to  him  shall  always  bo  open  for 
revision  by  the  executive  committee,  either  on  request  by  a  member  of  the  committee, 
or  by  the^party  whom  his  decision  affects.  All  reports  made  by  distillers  must  be 
certified  to  by  the  proper  government  officer.  It  shall  be  his  duty  to  keep  all  records 
of  the  actions  of  the  executive  committee,  all  correspondence  referred  to  him  by  the 
committee,  and  the  accounts  with  each  member  of  the  association  who  will  have  to 
pay  into  the  fund  or  be  paid  from  it. 

The  treasurer  shall  collect  from  all  members  of  the  association  whatever  may  be 
due  to  it,  and  shall,  upon  the  order  of  the  president,  pay  out  any  sums  which  may  be- 
come due  under  the  provisions  of  the  contract,  or  for  such  expenses  as  the  executive 
committee  may  approve.  He  shall  report  fully  his  receipts  and  disbursements,  when 
ordrred  by  the  executive  committee,  and  make  a  full  report  once  a  month. 

The  approval  of  five  members  of  the  executive  committee  shall  be  required  to  pass 
on  any  subject  brought  before  it,  and  this  approval  may  be  obtained  either  by  corre- 
spondence or  by  a  meeting.  They  shall  decide  what  amount  shall  1)0  paid  the  forego- 
in<r  officers  for  their  services,  and  shall  be  paid  their  own  necessary  expenses. 

H.  B.  Miller  moved  that  so  much  of  the  above  resolution  as  referred  to  the  president 
and  treasurer  beinc  members  of  the  executive  committee,  be  reconsidered.    Adopted. 

It  was  resolved  that  the  executive  committee  shall  have  the  power  to  make  any  ar- 
rangement which  may  be  more  economical  than  to  pay  the  bonus  for  export  alcohol, 
auri  produce  the  same  effect. 

On  motion  of  C  S.  Clarke,  all  expenses  incurred  by  H.  B.  Miller  in  getting  up  the 
aHsociation  were  onlered  paid. 

Moved  by  H.  13.  Miller,  and  adopted,  that  according  to  the  capacities  of  the  differ- 
ent districts,  the  executive  committee  be  apportioned  as  follows :  Three  from  Illinois, 
two  from  Ohio,  one  from  Indiana,  and  one  from  the  territory  west  of  the  Mississippi 
River,  and  that  the  delegates  from  each  district  shall  elect  their  own  committeemen. 

Tlic  association  then  proceeded  with  the  election  of  officers,  with  the  following 
result,  Paul  Mohr  and  A.  B^vis  being  tellers: 

J*refiident — H.  B.  Miller,  Riverton,  III. 

Treasurer — W.  N.  Hobart,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

Kjccuiire  Committee — Jonathan  Abel,  Chicago  ;  Philip  Zell  and  Charles  S.  Clarke, 
Peoria :  C.  H.  Kellofrg  and  Edwin  Stevens,  Cincinnati ;  John  Beggs,  Shelbyville,  Ind. ; 
and  A.  Bevis,  Saint  Louis,  Mo. 

Ou  motion  of  H.  II.  Shufeldt,  the  association  was  named  ^^  The  Western  Export  As- 
sociation." 

It  w  as  then  moved  by  H.  B.  Miller  that  the  articles  of  the  association  take  effect 
and  be  in  full  force  from  and  after  the  21st  day  of  November,  1881. 

The  thanks  of  the  association  were  then  tendered  unanimously  to  H.  B.  Miller  for 
his  faithful  work  in  perfecting  said  a.ssociation.  Also  to  Mr.  Pratt,  for  his  advocacy 
of  the  same  in  his  excellent  journal. 

On  motion,  the  convention  adjourned  Bine  die. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE. 

Immediately  after  the  adjournment  the  executive  committee  convened: 

I^resent— Abel,  Zell.  Clarke,  Beggs,  Bevis,  Stevens  and  Walsh,  who  acted  by  unani- 
mous consent  for  Mr  Kellogg. 

The  blank  in  section  4  was  filled  with  one  cent  until  January  1. 

The  blank  in  section  5  was  filled  with  seven  cents  until  December  15. 

Charles  H.  Kellogg,  for  special  reasons  having  declined  to  serve  on  the  executive 
committee,  T.  T.  Gaff,  esq.,  was  unanimously  chosen  to  fill  the  vacancy. 

Adjourned. 

Tliese  powers  are  given  to  the  executive  committee  by  the  distillers 
represented  west  and  north  of  the  Ohio  Eiver,  and  among  the  powers 
delegated  was  the  power  to  make  these  assessments-. 

Q.  Have  all  these  monthly  assessments  been  made  by  special  order 
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of  the  committee,  and  did  the  committee  fix  in  advance  so  ninch  for 
each  month  f — A.  We  had  an  executive  committee  meeting  once  a 
month. 

Q.  And  they  fixed  the  amount  from  their  best  judgment  as  to  what 
would  be  wanted  t — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  treasurer  gave  a  rei>ort  each 
month  as  to  how  his  books  stood,  and  we  made  the^e  assessments.  It 
was  a  much  greater  thing  than  we  supposed.  We  commenced  witli 
one  cent,  then  went  to  ten,  then  to  fifteen.  The  reason  of  those  heavy 
assessments  was  that  our  business  was  very  much  injured  by  tbe  tax 
agitation  in  Congress  here. 

Q.  Please  state  how  that  was. — A.  Well,  jobbers  would  buy  only  from 
hand  to  mouth.  They  are  in  the  habit  of  buying  in  tolerably  large  quan- 
tities where  they  have  any  stores,  because  it  improves  while  it  lies  there. 
A  man  who  used  to  buy  fifty  barrels  at  a  time  would  buy  only  ten  bar- 
els. 

Q.  Do  your  goods  improve  by  age! — A.  No,  sir;  our  goods  do  not  im- 
prove by  age.  They  are  just  as  good  the  day  they  are  made  as  they  are 
ten  years  afterwards.  Alcohol  is  not  improved  in  age  nor  raw  high 
wines.  We  have  got  a  process  now  by  which  we  refine  our  goods.  We 
leach  them  carefully  through  charcoal,  and  we  distill  them  and  make 
what  they  call  a  cologne,  or  French  spirit.  A  pure  French  spirit  is  a 
proof  spirit,  and  a  cologne  spirit  is  a  stronger  spirit,  about  187  per  cent, 
proof.  We  divest  it  of  almost  all  odors.  It  is  colorless  and  odorless, 
and  that  is  the  basis  for  making  gin,  brandies,  whiskies,  and  almost  ev- 
erything else. 

Q.  I  want  to  come  back  to  that  in  a  moment.  Before  we  leave  tlie 
other  branch  of  the  subject,  however,  let  us  get  these  papers  arranged. 
Now,  you  have  given  me  here  the  assessments  for  January,  February, 
and  March,  and  the  last  assessment,  as  you  call  it.  May  12,  1882.  I 
think  they  are  all  here,  then,  except  the  April  assessment? — A.  All  but 
the  April  a^ssessment.    I  will  send  you  that  immediately. 

ASSESSMENT  FOR  JANUARY. 

The  oxeciitive  committee  shall  fix  the  salaries  of  the  officers ;  they  shall,  from  time 
to  time,  as  the  exigencies  may  demandi  fix  the  amount  of  the  assessments  in  accord- 
ance with  section  4;  they  shall  fix  tbe  amount  of  bonus,  in  accordance  with  section  5, 
to  be  paid  the  exporter ;  they  shall  have  the  power  to  dissolve  the  association  for  the 
following  causes:  A  neglect  or  refusal  of  members  in  paying  the  monthly  dues  ;  after  a  trial 
of  thirty  days,  they  should  find  the  association  a  failure;  on  a  petition  of  one-third 
the  capacity  in  the  association,  they  shall  dissolve  it  at  the  end  ot  the  month. — Extract 
from  agreement. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  executive  committee,  held  in  Cincinnati  on  Decembers,  all  being 
present,  it  was  unanimously  rcsolvt^d  that  the  assessment  for  January  shall  be  four 
cents  per  bushel  mashed.  At  a  meeting  of  the  same  committee,  held  in  Chicago  on 
December  22,  an  additional  one  cent  was  voted  to  cover  deficiencies  for  December. 

The  following  is  a  correct  statement  of  each  member,  their  half  capacity,  their  extra 
capacity,  and  the  assessment  against  each  one. 


Karnes  of  distillers. 


Garden  City  Distllliiig  Compftny . . 

Empire  Distilling  Company 

Chicaga  Distilling  Company 

Riverdale  DistillinK  Company  .... 

PhoBnix  Distilling  Company 

n.  H.  Shufeldt  &  Co 

United  States  Distilling  Company 


One-balf  ca> 
pacity. 

Extra  capac- 
ity. 

«M      . 

O  Ot 

o 

hi 

1,045 
808 
1,000 
1,175 
1,020 
1,718 
892 

705 
583 
1,000 
1.404 
1,220 
1.800 
650 

229 

230 

82 

If 


$1. 033  50 
817  9.) 
1,300  09 
2,122  00 
1,^00 
2,44«60 
815  00 
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Kamea  of  diBtUlers. 


Sponk  AFrancls 

G.T.  Barker 

Zell,  Swahachor  &  Co 

Oscar  Fursh    

"Woolner  Brothers 

Monarch  DiBtilltng  Company 


,T.  W.  Johnson 

C.S.Ch»rke&Co 

BuBh&  Brown 

Great  AYestern  Distilling  Company 

Blverton  Alcohol  Works 

Crown  Distilling  Company 

Hamling  Distillmg  Company 

John  S.  Miller  &  Co 

Kuhlman  &  Teepen 

Dair  Brothers    

Fairbanks  Sc  Daenweg 

Baker's  Sons. 

John  G.  Homstein 

JohnBeggs 


Dorsel  &  Walftang 

G.  W.  Robson,  Jr.,  &  Co. 

George  Holterhoff 

Freiberg  d&  Worknm 

Caleb  Dodsworth 

G.  H.  Babe 

E.  Arlett 

A.  H.  Smith 

Maddux,  Hobart  &  Co 

Mill  Creek  DistiUing  Company 

Walsh  &  Kellogg 

Davis  &  Teepen   

Gherke  &  Lippleman 

Fleishman  &.  Co 


Patiison  &  Caldwell 

George  Davis  &.  Co 

James  Emmitt 

Saint  Lonis  Distilling  Company 

Tenscher  Distilling  Company 

Atlas  Distilling  Company 

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company 

Iowa  City  Alcohol  Works 

C.  I.  Pfeirer 

Willow  Springs  Distilling  Company 
Litbia  Springs  Distilling  Company  . 
Iowa  Distilling  Company 


5 


1,200 
1,204 
1,500 
460 
1,100 
2,500 


000 

700 

484 

2.556 

1,120 

.609 

924 

1,068 

200 

400 

1,800 

400 

600 

750 


525 

864 
600 
500 

AAA 

450 

300 

800 

750 

2,000 

2,300 

550 

540 

1,100 


720 
900 
600 
917 
1,150 
624 
634 
600 
200 
660 
850 


500 
306 
160 
833 


800 
240 


*160 
"156 


200 


150 


100 
450 


1.200 

800 

*246 

200 


120 


155 


485 


640 
150 


o  P* 

o 


1,200 
1,204 
2,000 
766 
1,200 
8,333 


17, 215 


900 

1,000 

724 

2,556 

1,289 

609 

1,070 

1,068 

200 

600 

1,347 

884 

250 

600 


12,597 


600 

600 

800 

900 

1,200 

2,000 

3,500 

850 

786 

1,300 


12,036 


840 
900 
600 

1,072 
940 

1,109 
634 
200 
200 

1,200 
500 
500 


B 


3 


$1,560  00 
1.565  20 
8.250  00 
1,393  60 
1,846  00 
5,415  80 


1, 170  00 

1,690  00 

1.258  20 

3,322  80 

1,872  00 

79176 

1,693  80 

1,389  40 

260  00 

1,040  00 

1, 751  10 

499  20 

825  00 

780  00 


682  60 

1,128  20 

780  00 

650  00 

780  00 

975  00 

890  00 

1,300  00 

2,145  00 

2,600  00 

6,100  00 

1,495  00 

1.341  60 

1,950  00 


1,248  06 
1, 170  00 

780  qp 

1,595  lb 

1,222  00 

2, 072  20 

824  20 

260  00 

260  00 

2,262  00 

815  00 


8.695 


50,543  00 


*  A  portion  of  January  only.  While  the  assessments  look  large,  every  dollar  will  be  needed  to  get 
the  surplus  out  of  the  country.  We  have  a  deficiency  of  some  $13,000  for  December.  The  assessments 
equal  about  1^  cents  per  gallon.  With  wines  at  $1.16,  it  still  nets  the  distiller  $1,144.  The  surplus 
must  be  sot  out  of  the  country  by  export,  and  exports  net  the  distiller  equal  to  $1.07,  without  bonus. 
Without  Donus,  this  would,  tnerefore.  be  the  price  of  eoods;  so,  by  paying  these  assessments,  we  are 
still  net  gainers  of  7i  cents  a  proof  gallon.  DistiUers  -«^o  are  exporting  wul  send  in  their  certificates, 
and  they  will  be  paid  in  the  turn  they  are  Tooeived. 

15|  quarts-made  5,092.2S6-wonld  make  4k231,500-differenoe,  860.756. 

ASSESaXENT  FOR  FEBBUART. 

The  executive  committee  shall  fix  the  salaries  of  the  officers ;  they  shalli  from  time 
to  time,  as  the  exigencies  may  demand,  fix  the  amount  of  the  assessments  in  accord- 
ance with  section  4 ;  they  shall  fix  the  amount  of  houus,  in  accordance  with  section 
5.  to  be  paid  the  exporter ;  they  shall  have  the  power  to  dissolve  the  association  for 
ttiA  following  causes:  A  neglect  or  refusal  of  members  in  paying  the  monthly  dues;  after 
a  trial  of  thirty  days  they  should  find  the  association  a  failure ;  on  a  petition  of  one- 
third  the  capacity  in  the  association,  they  shall  dissolve  it  at  the  end  of  the  month.— 
£xtract  from  agreement 
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At  a  meeting  of  the  executive  committee  held  in  Cincinnati  on  Wednesday,  January 
II,  1882,  the  following  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted: 

Meaolvedf  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  meeting  that  the  treasurer  should  have  suffi- 
cient funds  on  hand  at  all  times  to  pay  claims  on  presentation,  and  to  accomplish  this. 
the  price  of  high  wines  he  at  once  a<lyanced  to  $1.16,  and  advanced  as  fast  as  safety  and 
prudence  will  dictate  up  to  $1.18,  and  that  the  assessment  for  February  be  large 
enough  beyond  peradventure  to  pay  running  claims,*  and  liqniclate  the  deficiency, 
whatever  it  may  l)e. 

In  accordance  with  the  above,  the  executive  committee  have  unanimously'  decided 
to  make  the  assessment  for  Febuary  ten  cents  a  bushel  daily,  the  price  on  high  wiues 
$1.17  from  February  1,  and  the  bonus  on  export  alcohol  the  same  as  follows: 


Xamcs  of  {listillers. 


Garden  City  Distilling  Company  . 

Empire  I^iatilling  Company 

Cbicaso  Distilling  Company 

Riveroale  Distillinff  Company 

PhODnix  Distilling  Company 

H.  H.  Shufeldt  &  Co 

United  States  Distilling  Company 

Spurk  &  Francis 

G.  T.  Barker 

Zell,  Swabacher  &  Co 

Oscar  Fnrst 

Woolner  Bros 

Monarch  Distilling  Company 


J.  "W.  Johnson 

C.  S.  Clarke  &  Co 

Bush  A  Brown 

Great  Western  Distilling  Company. 

Riverton  Alcohol  Works 

Crown  Distilling  Company 

Hambur  iC  Distilling  Company 

Jno.  S.  Miller  &  Co 

Kuhlman  &  Teepcn 

Dair  Bros 

Fairbanks  &  Daenweg 

Baker's  Sons 

Jno.  G.  Homstein 

Jno.  Beggs 


Dorsel  &  Wolftang 

G.  W.  Robson, Jr.,  &  Co 

Geo.  Holterbofr 

Freiberg  &  Workum 

Cal'>b  I^sworth 

G.H.  Babe 

E.  Arleth 

A.H.  Smith 

Maddux,  Hobart  ScCo 

Mill  Croek  DistiUing  Company. 

Walsh  &  Kellogg 

Davis  &  Twpen 

Gherko  &  Lippleman 

Fleishman  &  Co 


Fattison  nnd  Caldwell 

Geo.  Davis  &Co 

James  Emmitt 

Saint  Louis  Distilling  Company 

Teuschcr  Distilling  Company 

Atlas  Distilling  Company 

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company... 

Iowa  City  Alcohol  Works 

C.l.Pfetfer 

Willow  Springs  Distilling  Company 
Lithla  Springs  DistiUiug  Company . 
Iowa  DistiUing  Company 


;) 


5 


1,045 

808 

1,000 

1,175 

1,020 

1.718 

802 

1.200 

1,204 

1,600 

400 

1,100 

2,600 


000 
700 
4&4 

2,556 

1,120 
600 
024 

1,068 
200 
400 

1,8U0 
400 
500 
7:0 


625 

864 

600 

500 

666 

450 

300 

800 

750 

2,000 

2,300 

550 

540 

1,100 


720 
000 
600 
017 
1,150 
624 
634 
60O 
200 
800 
350 
500 


I. 


229 

200 

82 


500 
306 
ICO 
833 


300 
210 


156 


450 


1,200 
165 


200 


120 


485 


400 
150 


o 


705 

583 
1.000 
1,404 
1,220 
1.800 

650 
1,200 
1,204 
2,000 

766 
1.260 
3,333 


a  a 
a  * 
of 

5| 


17,215 


000 
1,000 

724 
2,556 
1,120 

609 
1.070 
1.068 


$1.008  00 

1.399  20 

2.400  00 
3,644  40 
3,168  00 
4, 418  40 
1.5dO  00 
2,880  00 
2.8S0  60 
5,4V0  00 
2, 205  60 
3, 216  00 
&908  80 


2,160  00 
2,7(J0  00 
2, 023  60 
6. 134  40 
2.688  CO 
1. 461  60 
2, 7:5  20 
2.  :63  20 


585  I 
1,347. 
3£4  I 
250  ' 
6C0 


12, 213 


600 

450 

200 

800 

1,200 

2,000 

3,500 

715 

540 

1,300 


11,805 


840 
000 
600 
917 
040 

1,109 
634 
200 
200 

1,200 
60O 
500 

8,540  1 


1,626  00 

3, 232  f  0 

021  60 

60O  UO 

1.440  00 


1.260  00 
1.440.00 
1.440  00 
1.200  00 
1,440  00 
1,0{<0  00 
4^0  00 
1. 020  CO 
3,420  09 
4.800  00 
D.  ^40  00 
1.914  00 
1. 206  (K) 
3,360  00 


2.160  00 
2.160  00 
1,440  00 
2,200  80 
3, 256  00 
3, 213  60 
1. 521  60 
480  00 
480  GO 
3,360  00 

l,3fiOW 
l,200l» 
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Name  of  diBtUlers. 


Scofleld  and  Tien 

California  Distillmg  Company. 
Pacific  Distilling  Company  . . . 


One-half  ca- 
pacity. 

1,000 
600 
000 

^ 

I 


H 


>5    ^ 


$1, 500  00 
1,440  00 
1,440  OO 

49, 273  Oa 


15}  quarts  made  4. 58J.  366~woald  make  3. 90ft.  000— difference  68S.  366. 

The  treaaiirer  will  in  a  few  days  send  you  his  report,  giving  names  and  amounts  for 
every  dollar  paid  out.  The  exportation  of  spirits  is  fearfully  large,  showing  a  voht 
overproduction y  which  every  one  is  helping  to  make,  but  this  exportation,  though  ex- 
pensive, is  the  grand  safety-valve  by  which  we  get  rid  of  our  goods,  and  so  are  en- 
abled to  maintain  pnces.  On  February  4,  18^1,  the  distillers  were  in  tribulation — 
g rices  of  goods  had  sunk  below  the  manufacturing  cost,  and  a  meeting  on  that  day  was 
eld  in  Peoria  to  devise  means  to  pre  vent. these  losses.  This  year  we  are  better  off, 
and  notwithstanding  the  heavy  assessments,  every  distiller  has  been  enabled  to  make 
a  little  money.  If  the  committee  is  not  di8appoin*»ed  in  the  exports  for  February,  this 
assessment  will  he  heavy  enough  to  pay  promptly  all  running  claims  and  the  indebt- 
edness standing  against  us,  so  that  while  we  shall  maintain  the  same  or  higher  prices 
to  the  end,  the  asi^e^ments  in  the  future  will  never  again  be  as  heavy. 

H.  B.  MILLER, 

rrt»ident, 

NET  GAIN  THUOUGII  THE   WESTERN  EXPORT  ASSOCIATION. 

When  the  Western  Export  Association  was  called  into  existence,  high  wines  were 
selling  in  Cincinnati  at  one  dollar  ana  eight  cents  a  gallon.  The  Cincinnati  high-wine 
market,  to  a  cei-tain  extent,  is  the  basis  on  which  all  goods  made  in  the  Western 
States  are  sold.  As  this  association  has  been  compelled  to  export,  since  the  existence 
of  the  same  to  February  1,  nearly  two  million  gallons  of  proof  spirits  to  maintain  even 
a  small  piotit,  it  is  evident  that  had  this  amount  of  spirits  been  pressed  on  the  domestic 
market,  there  was  no  possibility  of  an  advance,  but  a  great  probability  of  a  further 
decline.  The  difference  between  the  price  at  the  organization  of  our  association  and 
the  price  since  received  is  fully  seven  centa  a  gallon,  and  I  give  below  a  table  of  the 
net  ^atn  (not  proht)  by  each  distiller  from  the  21st  day  of  November  to  the  1st  day  of 
February,  sixty-two  days,  over  and  above  all  asaesaments  and  expenses  in  consequence 
of  the  association.  When  the  assessments  look  large,  examine  this  table  with  the 
certain  knowledge  that  in  case  of  a  dissolution  of  the  same,  with  the  vast  overpro- 
duction going  on,  spirits  would  decline  at  once  to  the  base  of  exports^  or  $1.07.  You 
will  readily  see  the  benefit  of  the  same,  notwithstanding  the  heavy  assessments,  which 
are  no  larger  than  is  absolutely  necessary  to  get  the  surplus  product  out  of  the  coun- 
try.   This  table  is  predicated  on  a  yield  of  15^  quarts. 

Garden  City  Distilling  Company,  Chicaso,  111 $16, 157  20 

Empire  Distilling  Company,  Chicago,  111 13,953  34 

Chicago  Distilling  Company,  Chicago,  III 15,194  52 

Riverdale  Distilling  Company,  Chicago,  111 20,569  04 

Phoenix  Distilling  Company,  Chicago,  111 17,995  80 

H.  H.  Shufeldt  &  Co.,  Chicago,  lU 27,029  30 

United  States  Distilliug  Company,  Chicago,  III 13, 632  92 

Spurk  &  Francis,  Peoria,  111 18,189  00 

G.  T.  Barker,  Peoria,  III lt^,200  00 

Zell,  Swabacher  &  Co.,  Peoria,  III 28,765  00 

Oscar  Furst,  Peoria,  111 9,489*26 

Woolner  Bros.  Peoria,  III 18,604  62 

Monarch  Distilling  Company,  Peoria,  III 48,087  92 

J.  W.  Johnefou,  Peoria,  111 13,643  92 

C.  S.  Clarko&  Co.,  Peoria,  111 14,227  50 

Bush  «fc  Brown,  Peoria,  111 10,227  86 

Great  Western  Distilling  Company,  Peoria,  III :«,825  20 

Riverton  Alcohol  Works,  Riverton,  III 18,806  *J0 

Crown  Distilling  Company  Pokin,  III 9,304  88 

Hamburg  Distilling  Company,  Pekiu,  111 . .  v 15, 729  88 

John  8.  Miller  &  Co.,  Sterling,  III 16,185  00 

Knhlman  &  Teepeu,  BrookviUe,  Ind 3,031  54 

Dair  Bros.,  Harrison,  Ohio 8,474  50 

Fairbanks  &  Duenwig,  Terre Haute,  Ind .--.  28,037  01 

Baker's  Sons,  Indianapolis,  Ind 6,0^  56 
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John  0.  Homstein,  Canton,  111 

John  Beggs,  Shelbyville,  Ind 

DorRel  &  Wolftang,  Covington,  Ky '. 

G.  W.  Robson,  jr.,  &,  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

G.  Holterhoff,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Freiberg  &  Workum,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Caleb  Dodsworth,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

G.  H.  Rabe,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

E.  Arleth,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

G.  K.  Duckworth,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Maddux,  Hobart  &  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Mill  Creek  Distilling  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Walsh  &.  Kellogg,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Davis  &  Teepen,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Gherke  &  Lippleman,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Fleishman  &  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Patterson  &  Caldwell,  Hamilton,  Ohio 

George  Davis  &  Co. ,  Portsmouth,  Ohio 

James  Emmi^t,  Waverly,  Ohio 

Saint  Lonis  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Loais,  Mo. .. 

Teuscher  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Loois,  Mo 

A  tlas  Distillin/^  Company,  Des  Moines,  la 

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company,  Kansas  City,  Mo.. 

Iowa  Citv  Alcohol  Works,  Iowa  City,  Iowa 

C.  I.  Pfeffer,  Lebanon.  Ill ,. 

Willow  Springs  Distilling  Company,  Omaha,  Nebr. . 
Lithia  Spring  Distilling  Company,  Beardstown,  HI. 


$5,026  12 
11,556  00 
7,956  06 
13,330  44 
9,081  48 
8,046  58 
9,888  00 
8,529  50 
4,545  08 

14. 365  50 
16.894  00 
36, 178  00 
49,391  08 
11,999  22 
10,067  08 
19,082  58 

12. 366  30 
14, 748  08 

9,440  50 

K>,768  34 

17,778  64 

15,252  46 

9,624  18 

9,758  50 

3,031  50 

20, 181  00 

7,561  58 


ASSESSMENT  FOR  MARCH. 


The  execntiTe  committee  shall  fix  the  salaries  of  the  officers;  they  shall,  from  time 
to  time^  as  the  exigencies  may  demand,  fix  the  amount  of  the  assessments  in  accord- 
ance with  section  4 ;  they  shall  fix  the  amount  of  bonus,  in  accordance  with  section  5, 
to  be  paid  the  exporter;  they  shall  have  the  power  to  dissolve  the  association,  for  the 
following  causes :  A  neglect  or  refusal  of  members  in  paying  ike  numthly  dues  ;  after  a  trial 
of  thirty  days,  they  should  find  the  Association  a  failure;  on  a  petition  of  one- third 
the  capacity  in  the  association,  they  shall  dissolve  it  at  the  end  of  the  month. — Extract 
from  agreement. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  Western  Export  Association,  held  in 
Chicago  on  February  24,  and  adjourned  to  Cincinnati  to  the  28th  day  of  the  same 
month,  it  was  unanimonsly  resolved,  all  the  members  of  the  committee  being  present^ 
to  make  the  assessment  for  March  15  cents  per  bushel  daily  on  all  capacity  mashe<l, 
10  cents  of  the  same  with  the  extra  capacity  payable  on  or  before  the  5th  day  of 
March,  and  the  balance  of  5  cents  a  bushel  on  or  before  the  20th  day  of  the  same 
month.  Below  will  be  found  the  amounts  due,  and  members  will  please  remit  with- 
out having  formal  bills  sent  to  them. 

The  price  of  high  wines  will  be  maintained  at  $1.16,  and  the  bonus  on  exports  20 
cents  a  wine  gallon  for  the  first  half  of  March. 

As  it  was  impossible  for  your  president  to  know  Just  how  many  bushels  each  house 
would  operate,  if  any  are  overassessed,  the  treasurer  is  empowered  to  rectify  the  same. 


Names  of  dtatillen. 


Carden  City  Distilling  Company. 

Empire  Distilling  Company 

Chicago  Distilling  Company 

Kiverdale  Diatilling  Company 

Phoenix  Distilling  Company 

H.  H.  Sbnfeldt  &  Co 

United  StatM  Distilling  Company 

Spark  &  Francia 

G.  D.  Barker 

Zell,  Swabacher  &  Co. 

Oscar  Furst , 

Woolner  Bros. 

Monarch  DiatUUng  Company 


o 
I 

t 

8 


1,045 


1,000 
1,175 
1,020 
1,718 


1,200 
1,204 
1,500 
400 
1,100 
2,500 


t 

H 


229 
"82' 


500 
806 
100 
833 


js  • 

O 

H 


705 

083 
1.000 
1,404 
1,020 
1,800 

650 
1,200 
1,204 
2,000 

766 
1,260 
8,838 

17. 915 


a 


$2,146 
1,574 
2,700 
4.009 
2,754 
4,970 
1,665 
8.240 
4^260 
5,040 
2,481 
8,618 

10,123 


50 
10 
00 
96 
00 
70 
00 
00 
80 
00 
81 
00 
65 


B 


$1,073  25 
787  05 
1,350  00 
L89S40 
1,377  09 
2,430  00 
877M 
1,630  00 
1.625  40 
2,700  00 
1.0MW 
1,70100 
4.400  55 
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Namea  of  dUtlUen. 


J.  W.  Johnaon 

C.  J.C!«rk  AGO 

UiuhftBroHii 

()re«t  Western  Dist  tiling  Company.. 

RlveRon  Alcuhol  Works 

Citimi  DisIiUiDE  Company 

BamboriF  I>istllllDc  Compuiy 

JohnJ.aillor&tro 

Enblnuw  &  Xeepeti,  cloaed  down — 

UalrBroChera   

Falrbuika  ft  Dnenveg 

Baker  Bros  

John  O.  Hc>nial«lD 

JohnBegga 

DotmI  &  Wolftange 

Geo.  W.  Robson,  Jr.,  &Co 

O,  Hollerhoff 

Frieberg  ft  Worknm 

C.Dodgworth 

O.H.Rabc 

E.  Arioth,  closed  down 

ti.  K.  Cockvonh,  cloaeddown  .... 

Uaddni.  nobart  &  Co 

Uill  Creek  Distilling  Company 

WaUh  AEellogg 

Dnvfa  ft  Teepeo 

Gorke  *  Llpploman 

Helabman  ft  Co  

PatUwn  *  Caldwell 

Geo.  DaviaftCo 

Jamea  Emmitt 

Saint  LoaJB  UlstmiDE  Company.... 

Tenaoher  Dialllllng  Company 

Atlas  Distilling  Company 

KansaalMatillliig  Company 

Iowa  City  Alcobol  Works 

CLPfeifor 

WUlov  Springa  Dl  at  lUIng  Compuiy 
Lytbia  Springs  Distilling  Company 

Iowa  DiatilliDg  Company 

SeoUeld  ft  Tevia 

California  Dialilling  Company 

Pacific  Diatllling  Company 


p 

u 

f 

S,HI1  21 

MS 

'ill 

1,444  50 

l.B»2S 
STSOO 

'408  80 

eiuoo 

-I  l.«T  M  70B7c 


4,  3»  Oa  I     2,  ItHI  IH> 


Oentlemb.1  of  the  Association:  Aboi-e  yoa  will  please  fiu<l  tlio  a 
Marob,  for  nhicli  your  ofQcers  and  executive  committee  have  no  apology  to  make. 
Yonr  executive  committee  wm  in  HeBSlou  two  days,  canvassing  every  propoaititm  care- 
fully and  thoughtfully,  even  to  tbe  end  of  levying  an  ssaesametit  to  pay  our  jirearnt 
iadebtednesa,  aiid  dissolving  tbo  association.  Insnchan  event  tbere  were  no  two  opin- 
ionp,  that  the  price  of  high  nines  would  at  once  recede  to  $1,05,  ami  by  mainlaining 
the  price  at  $1.16,  and  paying  au  assessment  of  fifteen  cents  a  bnsbel  during  March, 
the  members  are  still  the  gainers  by  »eE«ii  oenlt  &  proof  gallon.  Tbe  necessity  for  such 
heavy  assesamenta  can  be  acconnted  for  in  a  few  words:  "  The  demoralisation  of  the dO' 
meitie  trade  by  th»  taz  agilaHon  in  CongrtM."  This  has  necessitated  tbe  exportation  of 
double  the  amount  of  goods,  and  has  entailed  doable  the  expense  on  the  association. 
In  a  few  days  nearly  every  bushel  of  extra  capacity  will  be  cut  off,  and  tbe  actual 
maabing  decreased  at  ouce  5,000  bnsbels  daily.  This  decn'ase  will  contiune  to  tbe  end 
of  oar  association. 

We  canno^tell  what  the  needs  of  our  trade  may  require  id  the  Aitnre,  but  if  all  keep 
goo»l  faith  nov,  it  will  be  nobaidmattertoprovidebereafterfor  any  contingency  that 
necewtfi/  might  rtquire. 

H.  B   MILLER, 

Pmident. 
S.  Rop.  878 3 
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WESTERN  EXPORT  ASSOCIATION. 


The  last  assessment. 


Cincinnati,  May  12, 1882. 

The  following  aasessmeat  is  made  in  accordance  with  a  resolution  passed  by  the 
execntive  committee,  in  a  meeting  held  in  Cincinnati,  on  May  1*2,  1882,  which  reads 
as  follows :  '*  Resolved,  that  the  officers  of  the  association  make  an  assessment  at  once 
large  enough  to  Uqnidate  our  indebtedness,  and  that  no  action  be  taken  looking  to 
the  formation  of  another  association  until  the  affairs  of  the  present  one  are  honorably 
wound  up." 

In  view  of  the  treasurer's  statement  that  the  existing  debts,  after  deducting  the 
cash  on  hand  and  the  outstanding  accounts  which  are  considered  collectible,  are 
about  $19,000  for  liabilities  contracted  prior  to  April  1,  and  about  f22,000  for  April 
debts,  which  the  10  cent  assessment  wquld  not  meet,  the  assessment  for  deficiency  on 
April  1  should  have  been  $3.40  per  bushel  instead  of  $3,  and  for  April  12^  cents  per 
bushel,  instead  of  10  cents.  Each  bouse  has  been  therefore  assessed  40  cents  per 
bushel  on  the  same  average  basis  as  the  |3  assessment,  and  the  2^  cents  per  bushel  on 
grain  actually  mashed  in  April. 


Xamcs  of  distillen. 


Garden  City  Distilling  Company  . . . 

Kmpiro  DistillinK  Compaoy 

( -  hicago  Distilling  Company 

lUveraalo  Diatillmg  Company , 

Pbcenlx  Distilling  Company 

n.  H.  ShnfeldtdtCo 

United  States  Distilling  Company. . 

Spurk  &,  Francis 

a.T.  Barker 

Zcll,  Swabacher  &  Co 

<  )Hcar  Furst 

Woolner  Bros 

Monarch  Distilling  Company 

J .  W.  Johnson 

C.S.  Clark  &Oo 

Hash  &  Brown 

('•reat  Western  Distilling  Company 

K  ivorton  Alcohol  Works 

V  rown  Distilling  Company 

Hambare  Distilling  Company 

Jno.  S.  Miller  &  Co 

Kuhlman  &  Tecpen 

Dair  Bros 

Fairbanks  &,  Daenvreg.I 

W,  H.  Baker's  Sons 

JohnG.  Homstein 

Jno.  Beggs • 

Dorsel  &  Wolftang 

G.  W.  Rob8on,Jr.,&Co 

(J.  Holtorhoff 

Freiberg  &  Worknm 

Caleb  Dodsworth • 

G.  U.Rabe 

E.Arleth 

( too.  K.  Duckworth 

Maddux,  Hobart  &  Co 

Mill  Creek  Distilling  Company 

Walsh  &  Kellogg 

Teenen  &  Davis 

Gcrke  &.  Lippelman 

Fleishman  &  Co 

Pattison  &  Caldwell 

Geo.  Davis  &  Co 

J  aroes  Emmitt 

Saint  Tx>uis  Distillins  Company.... 

Teuschcr  Distilling  Company 

Atlas  Dititilling  Company 

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company... 

Iowa  Citv  AJcohol  Works 

C.I.  Pftiier 


1,045 

888 

1,000 

1, 175  j 

1.020 

1,718 

892 

1,200 

1,204 

1,500 

46u 

1,100 

2.500 

900 

700 

484 

2,556 

1.120 

009 

024 

1.068 

200 

400 

1,800 

400 

600 

750 

525 

864 

600 

500 

WW 

450 
800 
800 
750 

2.000 

2.800 
550 
540 

1,100 
720 
900 
600 
917 

1.150 
624 
634 
600 
200 


800 

631 

965 

1,404 

1,171 

1.800 

675 

1.200 

1,200 

1,880 

741 

1.200 

3,333 

000 

942 

663 

2,556 

1.144 

609 

1,000 

1,080 

120 

«64 

1,347 

884 

250 

636 

290 

300 

300 

800 

653 

532 

192 

600 

9H5 

2,152 

3,270 

820 

697 

1,242 

824 

831 

550 

738 

915 

1,100 

699 

200 


$320  00 
253  60 
3(r6  00 
561  60 
468  41 
720  00 
270  00 
4^0  00 
480  00 
752  00 
296  40 
4b0  00 

1.333  20 
360  00 
376  80 
205  20 

1,022  40 
457  60 
243  60 
400  00 
432  00 
48  00 
225  48 
538  80 
153  60 
100  00 
245  33 
116  00 
120  00 
120  00 
120  00 
261  20 
212  80 
76  80 
240  00 
394  80 
860  80 

1,308  00 
828  00 

278  80 
496  80 
329  60 
332  40 
220  00 
295  20 
366  00 
440  00 

279  60 
60  00 


«  .a 

*»  0=3  « 

MP. 


50 
10 
75 


243  75 
753  90 
129  60 
62  50 
222  50 


187  50 

125  00 

300  00 

225  00 

125  00 

S75'00' 

1.009  30 

1,037  50 

875  25 

337  50 

S63  60 

SXWOO 

375  00 

271  35 

^94  30 
184  30 
500  00 
877  50 
550  00 

1, 125  00 
400  20 
750  00 
752  50 
841  25 
103  50 
68/50 

1, 812  82 
180  00 
417  50 
302  50 

1,572 
548 
371 
577  CO 
607  50 


587  55 
548  50 
585  95 
125  00 


5  * 


5 

o 


$814  30 

437  90 

886  iK) 

1.  4:«  10 

1.018  41 

1.845  00 

676  20 

1.230  00 

1, 232  54) 

1.593  25 

399  90 

1.167  60 

3.145  52 

540  00 

794  30 

567  70 

2.  594  90 

1, 005  70 

615  3.'> 

977  50 

1.099  50 

48  00 

409  23 

1. 292  70 

283  20 

162  50 

467  » 

116  00 

307  50 

545  00 

420  00 

486  20 

337  80 

76  80 

240  00 

769  80 

1.870  10 

3. 245  4.-I 

703  25 

616  30 

1,090  40 

725  00 

707  40 

49133 

295  1*9 

953  53 

988.^1 

w:*  i» 

205  » 
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Xames  of  distillers. 


5 


G 

a 
O 


Willow  Springs  Distilling  Company 
Lithia  Springs  Distilling  Company  ■ 

Iowa  Disi .iling  Company 

Scoflo-'d  &Tovi.s 

Califo  uia  Distilling  Company 

FaciHc  Distilling  Company. .'. 


800 
360 
500 
1,000 
600 
600 


i. 

la 


612 
450 
414 
700 
437 
450 


o  g,a 

S-§a  . 
ill's 


$490  00 
180  00 
165  60 
280  00 
174  80 
180  23 


'•III 


$750  00 
200  00 
181  25 
312  50 
130  62 
136  87 


i 


$1, 230  00 
380  00 
346  85 
592  50 
805  42 
817  12 


Gentlemen  :  Wo  call  your  attention  particularly  to  the  proceedings  of  the  executive 
committee  meeting  inclosed  herewith.  You  wiU  find  the  expenses  of  the  association 
up  to  the  first  day  of  April  have  been  (590,563.87,  and  the  money  paid  out  for  the  fol- 
lowing purposes:  75  per  cent,  for  bonus  on  export;  14  per  cent,  for  cut  capacity;  11 
per  cent,  for  maintaining  the  market,  overassessments,  and  running  expenses. 

It  is  not  pleasant  for  your  officers  to  make  these  assessments,  but  there  is  no  help  for 
it.  While  you  are  looking  over  them,  you  must  remember  that  on  the  expiration  of  our 
association,  on  May  1,  we  left  your  warehouses  empty,  with  a  firm  $).17  market,  and 
in  just  eight  days  the  market  receded  to  $1.12,  which  is  equal  to  an  assessment  of  20 
cents  a  bushel  daily,  and  the  difiference  between  the  association  prices  and  the  present 

E rices  would  pay  your  debt  in  five  days.    Whatever  spasmodic  variation  there  may 
e  in  prices  from  day  to  day,  they  will  finally  and  inevitably  settle  down  to  the  prico  • 
exports  will  bring. 

We  entreat  you,  therefore,  to  be  prompt  in  forwarding  your  assessment,  so  that  w# 
can  meet  in  Chicago  with  a  clean  record.     The  treasurer  will  not  draw  his  draft  uut 
the  20th  day  of  May.    A  full  report  of  every  dollar  of  the  expenditure  will  be  furnish 
you  as  soon  as  the  debts  are  paid,  so  it  can  be  ma<le  out. 
By  order  of  the  executive  committee. 

H.  B.  MILLER,  Presidet' 
W.  N.  HOBART,  Trcast 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  Did  you  make  an  assessment  in  May  f — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Tbe  last  assessment  is  what  you  call  the  special  assessme* 
Yes;  that  is  the  special  assessment.    It  was  made  in  May,  bii 
to  cover  debts  previous  to  the  1st  of  May. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Now,  you  have  given  me  Mr.  Hobart's  reports.    Let  u 
in  order.    The  report  of  January  5  shows  the  expenditures  fc^g  qq 
of  November  and  December.    The  next  report  shows  the, 
for  January ;  the  next  for  February,  and  then  there  are  t 
one  for  February  and  March. — A.  Yes ;  that  accounts  . 
except  April. 

Western  Export  Association.    H.  B.  Miller,  president  and  secretary,  Kivertq 

Treasai'cr,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

CiNClNNAT       273  45 

The  president  of  the  association  reports  to  me  the  estimat'  ' 

your  house  for  January  to  he  ^ .     If  I  do  not  receive 717  39 

Erior  to  January  10,  I  will  draw  on  you  at  sight  for  the  amoi                   "'  — 
onor.     Should  you  have  any  claim  for  bonus  for  alcohol  run 
December,  please  forward  the  proper  certiticate  to  me,  and  it 

the  above  amount,  and  all  vouchers  now  in  ray  hands  willbf *»  386  78 

The  actual  amount  due  to  December  31  will  be  properly 3,036  33 

mashing  to  that  time  are  received,  and  payment  will  be  mac- ®35  14 

which  have  not  yet  been  liquidated,  as  soon  as  sufficient  moi '^o  ^^ 

bei-s  exporting  will  please  send  vouchers  in  as  rapidly  ap- J^  ^^ 

they  will  be  paid  in  their  order  as  fast  as  means  aocumulp' *i  '■^^  20 
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Willow  Springs  Distilling  Company $2,892  24 

Less  December  assessment 1,053  00 

1,839  24 

Saint  Louis  Distilling  Company 354  18 

C.  S.  Clarke  &  Co 758  30 

G.T.  Barker 1,938  36 

Riverdale  Distilling  Company 3,220  26 

PhcBnix  Distilling  Company 1,129  08 

Garden  City  Distilling  Company 1,1%  90 

Zell,  Schwabacher  &  Co 4,112  58 

Teepen&Davis 3,594  36 

C.  Dodsworth 397  62 

Fleisohman  &  Co 732  12 

Pattison  &  Caldwell 2.263  98 

Monarch  Distilling  Company 1,115  22 

Jas.  W.  Johnson 3,034  14 

34, 752  93 


Cincinnati,  January  3,  1882. 

The  undersigned,  a  committee  appointed  by  Mr.  H.  B.  Miller,  president,  to  audit 
the  accounts  of  the  treasurer,  hereby  certify  that  the  collections  of  the  treasurer,  as 
reported,  agree  with  the  assessment  list  reported  by  the  president,  and  that  the  treas- 
urer has  filed  vouchers  for  all  his  payments  which  agree  with  his  statement. 

THOMAS  T.  GAFF, 
JOHN  BEG6S, 

Auditing  CommUtee, 

[Western  Export  Afisociatioii.    H.  B.  Miller,  Preaident  and  Secretary,  Ri  vert  on,  111.    W.  N.  Hobart, 

Treasurer,  Cincinnati,  Ohio.] 

Cincinnati,  February  4,  1882. 

M : 


The  president  of  the  association  reports  to  me  the  estimated  assessment  against  your 

house  lor  February,  to  be  $ .    If  I  do  not  receive  a  chock  for  this  amount  prior 

to  February  8, 1  will  draw  on  you  at  sight  for  the  amount,  which  draft  please  honor. 
Against  this  amount  you  are  entitled  to  any  credits  for  export  bills  now  in  my  hands, 
as  per  statement  in  this  report,  or  for  any  additional  claim  for  export  made  prior  to 
February  5th,  or  for  capacity  less  than  50  per  cent,  not  run  in  January.  If  you  remit 
you  can  make  any  such  claims ;  if  not,  please  forward  vouchers  to  me  promptly.  The 
rules  of  the  association  will  not  permit  you  to  apply  any  credits  for  exports  roadie 
later  than  February  5,  or  capacity  not  run  in  February,  as  an  offset  to  the  above  as- 
sessment. 

The  amount  collected  the  past  month  has  not  enabled  the  Treasurer  to  pay  any  ex- 
port claims  of  a  later  date  than  January  3,  the  cash  balance  being  insufficient  to  pay 
the  claims  of  the  4th.  So  far  as  not  cancelled  by  assessments,  these  vouchers  will  be 
paid  off  in  the  order  of  their  dates  as  fast  as  money  is  received,  and  subsequent  vouchers 
will  be  paid  in  their  proper  order.  It  is,  therefoi*e,  important  that  shippers  should 
send  their  vouchers  as  soon  as  exports  are  made. 

I  respectfully  refer  you  to  the  appended  report,  which  contains  full  particulars  of  all 
transactions,  and  which  has  been  properly  audited. 

WILLIAM  N.  HOBART, 
Treasurer  JVesiem  Export  AHSociatioH, 

William  N,  Hobartj  Treasurer,  in  account  with  Western  Export  Association. 

DR. 

To  balance  on  hand  January  1,  1882 $717  39 

Assessments  collected  as  follows  : 

Garden  City  Distilling  Company,  Chicago $1,0^^  50 

Empire  Distilling  Compaoy,  Chicago 757  9u 

Chicago  Distilling  Company,  Chicago 1,3(K)  00 

Biverdale  Distilling  Company,  Chicago • '2,V2:i  90 
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Phcenix  Distilliug  Company,  Chicago $1,840  00 

H.  H.  Shufeldt  &  Co.,  Chicago 2,446  (K) 

United  States  Distilling  Company,  Chicago 845  00 

Spnrk  &  Francis,  Peoria I,5(i0  UO 

O.  T.  Barker,  Peoria 1,565  20 

ZeU,  Schwabacher&  Co.,  Peoria 3,250  00 

Oscar  Fnrat,  Peoria 1,393  60 

AVoolner  Brothers,  Peoria 1,846  00 

Monarch  Distilling  Company,  Peoria 5,415  fO 

J.  W.  Johnson,  Peoria 1,170  00 

C.  S.  Clark  «fc  Co.,  Peoria 1,690  00 

Bush  &  Brown.  Peoria 1,253  20 

Great  Western  Distilling  Company,  Peoria 3,322  HO 

Riverton  Alcohol  Works,  Riverton 1,872  00 

Crown  Distilling  Company,  Pekin 791  70 

Hamburg  Distilling  Company,  Pekin 1,606  80 

John  S.  Miller  &  Co.,  Sterling 1,388  40 

Kuhlmau  &  Tee  pen,  Brookvjlle 260  00 

Da ir  Brothers,  Harrison 1,040  00 

Fairbanks  &  Duenweg,  Terre  Haute 1,775  39 

W.  H.  Baker's  Sons,  Indianapolis 499  20 

John  Ci.  Hornstein,  Canton .- t^25  00 

John  Beggs,  Shelbyville 780  00 

Dorsel  &  Wnlftange,  Covington 682  50 

G^Holt^rhoif,  Covington 780  00 

G.W.  Robson,  jr.,  &  Co.,  Newport,  Ky 780  00 

Freiburg  &  Worknm,  Cincinnati 130  00 

Caleb  Dodsworth,  Cincinnati 727  80 

G.H.Ral>e,  Cincinnati 975  00 

Maddux,  Hobart  &  Co.,  Cincinnati 2,145  00 

Millcroek  Distilling  Company, Cincinnati 3,640  00 

Walsh  <fe  Kellogg,  Cincinnati. 6,110  00 

Teepen  &  Davis,  Cincinnati 1,495  00 

Gerke  &  Lippelman,  Cincinnati 1,341  60 

Fleiscbmann  &  Co.,  Cincinnati 1,950  00 

Pattison  &  Caldwell,  Cincinnati 1,248  00 

A.  H.  Smith,  Cincinnati 1,040  00 

George  Davis  &  Co.,  Portsmouth 1,170  00 

Saint  Louis  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis 1,595  10 

Tenscher  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis 1,215  21 

Atlas  Distilling  Company,  Des  Moines , 2,072  20 

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company,  Kansas  City 824  20 

Iowa  City  Alcohol  Works,  Iowa  City 260  00 

V-^illow  Si»ring8  Distilling  Company,  Omaha  (December) 1, 053  00 

Willow  Springs  Distilling  Company,  Omaha  (January) 2,262  00 

Iowa  Distilling  Company,  Camanche 650  00* 

Lithia  Springs  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis 783  30 

James  Emmett,  Waverly 624  GO 

C.  J.  PfetTer,  Lebanon 260  00 

N.  Oester,  Lawrenceburg 195  00 

W.  P.  Squibb  &  Co.,  Lawrenceburg 214  50 

HO, 097  79 
•  Cr. 

By  payment  for  bonus  on  alcohol  exported  in  December — 

Galloni  at  10  cents. 

Zell,  Schwabacher  &  Co 16,257  $1,625  70 

Riverdale  DistilUng  Company 12,675  1,267  50 

Oscar  Furst 6,466^         646  65 

Hamburg  Distilling  Company 7,054    *       705  40 

42, 452i  4, 245  25      $4 ,  245  25 

GaUons  at  12  centa. 

Willow  Springs  DistilUng  Company..  24,102  $2,892  24 

Zell,  Schwabacher  &  Co 20,724  2,486  88 

Riverdale  Distilling  Company 16,273  1,952  76 

Oscar  Furst 19,914  2,338  68 
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GaUons  at  12  ccnU. 

United  States  Distilling  Comiiany  ...     2,9a3i        

Kannas  City  Distilling  Company 9,153^        

Garden  City  Distilling  Company  ....     9,382^        

Jas.  W.  John&on 25,284i        

O.T.  Barker 16,153  

Fairbanks  ^  Duenweg 2,752^ 

C.  S.  Clarke  &  Co 6,319  

Saint  Louis  Distilling  Company 2,951| 

Monarch  Distilling  Company 9, 293^        

R'verton  Alcohol  Works 9,285  

Bush  ^  Brown 6,959  

MUicreek  Distilling  Company 7, 093^        

Atlas  Distilling  Company 26,620}        

Crown  Distilling  Company 6,081  

WoolncrBroe.  &  Co 7,028i        

Phoenix  DistiUing  Company 9, 409  

Hamburg  Distilling  Company 17, 511  

C.  Dodsworth 1 3.313i        

Pattison  <fc  Caldwell 18,867  

Fleischman  &Co 6,101  

Teepen  &  Davis 29,953  


$359  22 

1, 098  42 

1. 125  90 

3,034  14 

1,938  36 

330  30 

758  30 

354  18 

1,115  22 

1,114  20 

835  14 

851  22 

3, 194  46 

729  72 

843  42 

1,129  08 

2, 101  32 

397  62 

2,264  04 

732  12 

3, 594  36 

313, 519  37, 622  30    $37, 622  30 


Paid  for  alcohol  exported  in  January — 

GalloDS  at  13  cents. 

Rivorton  Alcohol  Works 23, 146 

Woolner  Brothers 6,978 

Fairbanks  &  Duenweg 6, 819^ 

Hamburg  Distill  ing  Company 13, 987 

John  8.  Miller  &  Co 27,596^ 

Great  Western  Distilling  Company..  26, 1^33 

Saint  Louis  Distilling  Company 2, 929^ 

Atlas  Distilling  Company 3, 128 

Monarch  Distilling  Company 6, 985 

Spurk  &FranciB 12,691^ 

Teepen  &Davi8 3,680 


$3, 008  98 

907  14 

886  53 

1,818  31 

3, 587  55 

3, 423  28 

380  8:3 

406  64 

908  05 

1, 049  89 

478  40 

134, 274  17, 455  60       17,  455  60 

l*aid  for  capacity  run  less  than  50  per  cent. — 

Fairbanks  &  Duenweg $980  20 

Garden  City  Distilling  Company H6  70 

United  States  Distilling  Company 47  80 

Iowa  Alcohol  Company 1,152  00 

Patoka  Distilling  Company 300  00 

John  G.  llornstien 720  00 

John  Bt'jrgs 310  00 

W.  II.  Baker's  Sons 83  20 

Kuhlman&  Teepen r2  20 

Empire  Distilling  Company 632  90 

Aurora  Distilling  Comimuy 1,728  00 

C.  Dodsworth 79  20 

Teuscher  &  Co 522  90 

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company : •  190  20      |6,885  30 

Paid  Stevens,  Dair  &  Co.,  on  account,  per  order  of  executive 

roniraitteo 8,000  00 

Paid  Stevens,  Dair  &  Co.,  commission  account,  per  order  of 

executive  committee 3,292  32    $11,292  38 

Forward 77,500  77 

Expense  items — 

A.  Bevis,  attending  meetings  of  committee |56  00 

A.  Woolner,  attending  meetings  of  committee 18  00 

J.  Abel,  attending  meetings  of  committee 19  50 

Dair  Bros.,  overassessment  in  November 32  40 

Cost  of  collecting  drafts  paid  by  treasurer 6  45 
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Telegraphs  paid  by  treasarer $6  77 

Postage  stamps  paid  by  treaanrer 12  75 

H.  B.  Miller,  president,  traveliDff  expenses 148  00 

H.  B.  Miller,  president,  telegrapning 50  69 

H.  B.  Miller,  president,  printiDg 15  00 

H.  B.  Miller,  president,  postage  stamps 18  00 

$383  56 

77,884  33 
Balance  cash  in  treasurer's  band 2,213  46 

80,097  79 
Unpaid — 

E.  Arleth $390 

The  San  Francisco  distillers  came  into  the  association  too  late  in  the  month  to  ob- 
tain their  assessments  in  time  for  this  month's  statement. 

There  are  unpaid  export  vouchers — 

Rivorton  Alcohol  Works. 19,531  70 

Huinbnrg  Distilling  Company 2,536  30 

Kaunas  City  Distilling  Company 1,802  58 

Empire  Distilling  Company 908  57 

Atlas  Distilling  Company 3,293  83 

Monarch  Distilling  Company 4,153  80 

Groat  Western  Distilling  Company 2,446  57 

Riverdale  Distilling  Company 2,391  14 

Phu'nix  Distilling  Company 702  00 

Iowa  Distilling  Company 1,997  87 

Iowa  Alcohol  Company .• 908  37 

Zell,  Schwabacher  &  Co 2,867  03 

Oscar  Furst 2,908  81 

C.  Dodsworth 474  42 

Teepcn  &  Davis 6,215  54 

Fairbanks  &  Duenweg 837  67 

J.  W.Johnson 4,416  69 

Pattison&  Caldwell 5,319  30 

C.  S.  Clarke  &  Co 1,229  33 

Spiirk  &Frances 1,384  12 

Fleischraan&Co :  1,055  92 

Woollier  Bros.  &  Co 2,430  08 

O.  T.  Baker 1,025  10 

Willow  Springs  Distilling  Company 2,282  40 

United  States  Distilling  Company 451  27 

63, 570  41 

CiNXiNNATi,  February  4,  1882. 

The  undersigned,  a  eommittee  appointed  by  Mr.  H.  B.  Miller,  president,  to  audit  the 
accounts  of  the  treasurer,  hereby  certify  that  the  collections  of  the  treasurer,  as  re- 
ported, agree  with  the  amended  assessment  list  reported  by  the  president,  and  that 
the  treasurer  has  tiled  vouchers  for  all  his  payments,  which  agree  with  his  statement. 

THOMAS  T.  GAFF, 
JOHN  BEGGS, 

Auditing  Commiiiee, 

(WcHttru  Export  Association.    H.  B.  Miller,  president  and  secretary,  Biverton,  111.    W.  N.  Hobart, 

treasarer,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  ] 

Cincinnati,  March  4,  1882. 
W : 

The  executive  committee  of  the  association,  at  its  meeting  held  in  Cincinnati  Feb- 
rniiry  28  and  March  1,  decided  to  make  the  assessment  for  March  15  cents  per 
bushel,  the  object  being  to  clear  np  the  debt  of  the  association,  and  pay  new  claims 
thi.s  month  promptly.  In  order  to  pay  the  existing  debt  promptly  and  at  the  same 
time  li^rhteu  payments,  they  decided  to  make  10  cents  per  bushel  of  this  payable  on 
or  before  March  5,  anil  5  centa  per  bushel  on  or  before  March  20.  The  president 
of  the  association  reports  to  me  the  estimated  assessment  agaiust  yoar  house  fox 
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March  to  be  $  .    Two-thirds  of  this  is  $ ,  for  which  amount  I  will 

draw  on  yon  on  March  8,  if  I  do  not  receive  check  prior  to  that  time.  Against  this 
amount  you  are  entitle<l  to  any  credits  for  export  bills  now  in  my  hands,  as  per  («tate- 
ment  in  this  report,  or  for  any  additional  claim  for  export  made  prior  to  March  5,  or 
for  capacity  less  than  50  per  cent,  not  run  in  Februai^r*  If  you  remit  yon  can  make 
any  such  claims ;  if  not,  please  forward  vouchers  to  me  promptly.  T&e  rnles  nf  the 
association  will  not  permit  you  to  apply  any  credits  for  exports  made  later  than  March 
5,  or  capacity  not  run  in  February,  ns  an  offset  to  the  above  assessment. 

For  the  remaining  one-third,  $ ,  I  will  draw  on  yon  March  23,  if  I  do  not  re- 
ceive remittance  sooner,  less  any  claims  which  may  be  forwarded,  me  as  an  offset. 

The  amount  collected  the  past  month  has  not  enabled  the  treasurer  to  pay  any  ex- 
port claims  of  a  later  date  than  Febmary  15,  the  cash  balance  being  insufficient  to 
pay  the  claims  of  the  16th.  So  far  as  not  canceled  by  assessments,  these  vouchers  will 
be  paid  off  in  the  order  of  their  dates,  as  fast  as  money  is  received,  and  subsequent 
vouchers  will  be  paid  in  their  proper  order.  It  is  therefore  important  that  shippers 
J^hould  send  their  vouchers  as  soon  as  exports  are  made. 

I  respectfully  refer  you  to  the  appended  report,  which  contains  full  particulars  of 
all  transactions,  and  which  has  been  properly  audited. 

WILLLAM  N.  HOBART, 
Treaturfr  Western  Export  Asmxiation, 

}}lUiam  X.  Hoharly  treasurerj  in  account  with  JVe$tern  Export  Association, 

Dr. 

To  balance  on  hand  January  1,  1862 |*2,  'ii:J  46 

Assessments  collected  as  follows : 

Garden  Citj'  Distilling  Company,  Chicago l,9t>8  00 

Empire  Distilling  Company,  Chicago 1,410  OU 

Chicago  Distilling  Company,  Chicago 2,4(K)  00 

Ri verdalo  Distilling  Company,  Chicago 3, 644  40 

Phcenix  Distilling  Company;  Chicago 3, 16><  IK) 

H.  II.  Shnfeldt  &  Co.,  Chicago 4,418  40 

United  States  Distilling  Company,  Chicago 1, 6l>H  ?.'» 

Spurk  &  Francis,  Peoria 2,880  (Hj 

G.T.  Barker,  Peoria 2,8^9  TiO 

Zell,  Schwabacher  «&  Co.,  Peoria 5,400  00 

Oscar  Furst,  Peoria 2,205  (JO 

Woolner  Brothers,  Peoria 3,216.00 

Monarch  Dist illing  Company,  Peoria 1 8, 99^  t^) 

J.  W.  Johnson,  Peoria \ 2,160  00 

C.  S.  Clarke  &  Co.,  Peoria 2,760  00 

Bush  &  Brown,  Peoria 2,1)25  r.0 

Great  Western  Distilling  Company,  Peoria 6, 134  40 

Riverton  Alcohol  Works,  Riverton 2,688  00 

Crown  Distilling  Company,  Pekin 1,443  :U 

Hamburg  Distilling  Company,  Pekin 2,755  20 

Johns.  Miller  &  Co.,  Sterling 2,56:<  20 

Kuhlman  &  Teepen,  Brookville ^45  Oo 

Dair  Brothers,  Harnson 1,626  00 

Fairbanks  &  Dnenweg,  Terro  Haute 3,2:^<>  K) 

W.  H.  Baker's  Sons,  Indianapolis 9-^1  60 

John  G.  Honialien,  Canton (KM)  00 

John  Beggs,  Shelbyville 1,440  00 

G.  Holterhofl;  Covington 720  00 

G.  W.  Robson,jr.,  &  Co.,  Newport,  Ky :  .*  1,440  00 

Freiberg  &.  Workum,  Cincinnati 130  00 

Caleb  Dodsworlh,  Cincinnati 1,440  00 

G.  H.  Rabe,  Cincinnati 1,003  00 

Maddux,  Hobart  &  Co.,  Cincinnati 3,420  00 

Millcreek  Distilling  Company,  Cincinnati 5, 2^0  00 

Walsh  &  Kellogg,  Cincinnati 8,7(X)0(> 

Teepen  &  Davis,  Cincinnati 1,914  00 

GA-ke  &  Lippelman,  Cincinnati l,(>r»H  40 

Fleischmann  &  Co.,  Cincinnati 3,:i(>0  (^ 

Pattison  &  Caldwell,  Cincinnati 2,160  00 

A.  H.  Smith,  Cincinnati 1,920  00 

George  Davis  <fe  Co.,  Portsmouth 2,160  00 

Saint  Louis  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis 2,200  8) 
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Teusclier  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis 2, 256  00 

Atlas  Distilling  Company,  Des  Moines 3,243  60 

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company,  Kansas  City • 1,521  60 

Iowa  City  Alcohol  Works,  Iowa  City 480  00 

Willow  Springs  Distilling  Company,  Omaha 3,240  OO 

Iowa  Distilling  Company,  Camanche 1,200  00 

Lithia  Springs  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis 1, 380  00 

James  Emmett,  Waverley 1,440  00 

N.  Oester,  Law^renceburg  (in  part) 195  00 

W.  P.  Squibb  &  Co.,  Lawrencebnrg  (in  part) 214  60 

Scofield  &  Tovis,  San  Francisco  (January) 876  95 

Scofield  &  Tevis,  San  Francisco  (February) 1,920  OO 

California  Distilling  Company,  San  Francisco  (January) 683  60 

California  Distilling  Company,  San  Francisco  (February) 1, 2Q5  20 

Pacific  Distilling  Company,  San  Francisco  (January) 329  OO 

Pacific  Distilling  Company,  San  Francisco  (February) 1, 580  40 

Potero  Yeast  &  Distilling  Company,  San  Francisco 131  30 

George  and  Thomas  Fartning,  BnffsJo 475  OO 

E.N.  Cook  &  Co.,  Buffalo 475  00 

137, 555  47 
Cr. 


'  •  •  •  « 


By  payments  for  bonus  on  alcohol  exported  in  January 

Gallona  at  13  oenta. 

Atlas  Distilling  Company 12,007  .... 

James  W.  Johnson 17, 635  

Fairbanks  &  Duenweg .•     1,139^  

Zell,  Schwabacher  &  Co 7,099  

Iowa  Alcohol  Co. 6,987i 

Riverton  Alcohol  Works 30, 313^  

Oscar  Furst 10,457i  

Empire  Distilling  Company 6, 989  

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company..  13,866  

Hamburg  Distilling  Co 3,499i 

C.  Dodsworth 3,634i  

Teepen&  Davis 12,021  , 

Iowa  Distilling  Company 7,094  


$1,5()0  91 

2,292  55 

148  13 

922  87 

908  37 

3,940  75 

1,359  47 

908  57 

1,802  58 

454  93 

472  48 

1,562  73 

922  22 


132, 743 


$17, 256  56 


Gallons  at  15  cents. 


James  W.  Johnson 

Wooluer  Bros.  Distilling  Company. 

Monarch  Dist illing  Company 

Oscar  Furst 

Great  Western  Distilling  Company, 

Spurk  &  Francis 

G.  T.   Barker 

C.  S.  Clarke  &  Co 

Zell,  Schwabacher  &  Co 

Hamburg  Distilling  Company 

Riverton  Alcohol  Works 

H.  H.  ShnftiUlt  &  Co 

United  States  Distilling  Company.. 

Riverdalc  Distilling  Company 

Phcenix  Distilling  Company 

Fairbanks  &  Dueu wog  

Iowa  Distilling  Company 

Atlas  Distilling  Company 

Willow  Springs  Distilling  Company 
Kansas  City  Distilling  Company  .. 

Teepen  &.  Davis 

Pattison  &  Caldwell 

Fleischuian  «feCo 


14, 161 
16, 200i 
27, 692 
10, 329 
16, 310i 
9, 227i 
6,834 
8,  VJbi 
12,961 
13, 882i 
,37,273 
2, 337i 
3,008i 
15, 941 
4,680 
4,597 
7,171 
11,966 
24,353i 
9,284i 
36, 44-3i 
35,462 
7,039i 


2, 124  14 
2, 430  08 
4, 153  80 
1,549  34 
2, 446  57 
1.3tt4  12 
1,025  10 
1,229  33 
1,944  16 
2, 082  37 
5, 590  95 
350  62 
451  27 

2.391  14 
702  00 
689  54 

1,075  (Ui 
1, 794  90 
3,653  03 

1.392  67 
5,466  51 
5, 319  30 
1, 055  93 


335, 350^ 


50, 302  52 
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For  bonus  on  alcohol  exported  in  February : 

Gallbns  at  17  cents. 

Zell,  ychwabacber  &  Co 13,943i  

Woolner  Brofl.  Distilling  Company  1 3, 5i?8^  

Monurch  Distilling  Company 25,459  

Great  Western  Distilling  Company  14, 138i  

Spurk&  Francis 7,039^  

James  W.  Johnson 10,466^  

Oscar  Furst 7,0l6i  

C.  S.  Clarke  &  Co 3,518  

Hambnrg  Distilling  Company 10, 299  

J.  S.  Miller  &  Co 27,271^  

Riverton  Alcohol  Works 13,963  

Iowa  Distilling  Company 14, 158^  

Iowa  Alcohol  Company 9,371^  

Atlas  Distilling  Company 5,960^  

Fairbanks  &Duenweg 11,724^  

Pattison&Caltlwell 19,362  

Teepen  &  Davis 9,190^  

C.  DcKlsworth 3,562i  


220, 03;^ 


'     Gallons  at  20  cents. 

Riverton  Al cohol  Works 15, 072i 

Teepeu  <&  Davis 12,193 

Walsh  &  Kellogg 7,08tH 


34,352 


$2. 370  40 

2, 310  04 

1,328  02 

2, 403  54 

1,196  72 

1,779  31 

1, 192  fcfO 

598  06 

1.750  a3 

4,636  15 

2,373  71 

2.406  77 

1,593  15 

1, 013  30 

1,993  16 

3,291  53 

1, 562  38 

605  62 

13,014  50 

2,438  60 

1,417  30 

Paid  for  capacity  run  less  than  50  per  cent : 

Empire  Distilling  Company $1,601  00 

United  States  Distilling  Company 1,063  40 

Garden  CityDistilling  Company 1,300  00 

Iowa  Alcohol  Company 832  00 

John  G.  Ilonistion 600  00 

J.  Morloch 3<>0  00 

Teuschei  Distilling  Company 1,048  80 

Aurora  Distilling  Company 1, 664  00 

Caleb  Dodsworth *.  343  20 

Fairbanks  &  Diienweg 2,518  8r» 

W.H.  Baker's  Sons 281  50 

James  Emmett 150  0(J 

John  Beggs 900  00 

Kuhlman  &  Teepen 410  20 

Iowa  Distilling  Company 25  00 

Over  assessments  refunded : 

Pacific  Distilling  Company 

John  Beggs 

Bush  &.  Brown 


529  05 
30  00 
32  84 

3. 480  42 
4,558  14 

Stevens,  Dair  &  Co.,  balance  on  order  of  executive  committee 
Stevens,  Dair  &Co.,  commissionaccountperorderof  ex.  com. 

Expense  items : 

Printing  treasurer's  reporta 11  Ot> 

Telegraphic  dispatches^  paid  by  treasurer 26  26 

Cost  of  collecting  drafts 7  60 

Expressage  on  papers 50 

Postage  i)aid  by  treasurer. 10  38 


$37, 405  49 


6, 870  40 


13,098  55 


591  b9 
8. 038  56 


55  74 


133,619  71 
Balance  cash  in  treasurer's  hands 3,935  76 

137, 555  47 
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Unpaid : 

W.  P.  Squib  &  Co.,  balance <214  50 

N.  Oestcr,  balance 195  00 

There  are  unpaid  export  vouchers : 

Riverton  Alcohol  Works 3,014  40 

Hamburg  Distilling  Company 4,B19  40 

Atlas  Distilling  Company 1,192  70 

Monarch  Distilling  Company 12,068  30 

Great  Western  Distilling  Company 4, 934  80 

Iowa  DistilliDg  Company « 1,419  60 

Zell,  Schwabacher &  Co 5,813  10 

Oscar  Furst 4,198  10 

C.  Dodsworth 710  40 

Teepen  &  Davis 3,611  60 

Fairbanks  &  Dnenweg 3,955  30 

J.  W.  Johnson 2,794  80 

Pattison  &  Caldwell A 4,4^5  80 

C.  S.  Clarke&Co 2,104  90 

Spnrk  «&  Francis 3,496  60 

Flcischman  &  Co 3,485  20 

WoolnerBros.  &Co 2,775  80 

G.  T.  Barker 1 2,2«2  60 

Willow  Springs  Distilling  Company  3, 032  50 

Johns.  Miller  &  Company 5,520  20 

Millcreek  Distilling  Company 1,401  80 

Bush  &  Brown 694  60 

Garden  City  Distilling  Company 1,410  50 

United  States  Distilling  Company 1,103  77 

«  

80, 326  77 

Cincinnati,  March  4,  1882. 

The  undersigned,  a  committee  appointed  by  Mr.  II.  B.  Miller,  president,  to  audit 
the  accounts  oi  the  treasurer,  hereby  certify  that  the  collections  of  the  treasurer,  as 
reported,  agree  with  the  amended  assessment  list  reported  by  the  president,  and  that 
the  treasurer  has  filed  vouchers  for  all  his  payments,  which  agree  with  his  statement. 

THOMAS  T.  GAFF, 
JOHN  BEGG3, 

Auditing  Committee, 

[AVeAtem  Export  Association.    H.B.  Miller,  president  and  secretary,  Birerton,  111.    W.  N.  Hobart, 

treasurer,  Cincinnati,  Ohio.] 

Cincinnati,  April  29,  1882. 

Gentlemen  :  My  March  report  has  been  considerably  delayed  by  the  impossibility 
of  making  any  clear  statement  until  the  $^3  deficiency  assessment  was  collected  as  far 
as  possible,  and  settlements  made  with  the  distillers  to  whom  the  association  was 
in(lebted.  Owing  to  the  delay  of  some  members  in  making  payments,  it  will  be  ob- 
served by  the  report  that  the  debts  are  not  yet  entirely  canceled  there  being  still  due 
previous  to  the  1st  of  April  to  distillers  $20,393. 13,  and  from  them  $23,742.69.  In  order 
to  make  the  statement  clearer  and  more  concise,  all  claims  are  entered  on  the  credit 
side,  and  the  unpaid  sums  deducted  from  the  total.  This  amount  represents  the  last 
dividend  of  25  per  cent.,  the  creditors  of  the  association  having  been  paid  75  per  cent, 
of  their  claims. 

Some  of  the  members,  as  will  be  observed  by  the  report,  understand  that  the  action 
of  the  committee  gives  them  the  right  to  cancel  their  $3  assessment  with  April  exports, 
and  for  this  reason  their  assessments  are  only  reported  paid  so  far  as  canceled  by  their 
March  credits,  but  as  it  is  impossible  to  make  my  repoit  in  this  shape,  I  am  compelled 
to  bring  these  itoms  down  as  unpaid.  Of  the  ot^ier  unpaid  assessments  I  cannot  as 
yet  say  how  many  will  be  paid,  but  certainly  not  all. 

I  would  especially  urge  upon  the  members  the  necessity  of  promptly  sending  me  a 
report  of  their  April  mashing,  and  their  claims  on  the  association,  either  for  export  or 
capacity,  in  order  that  I  may  report  as  soon  as  possible  to  a  meetiag  of  the  committee, 
and  give  them  the  opportunity  of  providing  for  all  deficiency. 

WILLIAM  N.  HOBART, 
Treasurer  IVestem  Export  Aasociation. 


46        DISTILLED    SPIKITS   IN   SPECIAL   BONDED    WAREHOUSES. 


April  29, 1882. 
William  N,  Hohart,  treasurer,  in  account  with  Western  Export  Association, 

March  1,  To  balance  on  hand $3,933  76 

To  error  last  accoant 1  SO 

To  collection  for  back  astteuments : 

E.  Arleth $7«5  00 

Teepen  &  Davis 715  10 

G.  H.  Rabe 450  15 

1.930  25 


Assessments  collected. 


March  assess- 
ment. 


Gartlon  City  Distilling  Company,  Chicago .. 

Empire  Distilling  Company,  Chicago 

Obicazo  Distilling  Company,  Chicago 

itiviTdale  Distilling  Company,  Chicago 

IMm'Dix  Distilling  Company,  Chicago 

II.  II.  Shufelclt  &  Co.,  Chicago 

lTuit<?a  States  Distilling  Company,  Chicago. 

Spiirk  ^  Francis,  Teoria 

G.  T.  BArker,  Peoria 

Zoll.  Sohwabacher  &  Co.,  Peoria 

Oaoar  Furst,  Peoria 


$2, 146 
2,361 
4,0a0 
5.995 
4.131 
7,400 
2,632 
4,800 
4.878 
6,225 
2,985 


50 
15 
00 
35 
00 
70 
50 
00 
20 
00 
00 


47,662  40 


Woollier  Brothers,  Peoria 

Monarch  Distilling  Company,  Peoria 

J.  W.  Johnson,  Peoria 

C.  S.  Clarke  &  Co.,  Peoria 

Bush  &  Brown,  Peoria 

Great  Western  Distilling  Company,  Peoria 

Hi verton  Alcohol  AVorks,  Riverton 

Crown  Distilline  Company,  Pekin 

Hnnilmrg  Distilling  Company,  Pekin.  ....'. 

John  S.  Miller  &  Co.,  Sterling 

Kuhlman  St,  Teepen j  Brookville 

Dair  Brothers,  BlaiTison  

Fairbanks  Sc  Daenweg,  Terre  Haute 

W.  H.  Baker's  Sons,  Lidianaiiolis 


4.465  00 
14, 623  20 

3,645  00 
3.620  00 
2,802  60 
10, 351  81 
4,536  00 

2.466  45 
3,726  00 

i4.293  00 


John  O.  Hornntien,  Canton 

John  Beg^A,  Shelbyville 

G.  Holterhoff,  Covington 

DurHul  &  Wnlftango,  Covington 

G.  W.  Robson.  jr.,  &  Co.,  Newport*) Ky... 

Freiberg  &  Wurkum,  Cincinnati 

Caleb  l»o<l8 worth,  Cincinnati 

G.  JI.  Rabe,  Cincinnati 

Maddux,  Ilobart  &,  Co.,  Cincinnati 

Milcrook  Distilling  Company,  Cincinnati 

WaUli  &  Kellogg,  Cincinnati 

TeeT>en  &.  David,  Cincinnati 

Gerko  &  Lippclman,  Cincinnati 

Fleischmann  Sc  Co.,  Cincinnati 


2,151  00 
5,455  35 
1,409  40 


63,534  81 


1,012  50 

2, 430  00 

700  00 

948  00 

1,216  00 

135  00 

2, 430  00 

1,321  85 

2, 430  00 

6.480  00 

13, 635  00 

3,118  60 

2.  ]87  00 

4,404  00 


42. 536  35 


PnttiHcm  A:^  Caldwell,  Cincinnati 

George  Davis  &  Co.,  Portsmouth 

Saint  lAiuis  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis — 

TeuHchcr  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis 

Atlns  DiMtillius;  Company,  Des  Moines 

KanH.i8  City  Distilling  Company,  Kansas  City.. 

Iowa  City  Alcohol  Works,  Iowa  City 

Willow  Spiings  Distilling  Company,  Om^ia . . . . 

Iowa  DiHtilliug  Company,  Camancne 

Lithia  Springs  Distilling  Company,  Saint  Louis. 

James  Emmitt,  Waverly 

Schoflold  &  Tevis,  San  Francisco 

Calil'uniia  Distilling  Company,  San  Francisco. . . 

Paciile  Distilling  Company,  San  Francisco 

E.N.Cook  &  Co..  Buffalo 

E.  Arloth.  Cincinnati 

G.  K.  Duckworth, Cinchinati .*.... 


3,204  00 
2, 475  00 

934  35 
3,821  10 
3,558  25 
3,582  10 

810  00 
5, 265  00 
2,025  00 


2, 430  00 
2,416  96 
1,571  65 
1,808  85 
400  00 


84.302  15 


188, 036  71 


Three-dollar  as- 
sessment. 


f  1.902  00 
2,805  0(1 
4, 212  0«» 
3, 513  Oi) 
5.400  00 
2.065  00 
3,eu0  UO 
On  acct  1, 506  5m 
5,  C40  iwj 
2, 223  («•' 


32, 976  5U 


On  acct.  1,831  70 
9, 999  i»t 
2, 700  «i 

On  acct  2, 112  4u 
1,989  oa 

7.  66«  W) 
3. 4  j2  W 


3,000  on 
3. 24i)  (0 

a&)  (Ml 

1,691  11' 

4,041  UO 

On  acct.      63  6i) 


42. 127  hO 


75u  W 
1,840  00 


870  0(' 
900  W 


l.&oO(M 
1,.')96  iMi 
2.961  111 
6,456  W 
9,  810  -I" 
2, 400  Ci' 
2,091  iXi 
3.  720  ««' 


35.419  0- 


2,471'  "(' 

2.  *9ii  l»' 

On  acct.     170  ."T 

2,  743  <"• 

90  >'< 

2, 097  01' 

600  0(.i 

^82.'5  GO 

1, 242  Ot» 


1.  OoO  (kt 

2,100  W 

70^  00 

1. 351  iO 


576  O' 
1, 800  oi> 


81, 939  <* 


132,4lV0.» 


Tot4il  r(>gulur  March  assessment  collected $188,036  TI 

Total  $3  assessment  collected ]32,4J»(^'> 


Balance  due  treasure. 


D26,  XC  -' 
477  :•» 


S26^^09  56 
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Total  last  half  February  export  bonus  as  above $87, 49H  17 

Total  March  exiK>rt  bonns  as  above 157, 2C0  10 

Total  February  and  March  capacity  as  above 50,382  60 

Total  overassessments  refunded  as  above 7,217  "^ 

Expense  of  protecting  Cincinnati  market: 

Stevens^  Dair  &,  Co.,  February  account  as  passed  by  executive  committee.  20, 81d  (51 

Stevens^  Dair  &  Co.,  March  account 5,990  88 

Stevens,  Dair  &  Co.,  February  alcohol  account ? 4.910  06 

Stevens,  Dair  &  Co.,  March  alcohol  account ^ 3,275  77 

Gerke  d:  Li  ppelmau,  expense  of  storing  highwines 437  46 

AYalsh  &,  Kellogg,  cost  of  running  free  high  wines  into  alcohol  and  selling 

same 5,421  40 

Maddux,  Uobart  &  Co.,  for  same 3,618  68 

Expense  account : 

H.  B.  Miller,  president. — Printing  bills |19  50 

Telegraphing  bills 41  45 

Postaee  stamps 15  00 

Traveling  expenses 77  00 

W.  N.  Hobart,  treasurer. — Printing  bills 33  25 

Telegraphing  bills 14  39 

Postage-stamps 12  00 

Cost  of  collecting  drafts 16  15 

Expenses  to  Chicago \  8  50 

J.  Abel,  expenses  attending  meeting 24  00 

J.  B.  Grenhut,  expenses  attending  meeting 6000 

John  Be^gs,  expenses  attending  meeting 29  10 

0.  S.  Clarke,  expenses  attending  meeting..... 30  00 

A.  Woolner,  expenses  attending  meeting 1800 

A.  Bevis,  expenses  attending  meeting 27  50 

425  59 

Total  credit  items 347,202  69 

Less  balance  due  distillers,  as  below 20,393  13 

326, 809  56. 
The  balances  due  distillers  are  as  follows : 

Spurk  &  Francis 366  35 

Empire  Distilling  Company \ 165  54 

Yell,  Schwabacher  &  Co 174  00 

Oscar  Furst 1,234  62 

Monarch  Distilliug  Company 987  92 

J.  W.Johnsou 927  99 

Bush&Bro^n 30  89 

Great  Western  Distilling  Company 44  99 

Riverton  Alcohol  Works 2,115  60 

Hamburg  Distilling  Company 329  34 

Kuhlman  &  Teepen 198  30 

Fairbanks  <&  Duenweg 1,554  79 

John  G.  Homsteiu 600  00 

E.Arleth 261  00 

Teepin&Davis 958  23 

Pattison  &  Caldwell 805  15 

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company 333  78 

Iowa  Alcohol  Company 713  74 

Iowa  Distilling  Compay 562  13 

Aurora  Distilling  Company 432  00 

Stevens,  Dair  &  Co 7,596  77 

20,393  13 

An*d  there  is  due  the  association : 

G.  T  Barker,  balance  $3  assessment 2,033  50 

Woolner  Bros.  Distilling  Company,  balance  $3  assessment 1, 708  30 

C.  S.  Clarke  &,  Co.,  balance  93  assessment 713  60 

Crown  Distilling  Company,  balance  f3  assessment 1, 827  00 

(The  above  will  all  be  canceled  by  April  exptt(;ts.) 
Garden  City  Distilling  Company,  last  third  Maroh $1, 073  25 

|3  assessment 2,400  00 

3, 473  25 

S.  Rep.  878 —  4 
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W.  H.  Baker's  Sons,  balance  |3  assessment |1,088  31 

Saint  Louis  Distilling  Company,  balance  $3  assessmen  t 2,03463 

Atlas  Distilling  Company,  balance  |3  assessment 3,209  20 

Wi  How  Springs  Distilling  Company,  balance  |3  assessment 1, 764  40 

Lithia  Springs  Distilling  Company,  March  assessment $2,227  50 

|3  assessment I,:i50  00 

3, 577  50 

G.  Holterhoff,  $3  assessment 900  GO 

Freiberg  &  Worknm,  |3  assessment 750  0<) 

California  Distilling  Company,  $3  assessment 603  00 

Total  unpaid  assessments 23,742  GO 

Excess  of  assets 3,349  5C 

Cincinnati,  April  29,  1882. 

The  undersigned,  a  committee  appointed  by  Mr.  H.  B.  Miller,  president,  to  audit 
the  accounts  of  the  treasurer,  hereby  certify  that  the  collections  of  the  treasurer,  as 
reported,  agree  with  the  amended  assessment  lists  reported  by  the  president,  and  that 
the  treasurer  has  filed  vouchers  for  all  his  payments,  which  agree  with  his  statement. 

THOMAS  T.  GAFF, 
JOHN  BEGGS, 

Auditing  Committee, 

WESTERN  EXPORT  ASSOCIATION. 

EXTRA  ASSESSMENT  TO  PAY  DEBTS. 

The  figures  below  give  the  average  number  of  bnshels  of  grain  mashed  daily  siuce 
the  existence  of  our  organization  by  the  following  difi'erent  distillers: 


DistiUen. 


Garden  City  Diatilllsg  Company. 

Empire  DiBt ill ing  Conipaoy 

Chicago  Distilliog  Company 

llivcrUale  Distilling  Company — 

Phoenix  Distilling  Company 

United  States  Distilling  Company 

H.  U.  Shufeldt  &  Co 

Spurk  &  Francis 

G.T.  Barker 

ZcU,  Swnbachcr&Co 

Oscar  Fiirst 

Woolner  Bros 

Monarch  Distilling  Company — 

J.  W  Johnson 

C.  S.  Clark  &  Co 

Bush  &  Brown 

Cireat  \ye8tem    Distilling  Com- 
pany   

lliverton  Alcohol  Works 

C'rown  IMstilling  Company 

Ilamburff  Diatiuing  Company 

Jno.  S.  Miller,  Jr.,  &Co 

Knhlman  &  Teepen 

Dair  Bros 

Fairbanks  Sc  Dnnwig 

Baker's  Son's 

JohnG.  Homstein 

John  Beggs 

Caleb  Dodsworth , 

G.H.Rabe 


$2,400 
1.800 
3,000 
4, 212 
3,522 
2. 025 
5,400 
3,600 
8,000 
5,640 
2,100 
3,660 
0.999 
2,700 
2,826 
1,089 

7,668 
3,432 
1,827 
3,000 
3,204 

360 
1.755 
4.W1 
1,152 

750 
1,860 
1.0:9 
1,683 


RArlett   

G.K.Duckworth 

Mnddax,  Hobart  d&  Co 

Mill  Ci-eek  Distilling  Company. 

Wnlsh  &  Kollogg 

Davis  &  Teepen 

Ghcrko  &  Lipnleman 

Fleishman  &  Co 

Pattison  &.  Caldwell I 

Geo.  Davis  d:  Co ' 

James  Emmitt ! 

Saint  Louis  Distilling  Company. . 

T«mscher  dfc  Co 

Atlas  Distilling  Company ; 

Kansas  City  Distilling  Company 

Iowa  Alcofiol  Works 

C.J.  Pfeffer 

Willow  Springs  Distilling  Com- 
pany   

Lithia  Spilngs  Distilling  Com- 
pany   

Iowa  Alcohol  Works 

Dorscl  &Wolftaug 

G.  W.  Robson  &  Co 

G.  Holterhoff 

Freiberg  &  Workum 

Schofleld  &  Tevis 

California  Distilling  Company.. 

Pacific  Distilling  Company 


192 
600 
987 

2,152 

3,270 
820 
697 

1,242 
840 
700 
550 
738 
900 

1,100 
634 
200 
150 

1,200 

450 
300 
290 
400 
SOO 
250 
700 
445 
450 


576 

2.961 

9. '^1" 
2, 4»J«' 

2,  (lyi 

3, 726 

2,r.2<' 

2.  W< 

l.ttTrf* 
2/2]  \ 
2. 7('<' 
3,:iyt> 
1,9(»J 

4AJ 

3,60J 

9ix> 

87« 

l,2n*i 

HWi 

2.1W' 
l,Xl' 
1.3ou 


Note. — ^The  undersigned  does  not  claim  the  above  to  be  absolutely  oorrect,  but  it  is 
as  near  correct  as  it  could  be  made  with  the  data  in  his  possession.  Bv  adding  up  the 
number  of  bushels  mashed  in  the  last  nine  days  in  November,  and  all  in  December. 
January,  February,  and  Maioh,  and  divide  the  Rame  by  113  days,  yon  will  get  the 
average  capacity  exactly. 
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Gentlemen:  In  Bending  you  the  above  assessment,  ordered  by  the  executive  com- 
mittee,  as  yon  will  see  by  the  inclosed  proceedings,  I  am  only  performing  my  duty  as 
the  executive  ofiBcer  of  the  association ;  but  it  is  a  pleasant  duty,  for  whatever  St-ates 
and  municipalities  may  do,  the  Western  Export  Association  will  never  repudiate 
ITS  debts.  The  most  skeptical  of  its  members  admit  that  the  association  was  reason^ 
ably  successfuly  and  the  most  ardent  members,  taking  into  consideration  all  the  circum- 
stances, claim  for  it  a  grpat  success.  The  undersigned  does  not  claim  that  the  associa- 
tion was  all  that  it  shouhl  have  been,  but  when  it  was  formed,  the  question  was  not 
what  kind  of  an  association  we  would  have,  but  what  kind  of  an  association  we  could  " 
have.  The  exports  during  the  month  of  February  and  March  were  simply  overwhelm- 
ing^ from  causes  which  you  all  recognize,  which  Las  led  to  our  present  indebtedness. 
You  must  also  remember  that  for  the  hrst  thirty-six  days  the  assessment  was  only  one  cent 
a  bushel,  and  the  assessment  up  to  April  1  has  only  averaged  7^  cents  a  bushel,  a  not 
unreasonable  heavy  assessment.  The  executive  committee  has  labored  diligently  and 
faithfully  for  you,  leaving  their  own  business  and  making  long  journeys,  with  no  other 
compensation  than  your  generous  approval.  The  future  of  our  business  does  not  look 
particularly  bright,  but  if  we  take  action  in  time,  we  can  accomplish  hereafter  all  that 
the  most  unreasonable  might  desire. 

Our  treasurer  wishes  me  to  add  as  follows: 

*•  Having  reported  the  present  indebtedness,  and  the  executive  committee,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  every  distiller  in  the  association,  recognizing  the  benefits  he  has  de- 
rived, from  it,  will  consider  himself  in  honor  bound  to  pay  his  proportion  of  the  same, 
and  that  the  debt  should  be  paid  promptly,  have  passed  the  resolution  as  inclosed  in 
the  proceedings.  This  assessment  is  due  and  payable  April  1,  and  each  distiller  can 
deduct  from  the  assessment  any  claim  for  unpaid  export  bills  or  capacity  run  less  than 
50  per  cent,  up  to  and  including  March  31.  If  the  treasurer  does  not  receive  remit- 
tance by  April  5,  he  will  draw  at  sight  for  the  amount  without  further  notice." 

H.  B.  MILLER, 

President, 

Q.  Xow,  have  you  footed  the  total  so  that  you  can  give  us  the  exact 
amouut  collected  under  these  various  assessments  up  to  the  present 
time  f — A.  Well,  the  expenditures  were  $590,563.87. 

Q.  Up  to  what  date! — A.  Up  to  the  Ist  day  of  April. 

Q.  Since  that  you  have  not  the  statement! — A.  No,  sir;  we  have  not 
got  our  debts  paid.    It  cost  us  about  $130,000  for  April. 

Q.  And  that  money  has  been  paid,  has  it  f — A.  I  levied  a  10-cent 
assejssment  and  we  collected  out  of  that  a  little  over  $90,000,  and  this 
Inst  assessment  is  to  cover  the  deficiency  lor  the  month  of  April  and 
late  in  March. 

Q.  Are  you  still  paying  out  any  money  for  this  purpose  ? — A.  O,  no; 
our  association  is  wound  up ;  we  are  trying  to  pay  our  debts  ;  we  have 
8ome  debts ;  they  owe  our  house  a  couple  of  thousand  dollars  yet  that 
we  have  not  got.    We  were  exporting  exclusively. 

Q.  Where  does  your  treasurer,  Mr.  Ilobart,  reside  i — A.  In  Cincin- 
nati. 

Q.  Then  as  to  the  funds  since  the  date  here  mentioned,  both  as  to  the 
exact  amount  of  receipts  and  the  disposition  of  them,  you  cannot  state, 
but  Mr.  Ilobart  probably  can. 

The  Witness.  The  disposition  of  them  ! 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

A.  O,  yes ;  I  know  what  the  disposition  was. 

Q.  I  mean  can  you  give  us  details! — A  Well,  there  were  paid  for  cut 
capacity  that  was  not  operated — and  that  is  a  good  deal  larger  item 
than  it  was  before,  because  the  distillers  commenced  to  cut  off  capacity 
as  their  stock  went  out ;  they  preferred  the  twenty  cents  a  bushel  to 
operating  their  houses— we  paid  $66,380.96  for  maintaining  the  mar- 
ket.   In  that  is  included  the  salary  of  the  president  and  treasurer. 

Q.  What  do  you  pay  your  oflBcers  ! — A.  They  paid  us  $2,500  for  five 
months'  services  apiece. 

Q.  Have  you  a  secretary  also! — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  the  clerical  work 
and  hire  what  is  necessary. 
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^  Q*.  Who  notifies  the  parties  assessed  of  the  amount  dae,  the  treasurer 

or  yoiif—- A.  I  notify  them ;  I  mail  all  those  notices ;  I  do  all  that. 

Q.  Then  if  the  money  is  not  paid,  within  what  time  does  the  treas- 
urer draw  upon  them  I — A.  Within  five  days. 

Q.  Suppose  they  do  not  pay,  what  is  the  penalty  f — A.  We  have  no 

way  to  enforce  it  except  a  man's  word  and  self  interest.  They  have  paid 

"  well.     There  are  i)robably  only  two  or  three  who  have  not  paid,  and 

they  are  really  in  a  condition  where  they  cannot  pay,  but  we  shall  get 

that  eventually. 

Q.  I  think  1  did  not  understand  you,  if  you  stated  the  total  amount 
of  all  the  assessments.  You  stated  it  up  to  this  time.  Kow,  what  is  the 
total! 

Mr.  CocKRELL.  All  assessments  of  all  kinds  ! 

The  Chairman.  Of  all  kinds. 

A.  The  total  amount :  Suppose  you  put  down  $90,000,  that  we  col- 
lected; then  the  April  assessment.  Kow  fi^i^ure  up  the  last  assesment, 
and  that'will  get  at  it  very  near ;  the  two  items  of  the  last  assessment. 
Put  down  $41,000,  then  add  $590,563.87  and  $90,000,  and  add  that  up, 
and  it  will  not  vary  $3,000  for  the  Whole  amount.  Right  here  I  would 
like*to  reail  a  few  lines  from  this  pamphlet,  entitled  **  Western  Bxiwrt 
Association.''  We  did  not  pay  the  same  bonus  all  the  time;  we  had  to 
increase  on  the  bonus.  The  average  bonus  was  16J  cents.  '*  This  is  8.59 
cents  p6r  proof-gallon,  and  if  the  price  of  exports  regulated  the  price  of 
domestics  (and  who  can  disinite  it!),  then  we  have  gained  on  the  prod- 
uct from  November  21  to  April  1  22,000,000  gallons ;  $1,890,800."  Now, 
this  was  not  .profit ;  it  was  the  difference  between  what  we  lost  and  what 
we  gained.  "  Expense,  chargeable  to  the  above  members,  $562,144.14." 
I  did  not  take  California  nor  Kentucky  in  this  estimate-  "The  net 
gain  to  the  foregoing  members,  $1,328,655.86;  average  net  gain  per 
•  bushel  of  half  capacity,  $29.38,"  which  the  distillers  think  a  very  tair 
operation. 

Bv  Mr.  CocKRELL: 

Q.  Why  did  your  association  wind  up  ? — A.  It  was  only  commenced 
temporarily.  We  feed  largely  stock— cattle  and  hogs.  We  have  in  our 
distillery  1,200  head  of  cattle  and  1,300  hogs,  and  others  had  a  great 
deal  more.  We  could  not  cut  down  to  half  capacity.  It  was  impossi- 
ble, without  great  loss  in  turning  out  the  cattle,  and  it  was  supposed 
before  the  1st  of  May  we  could  turn  out  sufficient  cattle  so  that  we 
could  run  without  an  association;  that  if  men  would  act  wisely  and  pru- 
dently there  would  be  no  necessity  for  an  association ;  and  so  the  asso- 
ciation went  out  of  existence  on  the  1st  of  May.  We  find  that  men  will 
not  be  prudent  ^ivithout  there  is  some  power  over  them,  and  we  are  about 
adopting  the  same  plan  that  we  worked  on  last  winter. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Your  trouble  arose  from  overproduction  at  the  time! — A.  Over- 
production entirely,  and  by  losing  our  export  trade ;  the  same  trouble 
that  these  Kentucky  gentlemen  have,  only  thej'  do  not  try  to  help  them- 
selves, while  we  do. 

Q.  Is  it  to  the  interest  of  your  line  of  distilling  to  have  this  bill  passed 
which  is  now  i>cnding  f — ^A.  It  is  a  common  interest  indirectly.  Here 
is  this  immense  overproduction  in  the  country,  amounting  to  50,000,000 
or  60,000,000  gallons.  If  the  goods  should  be  sacrificed  and  thrown  on 
the  domestic  market  all  at  once,  it  would  stop  every  distiller  in  the  State 
of  Illinois.    It  would  ruin  our  business;  we  could  not  make  any  calca- 
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latiou  upon  it.    As  an  original  proposition,  with  very  few  exceptions, 
we  do  do  not  need  any  bonding  period  at  all,  more  than  a  few  months. 

Q.  Your  people  were  opposed  to  it  in  1880,  when  a  proposition  wa« 
made  to  pass  the  Carlisle  bill! — A.  No,  sir;  at  that  time  I  had  the  posi- 
tion 3Ir.  Shufeldt  has  now ;  I  was  president  of  the  National  Distillers^ 
Association.  It  was  a  compromise  measure  between  Kentucky  and  our- 
selves. We  vr^re  not  opposed  to  it.  We  regarded  the  principle  as  just  • 
that  goods  should  be  taxed  only  when  they  enter  into  consumption. 

Q.  But  tbe  Pekin  and  Peoria  distillers  were  opposed  to  it! — ^A.  Well, 
tbey  are  a  curious  set  down  there.    It  will  not  do  to  bet  on  them. 

Q.  Well,  indirectly,  then,  it  is  a  benefit  to  you  in  order  to  prevent  that 
being  tfirowu  upon  the  market! — A.  Certainly.  I  have  given  a  great 
<leal  of  study  to  this  matter,  and  I  have  cautioned  my  Kentucky  friends — 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Kevenue,  in  his  report,  cautions  them — 
against  this  production,  and  I  have  written  to  a  great  many  of  my  Ken- 
tucky friends  showing  what  they  were  doing  there,  and  showing  what 
the  difficulty  would  be,  and  if  these  goods  should  be  forced  out  upon  the 
market  there  was  not  money  enough  in  the  banks  of  Kentucky  to  pay 
the  taxes  on  these  goods. 

Q.  Would  they  sell  for  the  taxes  if  they  were  forced  upon  the  market  t 
— A.  They  would  always  sell  for  the  taxes.  If  necessary,  we  would  close 
up  our  distilleries  and  buy  them. 

Q.  Could  you  do  that  ? — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  How  could  you  manage  that  now,  with  all  of  your  cattle  and  stock 
on  hand,  with  the  cost  of  your  distilleries  ?  Suppose  this  was  suddenly 
thrown  upon  the  market  tor  the  taxes,  would  you  not  have  about  all  that 
you  could  do  to  protect  yourselves  ? — A.  That  is  what  we  are  organizing 
for.  We  are  not  going  to  be  caught  in  the  winter  with  our  stables  full 
of  cattle  when  we  know  these  things  will  be  forced  upon  the  market. 

Q.  So  you  are  preparing  yourselves  to  buy! — A.  Yes,  sir;  we  are 
l)reparing. 

By  Mr.  CocKRELL: 

Q.  Have  ;rou  nearly  got  rid  of  your  cattle  Jiud  hogs  ? — A.  They  are 
nearly  all  out. 

Q.  I  should  think  you  could  sell  them  at  the  prices  they  have  been 
commanding  recently! — A.  There  is  one  distiller  in  Peoria  who  told  me 
he  had  owned  probably  2,800  head  and  had  cleared  $75,000  on  his  cat- 
tle. The  enormous  prices  would  neccessarily  call  them  into  the  market. 
The  W^estern  distillers  are  all  coming  here  with  fat  on  their  ribs. 

Q.  I  see  cattle  are  as  high  as  8  cents,  I  believe,  in  Saint  Louis.— A. 
Well,  distillery  cattle  sell  at  8 J  and  0. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Then  you  are  interested  really  with  the  Kentucky  distillers  in  the 
passage  of  this  bill  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  know  two  parties  who  own  4,000 
barrels  of  that  whisky  in  bond  now,  men  of  wealth,  worth  fifty  or  seventy- 
five  thousand  dollars ;  but  it  would  embarrass  them  very  seriously  if 
they  had  to  take  it  out.  You  force  that  Kentucky  whisky  out  at  once, 
and  you  will  make  us  close  up  ourdistilleries.  That  destroys  a  market  for 
one  million  bushels  of  grain  a  month,  and  3  ou  will  ruin  half  the  traders 
in  the  country.  Whether  you  could  do  that,  take  that  risk,  without  ma- 
terially intertering  with  the  industry  of  the  countr}^,  is  more  than  I  can 
say. 

Q.  Tell  us  how  you  will  improve  by  extending  the  same  period  which 

has  brought  about  these  results.— A.  If  you  extend  this,  I  do  not  be- 

eve  the  distillers  would  get  into  a  difiiculty  and  come  here  asking 
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Congress  for  relief.    When  that  Carlisle  bill  passed  we  were  all  sat- 
isfied, aud  supposed  we  would  not  have  to  trouble  Congress  for  a 
long  time ;  but  here  is  the  situation  we  have  got  into  now.    I  think  if 
you  extend  it  five  years  it  would  not  be  the  same  thing  over  again. 
Everything  has  a  boom.    George  Law  will  never  get  his  Mississippi  bub- 
ble going  the  second  time.    It  went  first  rate  the  first  time.    There  are 
a  thousand  things  that  can  be  played  the  first  but  not  the  second  time. 
Now,  these  gentlemen  all  over  the  country  were  buying  these  Kentucky 
goods.    It  was  a  big  boom  and  a  crazy  speculation.    The  Kentuckians-^ 
some  of  them — were  crazy.    You  may  be  sure  you  could  not  now  get  an 
outside  man  to  buy  a  barrel  of  whisky  in  bond.    You  could  not  get 
another  boom  in  the  next  half  century.    The  consequence  is,  what 
whisky  is  made  in  Kentucky  bears  on  the  purse  of  the  distiller  and  the 
credit  he  has  in  the  bank  to  borrow  money. 

Q.  You  probably  couhl  not  under  the  same  law ;  but  could  you  not 
if  there  were  an  unlimited  extension  f  Now  this  boom  was  gotten  up 
on  the  extension.  That  had  definite  limits,  and  they  knew  precisely 
when  the  tax  would  have  to  be  paid,  but  under  the  new  one  there  would 
be  an  indefinite  time.  They  need  never  pay  until  they  found  a  pur- 
chaser. Do  you  not  think 'that  would  stimulate  a  boom  I — A.  No,  I  do 
not  think  so,  for  five-year  whisky  does  not  improve  an3\  There  is  no 
object  in  holding  it  longer  than  five  years.  1  do  not  think  that  whisky 
improves  after  that.  If  a  man  has  five-year  whisky,  that  is  about  as 
old  as  he  wants.  I  drink  whisky  that  is  said  to  be  fifteen  years  old. 
I  am  not  a  great  judge  of  whisky  myself,  because  I  am  too  cunning 
to  drink  a  great  deal  of  it  myself. 

Q.  I  want  to  «ask  you  the  difference  between  the  three  things  you  have 
named — cologne  spirits,  alcohol,  aud  high  wines. — A.  Right  here,  Sen- 
ator, let  me  disabuse  you  of  one  thing.  Generally,  when  spirits  or 
whisky  is  spoken  of,»the  whole  thing  is  connected  with  men's  stomachs. 
Now,  the  fine  whiskies  produced  in  the  country — take  the  States  of 
Kentucky,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and  Tennessee — and  I  do  not  sup- 
pose there  were,  out  of  a  consumption  of  08  million  gallons,  17  million 
gallons  of  fine  whiskies  that  went  on  the  domestic  market  as  a  bever- 
age. Now,  Kentucky  is  pleased  to  say  that  out  iij  the  West  we  make 
rot-gut.  Now,  it  is  impossible  that  the  balance  oi  the  (iS  million  gal- 
lons should  go  on  the  market  as  a  beverage.  A  great  portion  of  it  goes 
into  the  arts  aud  the  trades.  Mr.  Kelley,  of  Pennsylvania,  who  is  in  the 
other  House,  will  tell  you — and  he  has  given  the  matter  great  study — 
that  one-half  of  it  goes  into  the  arts  and  manufactures.  Now,  the  alco- 
hol is  94  per  cent.,  188  proof.  That  is  used  in  all  branches  throughout 
the  United  States.  It  is  used  by  painters  in  cutting  shellacs ;  it  is  used 
by  dyers  in  print  works  by  calico  manufacturers;  it  is  used  in  varnish; 
it  is  used  for  cutting  gums  by  druggists,  and  everything.  In  fact  there 
is  scarcely  an  article  on  your  body  but  what  is  covered  with  alcohol. 
This  alcohol  is  unfit  for  beverage  of  any  kind. 

Then  there  are  pure  spirits,  French  spirits,  and  cologne  spirits.  The 
difference  between  French  spirits  and  cologne  spirits  is  that  where  we 
transport  it  long  distances  we  concentrate  it  to  make  cologne  spirits  188 
per  cent,  and  make  pure  si>irits  only  100  per  cent.  That  saves  us  hulf 
the  transportation  expenses.  They  reduce  it  with  water,  bring  it  dowu 
to  proof.  This  is  the  basis  of  all  compounded  liquors.  Then  they  take 
these  odorless,  colorless  spirits,  and  the  rectifiers  have  different  forniula^i 
by  which  they  compound  it.  They  put  with  it  old  rye  whisky  if  they 
want  to  make  rye  whisky,  flavor  it  with  bourbon  if  they  want  to  make 
bourbon;  they  add  frequently  a  little  New  England  rum  to  it^  ihey  add 
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Madeira  or  sherry  wine  to  it ;  they  add  peaches  or  prunes.  There  is  not 
a  deleterious  article  thjit  goes  into  it.  We  divest  it  of  all  fusil  oil,  and 
in  my  opinion  it  is  a  great  deal  healthier  than  the  mountain  dew  whisky 
of  Kentucky. 

Q.  Now  state  why  it  is  that  the  mountain  dew,  as  you  call  it,  sells  for 
so  much  more  per  gallon  than  yours  ? — A.  Well,  they  have  to  get  a  boom 
on  it.  Now,  take  the  hand-made,  sour  mash,  tire-copper  distilled,  the 
^'ield  is  not  over  about  twelve  quarts  to  the  bushel,  while  we  are  getting 
sixteen,  and  even  the  steam  copper  whisky  does  not  yield  within  two 
quarts  of  what  we  are  getting,  but  then  there  is  no  doubt  it  improves 
by  age. 

Q.  Could  it  not  be  put  through  the  distillation  process  that  you  do 
yours  and  made  of  the  same  value  at  once  as  it  obtains  by  ripening  ? — 
A.  O,  yes ;  but  it  is  an  entirely  different  article ;  thej'  do  not  do  that. 
In  our  association  we  do  not  ask  Kentucky  to  connect  themselves  with 
us.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  fine  whisky  States.  We  ripen 
our  own  mash. 

Q.  They  are  not  members  of  your  society  at  all  ?— A.  No,  sir;  we  do 
not  care  about  them. 

Q.  And  your  interest  in  their  extension  is  merely  that  their  large  sur- 
plus shall  not  be  thrown  upon  the  market! — A.  To  injure  us  and  injure 
the  general  trade  of  the  country.  There  are  men,  like  Mr.  Shufeldt, 
who  has  a  jobbing  business  of  $3,000,000  a  year.  I  do  not  know  how 
much  credit  he  runs,  but  I  presume  as  much  as  $500,000.  Now,  you 
ruin  those  dealers  tliroughout  the  country.  You  cannot  tell  where  a 
man  stands  with  his  credit ;  and  banks  all  over  the  country  hold  these 
credits. 

Q.  Uas  your  associ(ition  ever  taken  any  action  with  reference  to  the 
passage  of  tbis  bill  f — A.  Mr.  Shufeldt  is  our  oflBcer  of  the  national  or- 
ganization, and  we  have  confidence  in  him  and  trust  everything  to  him. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  of  jourself. — A.  O,  no ;  nothing  at  all. 

Q.  You  have  taken  no  action  whatever? — A.  No;  never  discussed  it 
even. 

Q,  And,  of  course,  have  contributed  nothing  to  the  expense  of  it, 
within  your  knowledge? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Not  to  the  expense 'of  persons  coming  here  or  attorneys! — ^A. 
Nothing  at  all.  It  is  an  entirely  different  thing.  Ours  is  a  business 
proposition  ;  a  wise  one.  It  meets  the  approval  of  the  Internal  Keve- 
nue  Office  here. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  if  this  overproduction  was  not  caused  also  in  part 
by  the  dealers  buying  so  largely  from  the  distillers  f — A.  Certainly ;  the 
overproduction  in  Kentcuky  of  the  fine  whiskies.  That  had  nothing  to 
do  with  our  oveq)roduction.  The  immense  capacity  we  have,  and  being 
cut  short  16,000,01)0  gallons  in  the  export  trade,  that  has  made  our  over- 
production ;  but  the  dealers  buying,  of  course  a  Kentucky  man  would 
sell  tiie  last  gallon  he  could  make,  if  he  could  get  a  i^rofit,  if  there  are 
fools  enough  on  the  outside  to  buy  it. 

Q.  It  seems  there  are  a  good  many  who  did  buy,  did  they  not  ? — A. 
Y"es,  there  are  more  in  the  country  than  I  supposed  there  were.  You 
get  up  a  railroad  from  here  to  the  moon  and  you  will  find  fools  to  take 
stock  in  it.     We  are  like  sheep,  where  one  goes  they  all  go. 

Q.  Well,  if  these  distillers  in  Kentucky,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
and  Tennessee  could  not  have  obtained  sale  they  would  not  have  gone 
to  the  extensive  overproduction  they  have,  would  they! — A.  They 
Would  not  have  had  the  money.    It  requires  monej'  to  make  whisky. 
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Q.  By  whom  is  this  immense  amount  of  whisky  owned  ? — A.  It  \a 
owned  by  every  town  and  State  in  the  Union.  A  saloon-keeper  has 
five  barrels  in  bond  who  never  thought  of  having  any.  You  can  buy  a 
gallon  of  whisky  for  sixty-five  cents,  and  let  it  lay  three  years  and  in  that 
tim(^  it  will  be  worth  two  dollars,  and  they  all  rushed  in.  The  bait  was 
so  aUuring  that  they  just  took  it,  bob,  sinker,  and  all,  all  over  the 
country. 

Q.  Do  the  distillers  hold  a  little  of  that?— A.  They  own  a  little.    I 
am  sorry  they  did  not  make  money  out  of  it.    Wherever  they  found  a* 
chimney  they  would  go  and  build  a  distillery  right  to  it.     If  a  house 
burned  down  and  the  chimney  was  left  standing  they  would  build  a  dis- 
tillery right  to  it. 

Q.  Suppose  there  was  no  extension  of  the  time  of  bond  for  that  kind  of 
spirits  what  would  be  the  eflfect  of  it  f — A.  I  could  not  tell  you  what 
the  effect  would  be.  It  might  create  a  panic  in  the  whole  business. 
You  cannot  injure  one  limb  of  the  human  system  without  injuring  the 
whole  body.  You  cannot  tell  what  effect  it  would  have.  You  have  had 
panics  from  less  causes  than  that.  I  think  it  would  be  a  dangerous 
experiment. . 

Q.  In  no  event  would  the  .government  lose  anything  because  there 
would  be  no  question  but  what  the  whisky  would  bring  the  govem- 
laent  tax  f — ^A.  No ;  we  can  give  you  $20,000,000  'bonds  and  take  all 
the  whisky  you  have  got  to  sell  at  ninety  cents  a  gallon.  The  govern- 
ment don't  lose  a  cent. 

Q.  What  effect  would  it  have  upon  the  revenue  for  the  coming  fiscal 
year,  commencing  on  the  first  of  July,  if  it  were  extended  to  five  years? 
—A.  It  will  not  have  any  effect  on  the  revenue.  If  you  force  it  out  you 
will  take  $25,000,000  more  one  year  and  then  $25,000,000  less  the  next. 
You  cannot  force  consumption. 

Q.  You  think  there  will  be  no  large  diminution  in  the  revenue! — A. 
O,  there  will  not  be  any  diminution.  General  Raum  makes  the  figures, 
and  where  he  takes  the  $135,000,000  he  comes  within  a  million  or  two 
of  the  actual  result,  and  he  could  come  a  little  closer,  only  he  always 
wants  to  bem  httle  below,  i^ow,  he  is  so  well  versed  he  can  tell  you,  if 
these  matters  are  not  disturbed,  how  much  money  you  are  going  to  get 
from  the  first  day  of  the  next  fiscal  year  from  this  source,  taking  every- 
thing together.  There  is  no  business  in  the  world  where  you  can  run  an 
association  as  easy  as  this.  You  tell  a  man  to  mash  a  thousand  bush- 
els, and  if  he  reports  a  thousand  we  get  the  report  ot  the  collection  of 
the  district,  and  if  he  mashes  ten  bushels  more  we  find  him  out.  He 
cannot  cheat.    The  whole  system  is  perfect. 

Q.  You  say  your  association  raised  no  money  lor  the  purpose  of  any 
influence  of  any  kind? — A.  That  association  does  not  care  anything 
about  your  legislation.  It  is  the  overproduction  from  our  immense  ca- 
pacity that  we  have  been  trying  to  get  rid  of.  Congress  cannot  help  us 
in  that  respect.    We  have,  of  course,  an  indirect  interest  in  it. 

Q.  But  there  was  no  money  raised  by  your  association  to  help  for- 
ward this  bill  in  any  way!— A.  Not  even  to  pay  a  man's  expenses 
here.  We  never  discussed  it  in  our  association.  You  will  see  the  name 
of  every  man  we  paid  our  money  to^  and  the  name  of  every  man  who 
contributed  money.  Look  over  it ;  it  was  a  plain  business  arrangement 
between  business  men  to  evade  ruin  by  our  own  acts  of  folly  by  the 
immense  overproduction  and  overstocking  our  barns,  and  we  have 
faith  that  we  have  got  straight  with  it.  This  association  has  no  inter- 
est in  any  legislation ;  we  do  not  ask  any.  Only  as  distillers,  we  have 
that  indirect  interest  in  it. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  there  ever  any  arrangement  or  nuderstanding  between  your 
association  and  the  other,  that  you  should  seek  a  reduction  of  the  tax 
and  they  an  extension  of  the  bond  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Does  your  association  desire  a  reduction  of  the  tax  ? 

The  Witness.  In  favor  of  it  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

A.  Well,  there  is  some  difference  of  opinion ;  I  being  in  the  export 
trade  entirely,  myself  never  could  see  where  it  is  going  to  benefit  me 
any  to  reduce  the  tax.  Mr.  Shufeldt,  being  in  the  jobbing  trade,  has  to 
trust  his  goods  all  over  the  country.  Of  course  if  the  tax  is  reduced  to 
50  cents  he  trusts  only  60  cents  where  he  now  trusts  90.  But  I  have 
been  a  strong  advocate  of  the  reduction  of  taxes  just  at  the  present 
time.  We  stated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Eevenue,  and  also  to 
Congress,  that  as  long  as  the  government  needed  money  we  would  not 
ask  reduction ;  we  would  pay  our  proportion  cheerfully;  but,  as  1  keep 
up  with  the  figures,  I  see  you  are  taking  in  a  great  deal  iQore  money 
than  there  is  a  necessity  for.  It  is  true  you  are  getting  away  with  a 
good  deal  in  the  shape  of  pensions  and  rivers  and  harbors. 

Mr.  CocKRELL.  We  are  getting  away  with  about  $150,000,000  of  it 
this  year  in  paying  debts. 

The  Witness.  Well,  your  debts  will  be  paid  at  this  rate  in  about 
three  years,  and  you  cannot  pay  anymore  unless  you  go  on  Wall  street 
•  and  buy  bonds  at  a  premium,  i^ow,  I  do  not  suppose  we  ourselves 
would  have  asked  for  a  reduction,  but  we  could  not  help  it.  There  were 
three  or  four  bills  introduced  in  Congress  for  the  reduction  of  the  tax, 
and  we  preferred  to  take  charge  of  that  ourselves,  because  this  agita- 
tion was  hurting  our  business.  Then  the  tariff  men — of  course  there  is 
so  much  money  coming  in,  and  the  tariff  men  do  not  want  to  take  it  off  of 
the  tariff*,  and  as  1  have  always  been  educated  in  that  doctrine,  as  a 
Henry  Clay  Whig,  I  am  in  favor  of  a  protective  tariff*.  I  have  always 
ad\  ocated  a  reduction  of  the  tax  on  whisky. 

Q,  For  the  benefit  of  the  tariff'? — A.  Yes. 

Q,  You  made  a  kind  of  ac  ombination  with  the  tariff  men! — ^A.  O,  no; 
taey  seduced  us  and  then  went  back  on  us.  After  they  seduced  us  they 
jilted  us. 

Q.  When  they  got  the  tariff-commission  bill  through  they  were  not  so 
much  in  favor  of  the  reduction  of  internal-revenue  taxes! — A.  O,  no-; 
they  were  tearing  everything  to  pieces  for  the  reduction  of  internal  rev- 
enue  taxes  until  they  got  what  they  wanted,  and  then  they  left  us  out 
in  the  cold. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  what  proportion  of  the  whisky  in 
bond  has  been  sold  by  the  distillers  to  the  traders? — A.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose they  have  sold  a  great  deal  more  than  they  did  last  year.  The 
consumption  in  the  United  States  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  on  the  1st 
of  July,  1881,  was  0,000,000  gallons  greater  than  the  year  before,  and 
the  increase  of  Kentucky  whisky  was  144,000  gallons  in  that  6,000,000 
gallons.     It  has  its  regular  trade  and  you  cannot  force  it. 

Q.  No,  you  did  not  understand.  I  mean  what  proportion  of  the  pro- 
duct now  in  bonded  warehouses  has  been  sold  to  the  traders  in  boudt — 
A.  Oh,  that  I  don't  know,  only  from  hearsay.  The  general  impres- 
sion I  think  is  that  probably  three-quarters  of  all  of  it  is  held  by  out- 
siders— probably  more.  Colonel  Wharton  would  know  better  than  I  do. 
They  have  given  that  a  study ;  I  have  never  given  that  a  study.  I  have 
known  this  over  production  was  going  on. 

Q.  You  say  that  there  would  be  no  trouble  in  organizing  to  give  bonds 
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for  $20,000,000  to  take  all  the  wliiskj-  in  bond,  if  it  were  thrown  on  the 
market.  Do  not  you  think  that  would  be  a  pretty  big  contraet? — A. 
Xo,  sir:  you  must  remember  that  that  is  scattered  over  three  years  yet. 

Q.  !No,  but  I  am  supposing  that  to  be  thrown  on  the  market  all  at 
once. — A.  There  might  be  some  danger  then,  but  still  I  do  not  think 
there  would  be.  \ 

Q.  You  think  an  organization  could  be  made  strong  enough  to  control 
it  all! — A.  Yes.  The  United  States  consume  6,000,000  gallons  a  month. 
Now  if  that  was  so  low,  we  would  have  to  shut  all  cur  distilleries  down. 
At  6,000,000 gallons  a  month  it  would  only  take  about  eight  months  to 
consume  the  whole. 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  a  verj^  great  loss  to  stop  all  your  distilleries? — 
A.  Yes.    But  we  w^ould  have  to  stand  it. 

Q.  And  the  association  of  distillers  having  to  stand  such  a  loss,  w  ould 
they  be  in  a  good  condition  to  invest  $70,000,000  in  whisky  f — A.  That 
is  the  object  of  reorganization;  to  keep  watch. 

Q.  Suppose  that  time  should  come  that  the  $70,000,000  or  $100,0;)0,000 
tax  should  be  collected,  and  an  organization  was  made  to  buy  it  in, 
would  it  not  be  to  their  interest  to  buy  it  just  as  cheap  as  they  c^ould, 
and  would  not  they  control  the  market  so  as  to  fix  their  own  price  ? — 
A.  O,  that  is  an  imaginative  case. 

Q.  That  is  the  case  1  want  your  judgment  on. 

Mr.  COCKRELL.  I  understand  the  whisky-  now  in  bond  has  gone  into 
bond  at  different  times  and  could  not  be  thrown  on  the  market  at  once.  . 

The  CnAiBMAN.    I  am  contemplating  the  passage  of  this  bill. 

A.  There  could  not  be  a  combination  to  buy  all  the  whisky  and  then 
force  it  on  the  market.  No;  such  a  combination  as  that  could  not  be 
formed. 

Q.  If  you  could  form  a  combination  by  which  you  could  buy  in  this 
vast  amount  now,  it  occurred  to  me  that  you  could  combine  to  control 
the  market  about  as  you  pleased! — A.  Well,  we  would  be  compelled  to 
buy  it;  we  would  shut  down  our  distilleries  rather  than  make  it  at  a 
loss.  Mr.  Shufeldt  has  got  a  custom  of  $3,000,000  a  year,  or  more. 
Now,  he  could  not  let  that  custom,  that  has  taken  twenty-five  years  to 
build  up,  go  away  all  at  once,  and  he  could  not  make  the  whisky  in  his 
distilleries;  that  would  be  impossible.  He  would  be  compelled  to  buy 
this  Kentucky  whisky  and  dump  it,  and  remanufacture  it,  and  get  it 
as  near  his  style  of  gouds  as  possible  to  keep  up  the  trade.  We  have 
got  no  money  in  the  jobbing  business.  I  live  in  a  favored  country, 
where  I  find  it  to  my  interest  to  export  all  the  product. 

Edwin  Stevens  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  :  ' 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  ? — Answer.  Cincinnati. 

Q.  What  is  yojir  business  f — ^A.  Commission  merchant. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  in  any  way  with  the  distilling  business  or 
trade ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  w^e  handle  the  product  of  some  eight  or  ten  dis- 
tilleries. 

Q.  As  commission  merchants  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  the  national  organization  in  any  way  ? — 
A.  I  am  treasurer  of  the  National  Distillers' and  Spirit  Dealers' Associa- 
tion. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  treasurer  ! — A.  Since  October,  1  SSiK 

Q.  What  is  the  extent  of  that  association  in  numbers  f — ^A.  It  com- 
prises a  membershix)  of  between  five  and  six  hundred,  from  Maine  to 
California.    The  membership  extends  all  over  the  country. 
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Q.  What  are  the  qualifications  for  membership  f — A.  To  be  engaged 
in  the  business  of  distilling,  rectifying,  and  compounding,  commission 
merchants,  &c. 

Q.  Have  you  by-laws  or  constitution,  or  any  organization  f — A.  Yes| 
there  were  by-laws,  but  I  do  not  happen  to  have  a  copy  of  them. 

Q.  What  was  the  purpose  of  your  organization  originally  ? — A.  Sim- 
ply for  the  protection  of  the  distilling  iuterest. 

Q.  Protection  in  what  way? — A.  VVell,  it  was  kei)t  up  probably  to 
watch  legislation  to  some  extent. 

Q.  So  that  your  interest  might  not  be  injured — might  b^  protected  by 
proper  legislation  ? — A.  Yes,  sh'. 

Q.  Is  the  membership  increasing  ? — A.  No.,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  your  first  eftbrt  in  the  way  of  legislation  1 

By  Mr.  CoCKRELL : 

Q.  (One  moment,  Mr.  Chairman.)  When  was  that  organization  first 
completed  ! — A.  It  was  first  formed  in  October,  1879. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.fThen  did  you  make  any  effort  for  legislation  in  that  year,  or  the 
following! — A.  No,  sir;  nothing  particular.  The  organization  went 
into  existence  at  that  time;  and  we  had  here,  probably  in  December  of 
that  year,  the  secretary  of  the  association  to  watch  the  interest. 

Q.  Who  was  the  secretary? — A.  Dr.  Eush,  of  Chicago. 

Q.  Has  he  been  here  this  winter! — A.  I  think  he  has;  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  here  now! — A.  I  do  not  think  he  is  in 
the  city.    I  don't  know  how  that  is. 

Q.  Does  your  object  as  to  legislation  include  State  legislatures  as 
well  as  Congress! — A.  It  does,  to  some  extent. 

Q.  But  mainly  with  reference  to  national  legislation! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  represented  in  1880,  when  what  is  known  as  the  Car- 
lisle bill  was  passed  1 — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  Dr.  Eush  was  here  at  that 
time. 

Q.  Were  you  here  ! — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  never  been  to  Washington*  on  that  account  ! — A.  No, 
sir ;  not  in  the  interest  of  the  association.  » 

Q.  How  is  your  association  supported  financially  ! — A.  By  annual 
dues. 

Q.  What  are  those  dues ! — A.  It  varies  from  ten  to  thirty  dollars. 
Wholesale  dealers  pay  $10;  distillers  of  a  certain  capacity  $20;  and 
over  a  certain  capacity  $30. 

Q.  What  are  the  total  annual  receipts  of  your  organization  from  these 
sources  ! — A.  The  total  receipts  for  the  year  1880  and  1881  were  about 
$4,000 ;  for  1881  and  1882,  to  this  date,  they  were  about  $3,400 ;  about 
$8,000  in  all. 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  assessment,  or  received  any  contributions  of 
any  kind  I — A.  Ko,  sir ;  not  a  cent. 

Q.  You  have  received  no  contributions  whatever? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  the  individual  members  received  contributions,  so  far  as  you 
know,  to  aid  them,  through  the  treasurer,  or  otherwise  ! — A.  They  have 
not,  tlirough  the  treasurer. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  that  they  have  otherwise! — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  it ;  have  you  heard  anything  on  that 
subject  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Dave  not  heard  that  they  had  received  any  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  a  communication  in  one  of  the  papers,  some  time 
ago,  that  Mr.  Atherton  had  held  a  meeting  in  Louisville  expecting  to 
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raiso  e$5,000  for  this  purpose,  and  only  raised  $1,200,  and  adjourned  the 
meetiiif^  hoping  to  raise  more  f — A.  I  did  not  see  that,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  the  books  of  the  concern  here  f — A.  I  keep  the  aecounts  of 
the  association  in  my  regular  ledger  connected  with  my  business.  I  did 
Hot  bring  it  with  me,  nor  did  I  bring  a  copy.  I  did  not  know  the  object 
of  my  summons  here,  or  I  should  have  done  so.  I  am  giving  you  nearly 
the  exact  figures. 

Q.  Can  you  state  to  whom  the  money  has  been  i)aid  out? — A.  The 
association  pays  the  president  $600  a  year  salary.  They  pay  the  secre- 
tary $1,800  a  year,  and  the  treasurer  $300.  The  balance  of  the  expend- 
itures are  fof  printing  bills,  the  expenses  of  oflBcers  tmveling  back- 
wards and  forwards  from  place  to  place. 

Q.  What  do  yon  mean  by  "printing  bills"! — A.  Furnishing  proceed- 
ings of  each  meeting,  bank  drafts,  and  such  things  as  that,  as  they  are  re- 
quired by  the  officers  and  members. 

Q.  $000  for  the  president,  $1,800  for  the  secretary;  what  for  the 
treasurer? — A.  $300. 

Q.  Do  you  not  pay  the  expenses  of  people  who  come  here  to  carry 
out  the  very  purposes  and  objects  of  your  organization,  to  wit,  to  influ- 
ence Congress  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  * 

Q.  Are  they  paid  out  of  this  fund  you  speak  of? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  no  other  fund  out  of  which  they  are  paidf — A.  Xot  that 
I  know  of. 

Q.  Who  have  you  employed  this  session  to  look  after  this  bill  now 
pending  ? — A.  I  have  paid  but  one  bill  so  far  that  I  know  anything  about. 
It  did  not  come  in  the  shape  of  a  bill.  It  came  in  the  shape  of  a  draft 
from  Dr.  Rush  for  $200. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  bill  that  has  been  presented  f — A.  Y''es,  sir ;  that 
is  the  only  bill  I  have  paid. 

Q.  Have  you  not  employed  anybody  to  look  after  your  interests  here! — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Does  it  not  strike  you  that  it  is  rather  an  inei!icient  organization, 
organized  for  the  express  puq)ose  of  promoting  legislation,  that  you  have 
only  paid  out  $200 1 — A.  It  is  not  as  efficient  as  the  Western  Export  As- 
sociation.   I  am  perfectly  willing  to  admit  that. 

Q.  Who  pays  the  expenses  of  these  gentlemen  here ;  .do  you  know  ? — 
A.  Ko,  sir;  I  do  not.  I  have  no  authority  to  pay  them  anything.  I 
have  paid  bills  upon  the  authority  of  the  president  and  secretarv.  If 
they  present  bills  that  are  certified  to  by  those  officers,  I  pay  them,  if  I 
liave  the  money.    I  pay  nothing  out  without  their  voucher. 

Q.  But  you  have  received  no  voucher  from  them  of  any  kind? — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  And  no  notice  that  any  funds  would  be  required,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  $200?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  reason  to  expect  that  any  bills  wouhl  be  presenteil  for 
the  promotion  of  this  bill  at  this  session  of  Congress? — A.  Well,  possi- 
bly some  bills  may  come  in,  and  very  likely  they  will  not  be  paid,  be- 
cause there  will  be  no  funds  to  pay  them  with. 

Q.  AVell,  we  wanted  to  know  if  you  had  any  reason  to  expect  any  t— 
A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  no  reason  to  expect  any. 

Q.  What  amount  of  funds  have  you  on  hand  now? — ^A.  A  little  less 
than  $1,300. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  say  the  total  was  Last  year  ?— A.  About  $4,600. 

Q.  Up  to  what  time? — ^A.  That  was  the  full  year. 

Q.  What  is  your  year? — A.  From  October  to  October. 

Q.  lias  there  been  any  efifort  to  increase  the  membership  of  the  as- 
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soeiatiou  and  increase  the  funds  this  last  year? — A.  Yes,  sir;  some  in- 
dividual effort;  it  has  not  been  very  successful. 

Q.  Yonsay  that  it  has  not  been  very  snccessfulf — A.  It  is  principally 
from  this  section  of  the  country.    There  has  been  some  individual  effort. 

Q.  You  say  that  it  has  not  been  very  successful! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  is  your  organization  represented  in  Washington;  by  anybody 
voluntarily,  or  otherwise? — A.  Dr.  Hush  is  the  only  gentleman  1  know 
who  has  represented  the  association  here.  Probably  Mr.  Shufeldt  was 
here  last  winter.  I  do  not  know.  I  am  not  certain  about  that.  He  is 
the  president  of  the  association. 

Q.  Can  you  make  us  a  statement  of  the  entire  receipts  and  payments, 
all  that  has  been  paid  out  for  the  last  year! — A.  Ye«,  sir;  I  can,  when 
I  get  home,  make  it  out  and  forward  it. 

Q.  The  statement  you  say  you  will  forward  is  to  be  forwarded  under 
the  oath  you  have  taken  here  f  You  desire  it  to  be  sworn  here  as  if  de- 
livered at  present? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  You  state  that  your  books  are  kept  correctly,  and  they  show  the 
exact  amount  received  and  the  exact  amount  paid  out,  and  to  whom^ 
and  the  days  on  which  they  were  paid  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  you  will  furnish  us  a  transcript  of  that  ? — A.  Exactly.  I  will 
give  you  an  exact  copy  of  mj'  ledger. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell: 

Q.  You  never  have  been  here  in  Washington  representing  your  asso- 
ciation ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  at  all. 

Q.  In  whose  favor  was  that  bill  of  Dr.  Rush's  presented  ?  Was  it  in 
his  own  favor  or  in  favor  of  some  one  else? — A.  L  think  it  was  payable 
to  the  order  of  a  man  named  Squire.  I  presume  he  is  some  banker^here; 
I  don't  know.  It  was  indorsed  by  him,  and  came  from  a  bank,  regu- 
larly, for  collection.    That  is  mj'  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  That  was  $200  !— A.  $200. 

Q.  Have  you  any  information  that  any  other  sums  have  been  prom- 
ised ? — A.  No,  sir ;  none  whatever.  I  undeL*stand  your  question  in  regard 
to  paying  moneys  includes  this  year.  Is  that  it,  or  does  it  include  ail 
the  time  since  I  have  been  treasurer? 

The  Chairman.  Well,  you  maCy  as  well  make  up  the  entire  account. 
AVhat  I  want  to  know  is  the  amount  of  money  you  had  on  hand,  for  in- 
stance, last  October  a  year,  and  what  you  have  paid  since,  and  to  whom. 

The  Witness.  Exactly.  I  will  give  you  an  exact  statement  of  the 
amount  of  moneys  paid  out  and  to  whom  paid. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  one  applying  for  employment,  representing 
that  they  had  influence? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  from  any  one  else  that  certain  parties  rep- 
resenting them  had,  and  that  they  could  wield  an  influence  if  they  were 
employed? — A.  No,  sir. 
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Thursday,  June  1 ,  1882. 
John  M.  Atherton  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence? — ^Answer.  Louisville,  Ky. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  ? — A.  I  am  engaged  in  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  Kentucky  whiskies ;  in  the  wholesale  grocery  trade. 

Q.  You  manufacture  and  trade  in  whisky  both ;  so  that  you  occupy 
both  relations  to  it! — A.  Mainly  in  the  manufacture. 

Q.  What  is  the  extent  of  your  manufacture  ? — A.  Well,  we  vary  one 
year  with  another,  according  to  the  demand  for  Kentucky  goods. 

Q.  How  much  last  year? — A.  I  think  about  45,000  barrels  at  our  dif- 
ferent distilleries  for  the  year  just  ending. 

Q.  What,  during  tbe  la«t  year,  has  been  the  average  price  ])er  gallon 
of  the  goods  you  manufacture? — A.  We  make  two  grades  of  goods; 
what  are  technically  known  as  sweet-mash  goods,  and  sour-mash  goods. 
The  former  average  price  is  about  40  cents  per  proof  gallon,  original 
gauge,  in  bond ;  and  the  sour  mash  from  50  cents  to  55  cents  per  proof 
gallon. 

Q.  Of  which  do  you  make  the  largest  quantity? — A.  We  make  about 
the  same  quantity  of  each. 

Q.  How  is  it  with  the  distillers  in  Kentucky,  and  those  generally  who 
make  that  sort  of  whisky;  of  which  do  they  make  the  largest  quantity? 
— A.  There  are  more  gallons  of  sweet  mash  than  of  sour  mash  made. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  an  idea  of  about  how  much  more? — A.  Not  with 
any  degree  of  accuracy.  I  should  think,  though,  probably  two-fifths 
sour  mash  and  three-fifths  sweet  mash.  The  larger  distillers  through- 
out Kentucky  all  make  more  sweet-mash  whisky  than  sour-mash.  The 
smaller  distillers — those  who  are  both  distillers  and  farmers — without 
exception  make  sour-mash  whisky. 

Q.  Now  please  state  the  value  or  market  price  of  those  whiskies, 
respect! vel}-,  at  three,  five,  or  eight  years  of  age. — A.  That  would  be 
difiicult  to  do,  because  the  price  varies  so  much,  according  to  the  quan- 
tity in  the  market,  just  like  corn  or  wheat,  or  any  other  article  of  mer- 
chandise; the  same  laws  that  control  one,^  control  the  other, 

Q.  What  would  you  consider  the  average  natural  increase  of  value  of 
the  two  ? — A.  Well,  sweet-mash  whiskies  are  seldom  held  to  a  greater 
age  than  four  or  five  years;  the  bulk  of  the  sweet-mash  goods  are  sold 
before  they  reach  three  years.  The/sour-mash  goods  are  held  longer, 
because  they  are  a  finer  quality  and  improve  more  with  age.  Take  1879 
goods;  now  the  1879  sweet-mash  goods  in  bond  are  worth  about  a  dollar 
per  proof  gallon,  sour- mash  goods  from  $1.50  to  $1.75  in  bond.  Then 
take  the  year  younger,  and  sweet-mash  goods  are  worth  about  65  cents 
to  70  cents,  and  sour-mash  goods  about  a  dollar. 

Q.  Now  you  say  the  sweet  mash  does  not  increase  much  in  value  after 
three  years? — A.  The  sweet  mash  don't  increase  so  much  in  value  as  tbe 
sour-mash  goods  after  the  three  years. 

Q.  Do  they  increase  in  value  at  all? — A.  Scarcely  enough  to  compeu- 
.  sate  for  carrying  them.    They  do  increase  somewhat,  of  course,  but  there 
is  expense  connected  with  carrying  these  whiskies. 

Q.  What  would  be  the  worth  of  the  sweet  mash,  at  three  years,  now  !— 
A.  About  $1,  according  to  the  reputation  of  the  brands. 

Q.  That  is  in  bond?*- A.  In  bond,  original  gauge. 

Q.  Is  that  higher  or  lower  than  it  was  six  months  ago? — A.  I  do  not 
.  believe  there  has  been  much  change  in  six  months. 

Q.  What  would  the  sour  mash  be  worth? — A.  It  would  be  a  fictitious 
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price  because  tbe  quantity  of  that  whisky  is  exceedingly  limited  through- 
out the  United  States. 

Q.  Is  there  any  price  for  it? — A.  No,  sir;  the  supply  is  so  limited  that 
the  price  would  be  purely  nominal. 

Q.  You  do  not  mean  the  price  would  be  nominal,  but  it  would  be  high! 
— A.  I  mean  that  you  cannot  get  any  transactions  upon  which  to  base 
a  quotation. 

Q.  Can  it  be  bought  at  all? — A.  Kot  with  any  degree  of  certainty. 
If  I  wanted  ten  banels  of  sour-mash  whisky,  ten  years  old,  I  would 
scarcely  know  where  to  go  to  get  it. 

Q.  Is  it  really  of  more  value  than  the  three  years  old  ? — A.  Of  course  it 
is.  It  depends  upon  what  you  consider  an  element  of  value.  It  costs 
very  much  more  money  to  hold  the  whisky  until  it  reaches  five  years 
old  than  it  does  when  it  is  three.  Of  course  there  is  the  increased  leak- 
age, the  interest  npon  the  investment,  the  insurance,  the  storage,  and 
all  expenses  connected  with  the  whisky  up  to  that  time. 

Q.  Does  it  increase  in  quality,  and  is  it  more  desirable  for  consump- 
tion, after  three  years?— A.  Oh,  by  all  odds;  and  after  five 

Q.  It  continues  to  increase  how  long?— A.  That  depends  a  good  deal 
upon  the  manner  in  which  it  is  taken  care  of  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  is  made.  The  best  whiskies  made  in  Kentucky,  those  that  are  made 
upon  the  sour-mash  plan,  are  believed  by  connoisseurs  and  judges  to 
improve  in  quality  until  eight  and  ten  years  old. 

Q.  What  could  you  sell  five  or  ten  years  old  sour-mash  whisky  for 
now  ? — A.  Of  course  it  would  have  to  be  sold  free.  I  suppose  five  years 
old  whisky  to-day  would  bring  $4.50  a  gallon. 

Q.  Would  it  bring  more  if  it  were  eight  years  old? — A.  Cf  course  it 
would  bring  more.  It  would  bring  just  what  you  would  ask  for  it,  if  you 
could  find  a  buyer.  A  man  who  wanted  whisky  of  that  age  would  give 
just  what  you  asked.  There  is  no  competition  in  that  class  of  whisky 
to-day. 

Q.  But,  in  your  judgment,  you  could  sell  five  years  old  whisky  for 
84.50  to  $5? — A.  Yes,  sir;  all  good  brands. 

Q.  What  is  the  cost  of  manufacturing  a  gallon  of  sweet-mash  whisky? 
— A.  Well,  that  you  see  at  once  would  vary  according  to  the  price  "of 
the  material  out  of  which  you  make  it. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  of  what  the  cost  was  last  year? — A.  The  cost 
of  sweet-mash  whisky  during  last  year  would  range  about  32^  cents  a 
gallon.  The  margin  of  profit  on  sweet-mash  whisky  during  the  past 
year  has  been  very  small,  owing  to  the  increased  cost  of  grain,  and,  to 
.some  extent,  to  the  increased  cost  of  labor. 

Q.  What  would  you  estimate  the  cost,  during  the  last  year,  of  the  sour 
mai^h? — A.  Well,  the  price  of  the  sour  mash  varies  slightly  now.  The 
sour-mash  whiskies  can  be  bought  in  Kentucky  for  50  cents. 

Q.  I  mean  the  actual  cost. — A.  I  am  trying  to  give  the  data  upon 
which  we  can  calculate.  There  is  a  large  range  in  prices  in  sour-mash 
w^hisky,  ranging  from  45  to  75  cents.  The  cost  is  varied  to  some  extent; 
as  the  yield  varies  of  course  the  cost  varies.  I  suppose  the  average  cost 
of  sour-mash  whiskies  would  not  be  far  from  40  cents  a  gallon. 

Q.  Do  you  make  that  of  rye? — A.  Sour-mash  whisky  is  made  almost 
exclusively  of  corn. 

Q.  How  much  will  a  bushel  of  com  produce? — A.  That  varies  from  3 
to  3f  gallons.    That  is  the  range. 

Q.  Oan  you  make  more  of  the  sweet  mash  from  the  com? — A.  YeS; 
sir;  we  get  a  larger  yield  of  sweet  mash  than  sour  mash. 
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Q.  About  bow  muchf — A,  A  half  a  gallon.  Our  distillers  generally 
make  about  half  a  gallon  more. 

Q.  What  do  you  call  the  whisky  made  of  rye,  rye  whisky? — A.  Yes, 
sir;  rye  whisky.  Whiskies  that  are  made  of  corn  or  rye,  or  mixtures 
of  these  two  grkins,  are  called  bourbon. 

Q.  What  is  that  worth  per  gallon  in  bond  f — A.  That  is  worth  gen- 
erally what  sour-mash  whisky  is  worth,  though  that  varies  too;  you 
find  some  fancy  brands. 

Q.  Does  it  not  improve  in  value  from  age  as  the  sour  mash  and  other 
does! — A.  Yes  sir;  I  think  it  does.  I  am  not  so  familiar  with  ryes,  be- 
cause they  are  made  mote  in  Pennsylvania  and  Maryland — in  the  east 
here.  Kentucky  makes  a  good  deal  of  rye  whisky ;  but  her  product  is 
very  largely  bourbon.  They  are  making  more  ryes  latterly  than  for- 
merly. 

Q.  You  apply  the  term  bourbon  to  sour  mash  and  sweet  mash  both ! — 
A.  Yes;  the  general  trade  does.  Now,  in  Kentucky  the  merchants,  in 
speaking  of  them,  generally  call  them  by  those  trade  names — the  sweet- 
mash  whisky  meaning  a  certain  process,  and  the  sour  ma«h  meaning  a 
certain  process,  but  the  country  generally  designates  the  whisky  as 
"bourbon." 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  any  organization  of  any  kind  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  whisky  trade  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  it  ? — A.  I  am  a  member  of  the  National  Distillers'  Asso- 
ciation, and  a  member  of  the  Kentucky  Distillers'  Association. 

Q.  The  National  Distillers'  Association  is  the  one  of  which  Mr.  Shu- 
feldt  is  i>rosident ! — A.  1  have  no  connection  with  the  Export  Associa- 
tion. 

Q.  Mr.  Stevens  is  the  treasurer  of  that — the  National  Distillers'  As- 
sociation t — A.  I  believe  he  is.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Stevens,  and  have 
never  attended  a  meeting  of  the  National  Distillers'  Association.  The 
onlv  member  of  that  organization  with  whom  I  am  acquainted  is  Mr. 
Shufeldt. 

Q.  What  is  the  other  organization  of  which  you  speak  ? — A.  The  Ken- 
tucky Distillers'  Association,  which  is  an  organization  confined  exclu- 
sively to  the  manufacturers  of  whisky  in  the  State  of  Kentucky. 

Q.  That  does  not  extend  out  of  the  State  ? — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  How  large  an  association  is  that! — A.  Well,  I  think  there  art*  some 
30  or  40  members.  I  have  here  the  report  of  the  proceedings,  and  the 
constitution  and  by-laws  of  the  Kentucky  Distillers'  Association  (hand- 
ing it  to  thechairman.)  That  embraces  about  all  that  has  been  done.  It 
is  almost  a  nominal  association.  They  have  met  very  few  times,  and 
transacted  very  little  business.  That  embraces  the  names  of  the  mem- 
bers at  that  time;  there  nmy  have  been  some  little  changes — no  mate- 
rial changes;  a  fellow  may  have  been  dropped  out  because  he  did  not 
pay  his  annual  dues. 

Q.  When  was  that  organized  ! — A.  The  date  is  on  there;  I  believe  it 
was  in  1880. 

Q.  What  are  the  terras  of  initiation  ? — A.  They  are  $25  I  think. 

Q.  Annually  ? — A.  Annually ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  authc^rity  to  assess  under  this? — A.  For  the  i'X- 
penses  of  the  association.  You  will  see  that  upon  the  executive  committee 
there  are  conferred  certain  authorities — to  assess  and  raise  moneys  for 
the  expenses  of  the  association  where  the  annual  dues  are  insufficient. 

Q.  What  are  the  expenses  of  your  association  f — ^A.  We  have  no  ex- 
penses except  to  pay  the  secretary  and  attorney,  printing  matters  con- 
nected with,  the  organization  in  the  State.    So  far  as  1  remember,  the 
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only  expense  that  we  have  incurred  has  been  the  employment  of  Colonel 
Wharton  here  this  year. 

Q.  Colonel  Wharton,  then,  is  employed  by  the  Kentucky  Distillers' 
^Association  f — A.  He  is  emj^loyed  by  the  executive  committee  of  the 
Kentucky  Distillers'  Association. 

Q.  What  salary  do  you  pay  Colonel  Wharton  ! — A.  We  agreed  ta 
pay  $5,000. 

Q.  For  what  length  of  time  I — A.  For  one  year. 

Q.  W^hat  were  to  be  Colonel  Wharton's  principal  duties  f — A.  He 
wa^  to  assist  in  preparing  and  presenting  the  bill  for  the  extension  of 
the  bonded  period  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  the 
Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate :  and,  further  more  to  attend  to  any 
business  which  the  distillers  in  Kentucky,  belonging  to  the  organiza- 
tion, might  have  with  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Kevenue.  There 
are  claims  constantly  coming  up^  and  assessments,  and  various  matters 
which  require — in  fact  we  have  intended  for  the  last  year  or  two  to  em- 
ploy an  attorney  here  to  attend  to  our  business  with  the  departments, 
but  have  never  done  it,  because  we  have  not  had  money  to  pay  for  it. 

The  Chairman  :  I  wiU  read  section  2,  of  Article  II,  of  the  by-laws 
of  the  Kentucky  Distillers'  Association : 

The  Exeontive  Committee  shall  have  the  general  Bupervislon  of  the  affairs  of  the 
association;  they  shall  have  power  to  appoint  members  of  the  association  to  solicit 
such  legislation  as  may  be  desired  and  approved  of  by  the  association  or  agreed  to  by 
a  majority  of  the  committee;  they  shall  have  power  to  employ  such  agents  or  agen- 
cies as  the  majority  of  the  committee  may  a^ree  upon;  they  shall  fill  any  vacancies  of 
officers  or  members  of  the  Executive  Committee  caused  bv  resignation  or  otherwise, 
to  serve  until  the  next  regular  or  caUed  meeting;  they  shall  have  power  to  asses^  ^q^i 
coUect  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  association  by 
making  pro-rata  assessments  on  the  number  of  bushels  mashe4,  as  shown  by  the  sur- 
veyed capacitv,  but  under  no  circumstances  be  based  above  five  hundred  bushels  on 
auy  one  distillery. 

Q.  That  was  adopted  in  June,  1880,  as  shown  in  this  pamphlet.  Have 
you  ever  made  any  assessments  under  that  association! — A.  We  at- 
tempted to  make  assessment  to  pay  Colonel  Wharton,  but  I  think  it  has 
only  been  imperfectly  carried  out,  and  probably  responded  to  by  distil- 
lers in  one  or  two  sections  of  the  State. 

Q.  How  much  have  you  raised  by  that  assessment? — A.  Well,  I  have 
here  a  detailed  sworn  statement  of  the  treasurer  of  the  association  run- 
ning back  for  more  than  a  year.  The  present  treasurer  received  it  from 
his  predecessor.  This  shows  the  cash  receipts  and  disbursements  of 
every  cent  that  has  been  received  by  the  association,  from  whom  received, 
and  to  what  purpose  it  has  been  applied;  and  the  amount  now  remain- 
ing in  the  treaaur3%  It  is  a  sworn  statement  of  the  secretary  and  treas- 
urer.   The  statement  is  as  follows : 

TV.  H.  JacobBj  secretary  and  treasurer j  in  account  with  Kentucky  Distillers*  Association, 

Dr. 
1881. 

Apr.      30.   To  cash  of  John  Callaghan,  secretary $371  ^50 

30.  To  Murphy,  Barbour  «fe  Co. ,  distillers $25  00 

June     17.  To  HiU  &  Hill,  distillers 25  00 

17.  To  Owensborough  Distilling  Company,  distillers 25  00 

July       2.  ToHin  &  Perkins,  distillers 25  00 

15.  ToE.  P.  Milieu  <fc  Co.,  distillers 25  00 

25.  To  Hofs heiiner  &  Sellegar,  distillers 25  00 

Aug.      11.  To  A.  T.  Smith  &  Co.,  distillers 25  00 

Oct.      10.  To  A.  Wood  &  Co.,  distillers 25  00 


S.  Rep.  878 5 


200  00 


66        DISTILLED    SPIRITS    IN    SPECIAL    BONDED   WAREHOUSES. 

Nov.     18.  To  T.  J.  McGebben,  distiller $25  00 

18.  To  McGebben  &  Bramble 25  00 

18.  ToHolbeimerdtSellegar 25  00 

Dec.      10.  To  Boone  Distilling  Company,  distillers 2500 

10.  ToE.  H.  Taylor  &  Co.,  distillers 25  00 

10.  To  W.  H.  Millett  &  Co.,  distillers 25  00 

10.  ToR.  Monarch,  distillers , 25  00 

16.  ToM.  V.  Monarch,  distiller 25  00 

17.  To  O wensboroucb  Distilling  Company,  distillers 25  00 

22.  To  the  Newcomb  Buchanan  Company^  distillers 25  00 

22.  T6  Anderson  Distilling  Company,  distillers 2500 

22.  To  ijeorge  C.  Buchanan,  distiller •. 2500 

22.  ToA.  T.  Smith,  distiller 25  00 

22.  To  A.  T.  Smith,  distiller 25  00 

22.  To  New  Hope  Distilling  Company,  distillers 25  00 

22.  ToS.  Van  Hook,  1881,  distiller 25  00 

22.  ToS.  Van  Hook,  1882,  distiller 25  00 

.22.  To  Redman  Distilling  Company,  1881,  distillers 25  00 

22.  To  Redman  Distilling  Company,  1882,  distillers 25  00 

.22.  To  Boone  Distilling  Company,  1882,  distillers 25  00 

.22.  To  T.  J.  Monarch,  distiller 25  00 

22.  To  William  Tarr  &  Co.,  distillers 25  00 

23.  ToW.  S.  Hume,  distiller 25  00 

23.  To  J.  G.  Mattiugly  &  Sons,  distillers 25  00 

23.  To  Charles  L.  Mills,  distiller : 25  00 

1882. 

Jan.        6.  To  Melwood  Distilling  Company,  distillers ^00 

6.  To  Meb^'ood  Distilling  Company,  distillers 2500 

May     23.  To  Hill  &  Hill,  distillers .1 25  00 
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23.  To  the  J.  Matherton  Company,  distillers 25  00 

2:3.  To  A.  MavMd,  distiller 25  00 

23.  ToT.  F.  Brooks,  distiller 25  00 

23.  ToW.  S.  Harris,  distiller 25  00 

23.  To  Leo  White  &  Co 25  00 

Jan.      27.  To  Bartlev,  Johnson  &  Co.,  distillers 50  00 

27.  To  Hof  heimer  &  Sellegar 300  00 

27.  To  J.  B.  Watham  &  Bro.,  distillers lOU  00 

27.  To  Harris  &  Callaghau,  diHtillers t 100  00 

27.  To  Jesse  Moore  &  Co.,  distillers 100  00 

27.  ToT.  H.  Shirley  &  Co.,  distillers 300  00 

27.  To  J.  G.  Mattiugly  &  Sons 300  00 

March  15.  To  J.  M.  Atherton  Co 3tK)  00 

15.  To  Kentucky  Distilling  Company 150  00 

25.  To  MeUwood  Distilling  Company 300  00 

25.  To  Wallwork  &  Harris 50  00 

29.  To  Redman  Distilling  Company :<7  50 

29.  ToL.  VanHook 50  00 

29.  ToC.  B.  Cook 40  00 

29.  To  Sharp  Distilling  Company 35  00 

2<».  ToT.  J.McGebbeu 75  00 

29.  To  Ashhrook  Brothers 40  00 

29.  To  McGebben  «&  Brauble 100  00 

29.  To  John  C.  Lee 50  00 

April       3.  To  Wiggleworth  Brothers 25  00 

,            3.  To  Brown,  Thompson  &  Co 50  00 

3.  To  M.  V.  Monarch,  for  Owensborough  distillers 500  00 

May      25.  To  The  Newcomb  Buchanan  Company 300  00 


DEBITS. 

PaidG.  C.  Wharton,  attorney 4,000  00 

Paid  W.  H.  Jacobs,  secretary 300  00 

Paid  John  Mason  Brown,  attorney 150  OU 


175  00 


275  00 


350  OO 


125  00 


1.250  00 


4, 749  00 
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Paid  printiDg  and  ad  vertiBing $136  90 

Paid  collections 75 

$4,587  65 

May       27.  To  balance,  cash  on  liand  this  day , 161  35 

LIABIUTIES. 

G.  e.  Wharton 1,000  00 

John  Mason  Brown 300  00 

Printing  contracted  for  and  now  nnder  way 50  00 

Printing  postage  for  circulars 10  00 

Printing  snndiy  small  bills,  about SO  00 

1,390  00 
Deduct  cash  on  hand \ 161  35 

1,2^  65 
State  of  Kentucky, 

Jrfferaon  County,  as : 

Personally  appeared  W.  H.  Jacobs,  to  me  well  known,  who  states  that  he  is  now 
and  has  been  for  more  than  one  year  last  past  the  secretary  and  treasurer  of  The  Ken- 
tucky Distillers'  Association,  and  as  such  is  perfectly  familiar  with  its  finances.  That 
during  said  time  he  has  collected  from  all  soui-ces  the  sum  of  S4,749,  and  has  paid 
out  and  accounted  for  same  as  per  itemized  statement  herewith,  leaving  a  balance  on 
hand  this  day  of  $161.35. 

W.  H.  JACOBS. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  27th  May,  1832. 

[8EAI,.]  LOUIS  G.  CRAWFORD, 

Xotary  PubliCj  Jffferaon  County,  Kentucky, 

Q.  Do  you  make  that  your  own  testimony  or  only  submit  it  as  a 
statement  of  the  treasurer  f — A.  I  am  submitting  it  for  what  it  is  worth 
as  a  sworn  statement  of  the  treasurer.  Our  company  has  paid  $50,  and 
in  another  instance,  $300,  towards  Colonel  Wharton's  salary,  which  con- 
stitutes all  the  money  we  have  ever  paid  into  the  association  since  it  was 
organized,  or  have  ever  agreed  to  pay. 

Q.  Where  does  Mr.  Jacobs  live!— A.  He  lives  in  Louisville. 

Q.  Does  this  statement  contain  the  $25  admission  fee,  as  well  as  the 
special  assessment  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  fund  upon  which  the  as- 
sociation relies  for  its  ordinary  expenses. 

Q.  This  contains  the  special  assessment  as  well  as  the  initiation  ? — A. 
It  contains  every  cent  from  every  source. 

Q.  When  was  Colonel  Wharton  employed! — A.  I  think  that  Colonel 
Wharton  was  employed  about  the  Ist  of  January.  I  am  not  certain 
about  that  time. 

Q.  I  see  you  paid  him  $4,000  on  the  25th  of  May.  Why  did  you  pay 
Bim  so  much  in  advance  if  it  was  yearly  employment ! — A.  It  was  not 
all  paid  at  that  time.  There  was  that  much  paid  up  to  that  time.  He 
has  been  paid  in  installments,  I  think^  probably  of  $1,000  at  a  tinw*.  I 
don't  know ;  he  may  have  fooled  the  money  away  here.  He  wanted  it, 
and  we  gave  it  to  him.  I  do  not  know  how  much  he  spends ;  don't 
know  how  muc^  it  takes  for  him  to  live  in  Washington. 

Q.  It  struck  me  as  a  little  strange,  it  being  a  yearly  salary,  that  you 
should  have  paid  him  from  the  Ist  of  January  up  to  the  25th  of  May, 
four -fifths  of  it ! — A.  We  gave  it  to  him  simply  because  he  asked  us  for 
it ;  said  he  was  broke.  I  expect  he  can  account  for  what  he  did  with 
it,  if  the  committee  want  to  know.    I  don't  really  know. 

Q.  Now,  have  you  made  no  effort,  Mr.  Atherton,  to  raise  any  other 
money  than  is  mentioned  in  this  statement ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What ! — A.  I  assisted  among  others  in  raising  in  Louisville  some 
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mouey  to  defray  the  expenses  attending  the  preparation  and  presents^ 
tiou  of  this  bill. 

Q.  Tell  lis  how  you  thought  there  could  be  any  expenses  over  and 
above  the  expenses  of  your  very  able  attorneys  and  legal  ability,  in 
preparing  the  bill  and  presenting  it. 

The  Witness.  How  there  might  be  expenses  f 

The  Chairman.  Yes ;  how  did  you  suppose  there  would  be  expenses! 
— A.  Well,  it  costs  something  to  come  to  Washington  City. 

Q.  Well,  the  $5,000  ought  to  pay  Colonel  Wharton's  exi>enses. — A. 
He  does  not  get  any  of  that ;  we  don't  expect  to  pay  him  any  more.  To 
be  distinctly  understood  about  this  other  money  that  was  raised,  and 
about  which  probably  you  have  heard  something,  we  did  not  attempt  to 
raise  any  money  until  this  Republican'caucus  had  refused  to  consider 
the  reduction  of  the  tax  at  this  time.  There  had  not  been  a  dollar  raised, 
nor  any  effort  made  to  raise  any  at  all.  But  when  that  action  was  taken 
by  this  caucus  here,  we,  of  course,  knew  that  this  bill — ^this  present  bill— 
AYould  be  presented,  and  effort  made  to  pass  it ;  and  following  that 
would  be  an  effort  made  to  present  the  reduction.  Many  of  our  dealers 
are  as  much  interested,  or  probably  more,  in  the  reduction  of  the  tax  a^s 
they  are  in  the  extension  of  the  bonded  i>eriod;  they  vary  about  that; 
some  prefer  one  measure  and  some  another ;  some  both,  and  generally 
both;  and,  knowing  that  we  would  have  to  present  the  reduction  of  the 
tax  as  a  separate  measure,  it  would  be  necessary  to  employ  probably  an 
agent  or  attorney,  or  Mr.  Wharton  would  remain  longer— probably  they 
need  not  come  until  next  year — and  feeling  that  it  was  right  that  Louis- 
ville should  contribute  towards  the  expense,  and  not  throw  the  entire 
burden  upon  Mr.  Shufeldt  and  the  Western  men,  I  proi>osed  to  try  to 
raise  some  money  in  Louisville,  and  we  raised  about  $4,500,  and  that 
was  paid  to  the  order  of  Mr.  Shufeldt. 

Q.  How  did  youraise  that  ? — A.  By  voluntary  contributions ;  noother 
way. 

Q.  Was  that  the  money  that  was  partially  raised  at  a  meeting  that 
was  advertised  to  be  held  for  that  purpose  in  Louisville  f — A.  Yes,  sir; 
it  was  done  openly ;  there  was  no  secret  about  it. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  raise  at  the  first  meeting? — ^A.  There  was 
nothing  raised  except  at  one  meeting.  There  wad  a  meeting  held  at  the 
Gait  House.  There  were  frequent  conferences  about  the  expenses  con- 
nected with  the  legislation,  but  there  was  no  money  raised  except  by  a 
committee  through  that  meeting. 

Q.  And  that  was  $4,300  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  so  understand.  There  was 
only  $4,000  raised.    I  gave  $250  to  that  fund. 

Q.  What  was  done  with  that  fund  ! — A.  We  paid  our  money  to  C.  P. 
^Moorman,  of  Louis^ille,  and  I  understand  he  turned  it  over  to  Mr.  Shu- 
feldt. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  money  raised  anywhere 
else  t — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Have  you  been  informed  of  any? — A.  Only  as  I  came  here  I  heard 
Mr.  Shufeldt  say  he  had  some  little  money  from*  some  other  source. 

Q.  Did  he  say  how  muchf — A.  1  think  he  said  about  $2,200.  I  do 
not  remember  about  that.  Our  company  gave  $250  to  that  fund  there 
at  the  Gait  House,  and  that  is  every  cent  we  have  contributed  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  any  shape,  form^  or  fashion. 

Q.  That  $4,000  was  in  addition  to  the  amount  raised  heref  (Be* 
ferring  to  the  treasurer's  statement.) — A.  Of  course;  that  is  a  different 
thing  altogether.    That  was  confined  purely  to  the  legitimate  expenses 
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in  Kentucky,  and  to  pay  Colonel  Warton  his  fee;  it  embraced  no  other 
purpose. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  understanding  as  to  what  the  money  was  for 
when  you  raised  it — a  specific  understanding  I — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  it  was 
to  be  used  in  defraying  the  expense  of  the  tax  reduction  by  Congress. 

Q.  As  that  has  been  given  up,  has  the  money  been  returned! — A. 
No,  it  has  not  been  given  up,  by  any  manner  of  means. 

Q.  There  is  no  bill  pending  for  it,  is  there! — A.  No,  because  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  has  not  yet  taken  such  steps 
as  will  enable  ?he  matter  to  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  Congress. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  that  money  has  been  used! — A.  I 
do  not  know  anything  about  that  money  except  what  I  have  heard  from 
Mr.  Shufeldt,  just  in  a  casual  conversation,  as  I  came  here.  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  that.    He  can  answer  that  himself. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  you  about  it ! — A.  Mr.  Shufeldt  said  he  had  the 
money,  all  the  money  that  was  raised  for  the  reduction  of  the  tax,  every 
dollar  of  it,  and  had  not  expended  a  dollar.  Some  of  the  $2,500  he 
had  expended,  but  he  can  give  you  the  details  probably  with  more  sat- 
isfaction than  I  could.  Still,  I  can  tell  you  what  he  told  me,  if  you 
want  to  know. 

Q.  Yes.— A.  He  said  he  had  expended  about  $1,500;  $200  or  $300  in 
matters  of  printing,  and  the  rest  had  been  expended  for  purposes  to 
back  the  whisky  interest. 

Q.  He  did  not  say  how ! — A.  Yes ;  contributed  to  defeat  prohibition 
by  the  whisky  men  wherever  he  was  called  on  for  that  purpose. 

Q.  And  had  not  been  used  here! — ^A.  Not  a  dollar;  not  a  cent. 

Q.  The  papers  have  said  a  good  deal  about  an  interview  of  yours  in 
which  you  said  a  set  of  lobbyists  had  attempted  to  get  money  from  you. 
What  are  the  facts  about  that! — A.  When  I  was  in  Washington  (I  do 
not  remember  whether  it  was  in  January  or  February) — I  was  here  three 
or  four  days  as  a  member  of  the  committee  preparing  this  bill — while 
here  offers  of  assistance  were  made  by  gentlemen  asking  to  be  retained 
in  preparing  and  presenting  the  bill.  Those  services  were  declined  be- 
cause we  had  not  the  money  to  pay  them,  had  made  no  arrangements 
to  employ  anybody,  did  not  expect  to  spend  a  dollar  except  for  the  pay- 
ment of  Colonel  Wharton  and  other  exi)enses  of  that  kind,  and  of  course 
their  services  were  declined.  I  stated  in  that  interview,  fuither,  that 
since  leaving  here  I  had  heard — I  do  not  remember  exactly  how — that 
threats  had  been  made  to  defeat  the  bill.  That  is  all  I  stated  in  J;hat 
interview. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  who  made  the  threats ! — A.  I  did  not.  I  did  not 
hear  any  names  called.  I  do  not  now  remember,  definitely,  who  told 
me,  whether  it  was  Colonel  Wharton  or  some  one  else. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  parties  who  called  on  you  to  ask  for  assist- 
ance!— A.  Yes,  sir;  I  do. 

Q.  Who  were  they!— A.  Well,  I  do  not  want  to  give  their  Dames,  for 
the  reason  that  they  did  not  propose  to  do  anything  wrong.  They  did 
not  mention  the  name  of  a  Senator  or  Member  of  Congress,  and  did  not 
ofier  to  use  a  dollar.  It  was  purely  a  business  matter,  and  purely  a 
l>rivate  matter. 

Q.  They  asked  to  be  employed,  though! — A.  Yes,  of  course,  and  if 
employed  they  would  have  expected  to  be  paid.  But  as  I  have  no 
knowledge  that  these  men  did  anything,  or  took  any  part  in  it  in  any 
way  whatever,  it  would  be  manifestly  unjust  to  give  their  names  and 
leave  them  open  to  suspicion  of  ha^^ng  done  anything  in  connection  with 
the  matter  that,  so  far  as  I  know,  they  had  not. 
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Q.  You  do  not  know  as  it  would. — A.  There  is  nothing  whatever  mys. 
terious  in  a  Washington  City  man  offering  his  services  in  such  a  manner. 

By  Mr.  CocKRELL: 

Q.  If  that  is  m  he  would  not  be  ashamed  of  it,  and  would  not  take 
oft'ense  at  your  telling  it. — A.  That  I  would  not  like  to  do,  because  there 
has  been  so  much  said  about  the  lobby  in  connection  with  this  that  I 
would  not  subject  any  gentleman  to  the  censure  of  having  been  con- 
nected with  anything  improper,  not  knowing  that  he  had  done  it.  If  I 
had  known  that  he  had  done  anything  improper,  I  would  give  his  name 
ill  a  minute,  but  in  the  absence  of  that  knowledge  I  am  not  willing  to 
do  it. 

By  Mr.  Hawley  : 

Q.  Were  these  men  who  offered  their  services  in  this  matter  all  attor- 
neys— lawyers  by  profession  ? — A.  That  I  cannot  answer,  whether  they 
are  or  not.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  call  themselves  attorneys.'  One 
of  the  gentlemen  I  only  know  from  a  casual  acquaintance,  meeting  him 
here.  31y  conversation  with  him  was  very  brief.  He  simply  said  to  me 
then,  as  one  gentleman  would  to  another,  that  in  presenting  this  bill  he 
would  like  to  be  retained.  1  just  simply  gave  an  evasive  answer,  and 
dropped  the  subject. 

Q.  Let  me  tell  the  chairman — and  the  witnesses  present  if  they  care  to 
hesir — what  was  in  my  mind  when  I  asked  that  question,  aud  why  I 
would  like  some  further  inquiry  in  this  direction.  It  was  reported  that 
applications  had  been  made  to  the  distillers  for  employment  in  present- 
ing these  matters  to  Congress,  and  by  newspaper  men  among  others. 
It  was  intimated  that  the  distillers  were  told  that  if  they  did  not  make 
disbursements  in  some  form — to  press  correspondents  among  others— 
the  measures  sought  would  be  defeated.  Now,  some  of  the  gentlemen  of 
the  press — and  they  are,  as  a  body,  as  honorable  as  people  of  any  other 
profession — ^said  to  me  that  if  an  investigation  should  be  made  they 
hoped  that  any  such  conduct,  if  such  there  were,  would  be  fully  exposed. 
This  they  desired  for  the  honor  of  their  calling,  and  Mr.  Atherton  will 
oblige  them  by  exposing  any  attempts  or  suggestions  of  the  kind.— 
A.  1  was  reported  by  the  reporter  of  the  Louisville  Commercial  as 
saying  that  the  newspaper  correspondents  had  approached  me ;  and  I 
wish  to  say  that  no  newspaper  correspondent  ever  approached  me  here 
or  elsewhere,  and  I  made  a  statement  then  to  that  eti'ect. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  report  to  which  I  suppose  yon  are 
referring. 

I  read  from  the  Louisville  Commercial  of  April  28, 1882,  a  iwrtion  of 
what  puri>orts  to  be  an  interview  with  Mr.  Atherton  : 

"  Are  there  no  otb^r  sources  of  opposition  f  *' 

••  There  is  a  very  strong  one  that  I  have  not  mentioned/*  said  Mr.  Atherton.  "The 
*CarliHle  biU '  it  was  intended  to  pnt  through  Consress  nponits  merits.  A  delegation 
of  distillers  and  dealers  went  to  Washington  early  in  the  session  to  consider  what 
legislation  was  needed  for  the  protection  of  their  interests,  and,  after  several  con- 
ferences, agreed  upon  the  present  hill.  A  number  of  lobbyists  approached  that  dele- 
gation, of  which  I  happene<l  to  be  a  member,  and  suggested  that  their  services  might 
be  of  material  benefit  to  us,  but  all  their  offers  of  assistance  were  refused.  Some  of 
the  lobbyists  at  once  began  to  boast  publicly  that  they  could  and  would  kill  the  bill.  It 
is  to  this  source  that  I  think  can  be  traced  the  sensation  of  the  New  York  Herald.  It 
was  also  hinted  that  unless  certain  influential  newspaper  correspondents  at  the  capital 
were  well  feed — say  at  $1,000  apiece — thev  would  greatly  damage  our  cause.  Mr.  Shn- 
feldt,  president  of  the  National  Distillers^  Association,  who  is  now  in  Wasbinf^-on,  bat) 
frequently  written  to  me  thai  there  was  danger  from  a  coalition  of  these  unemployed 
lobby  istsand  uufeed  correspondents,  and  I  have  been  watching  all  along  for  just  snch 
publications  as  the  oue  that  has  just  appeared  charging  that  a  gigantic  swindle  is  ai 
the  bottom  of  all  this  legislation  asked  for.'' 
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A.  All  that  part  of  the  interview  which  refers  to  correspondents  was 
a  mistake,  ami  no  such  statements  were  made  by  me  to  the  reporter  or 
any  one  else,  and  all  that  part  of  it  with  reference  to  correspondence 
with  Mr.  Shufeldt  is  a  mistake,  because  I  never  had  but  one  letter  from 
Mr.  Shufeldt  up  to  that  time  in  my  hfe,  and  that  was  in  reference  to 
the  failure  of  Newcome,  Buchanan  &  Co. 

Q.  Was  there  any  interview  upon  that  subject  at  alH — ^A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  rlie  man  who  interviewed  you? — A.  Hawthorne  Hill. 

Q.  Does  he  reside  heref — A.  ;No,  sir;  in  Louisville.  He  had  repeat- 
edly called  on  me  for  information  concerning  this  bill,  and  I  had  re- 
peatedly given  him  information  with  the  distinct  understanding  that  I 
was  not  to  be  reported,  because  I  am  rather  adverse  to  appearing  in  the 
newspapers.  We  were  talking  togetber  quietly  upon  the  prospects  of 
the  passage  of  the  bill,  and  I  was  giving  him  my  opinion  as  to  the  op- 
position the  bill  would  encounter,  and  the  only  fact  I  stated  or  attempted 
to  state  was,  that  certain  gentlemen  had  asked  to  be  retained.  I  stated 
that  fact  to  show  our  condition  financially,  that  we  had  no  money,  and 
that  all  the  charges  made  against  us  by  the  Herald  were  malicious  andr 
false,  and  we  could  not  employ  these  men,  because  we  had  not  the  money. 
That  was  the  object  in  mentioning  the  matter  to  him,  and  for  no  other 
purpose. 

Q.  Well,  you  did  have  some  money,  $5,000  for  Mr.  Wharton,  and 
$4,000  that  you  collected  f — A.  The  $4,000  had  not  been  raised  at  that 
time,  I  think ;  that  was  to  be  applied,  by  the  terms  of  the  subscription^ 
to  the  reduction  of  the  tax,  and  as  an  evidence  of  that  fact  I  will  give 
you  a  copy  of  the  resolution,  and  a  copy  of  the  name  of  every  man  who 
subscribed  to  it.     (Producing  it.) 

Q.  What  resolution  is  that! — ^A.  This  is  the  meeting  at  the  Gait 
House,  the  resolution  under  which  the  money  was  subscribed,  together 
with  the  name  of  the  subscriber,  showing  the  amount  he  gave,  and  every- 
thing connected  with  it.  If  the  committee  want  that,  I  will  be  very 
glad  to  give  it. 

Q.  Did  you  only  want  to  give  out  this  idea  that  there  is  no  rooney^ 
because  you  have  mentioned  $5,000  paid  to  Colonel  Wharton,  and  $4,000 
that  you  raised,  which  makes  $9,000,  and  $2,500  that  Mr.  Shafeldt 
raised,  which  would  make  $11,500  j  and  Mr.  Thomas  has  told  us  of  $500 
sent  to  him,  and  we  have  heard  of  $200  being  drawn  for,  s#  we  are  get- 
ting up  into  quite  a  numberof  thousands  already  ?— A.  I  do  not  care  what 
lias  been  sent  to  Mr.  Thomas ;  $5,000  was  paid  to  Colonel  Wharton,  and 
he  used  that  money  to  defray  his  own  personal  expenses. 

Q.  In  this  interview  you  said  that  "  some  of  the  lobbyists  at  once  be- 
gan to  boast  publicly  that  they  could  and  would  kill  the  bill."  Is  thero 
any  truth  in  that  statement  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  except  what  I  heard.  I  have 
not  been  in  Washington  since  Februaiy.  P  understood  tliat  threats 
had  been  made  in  Washington  to  defeat  the  bill,  but  no  names  were 
given  me. 

Q.  Who  told  you  that? — A.  I  do  not  remember  that j  it  was  in  con- 
versation. I  could  not  say  definitely  whether  it  was  Colonel  Wharton 
or  some  other  man. 

Q.  Here  is  another  statement  which  seems  to  be  very  explicit.  The 
interview  makes  you  sav:  "It  was  also  hinted  that  unless  certain  influ- 
ential  newspaper  correspondents  at  the  cai)ital  were  well  feed — say  at 
$1,000  apiece — they  would  greatly  damage  our  cause.''  Is  there  any 
truth  whatever  in  that  ? — A.  Not  one  word  of  truth.  I  published  a  card 
with  reference  to  ^vhat  I  said,  and  all  I  said  on  this  subject  was,  that  if 
we  were  to  be  attacked  as  we  were  in  the  Herald  by  such  slanderous 
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and  malicious  charges,  as  a  business  matter  it  would  have  been  a  good 
investment  to  have  quieted  men  who  would  attack  a  bill  in  that  waj* ; 
that  it  would  have  been  a  good  investment,  if  we  had  to  do  it  with 
money. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reasons  to  suppose  you  ciould  quiet  them  in  that 
way  I — A.  None  in  the  world.  I  simply  said  if  it  could  be  done  it  would 
be  a  good  investment. 

Q.  Has  Mr.  Shufeldt  said  anything  to  you  about  "  danger  from  a 
coalition  of  these  unemployed  lobbyists  "  ? — A.  Not  a  word.  That  wan 
purely  a  statement  of  the  reporter.  That  interview  was  never  submitted 
to  me  in  writing.  I  never  saw  the  manuscript.  I  did  not  kno^v  that  he 
intended  to  publish  a  report  of  it  as  an  interview.  He  saw  me  at  my 
house  at  9  o'clock  at  night,  and  had  to  write  at  his  own  office  from 
memory,  and  would  naturally  have  forgotten  a  great  deal  that  was  said. 

Q.  He  seems  to  have  remembered  too  much. — A.  I  have  a  letter  from 
him  on  that  very  subject.  I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
had  been  a  good  deal  of  offense  given  to  the  correspondents,  and  I  wanted 
him  to  state  just  exactly  what  occurred.  He  gave  me  this  letter  which 
1  would  like  to  show  to  the  committee.  It  is  from  Mr.  Hill  himself.  He 
states  the  facts  under  which  that  interview  was  given.  * 

The  Chairman.  Shall  I  read  it ! 

The  Witness.  If  you  like. 

The  chairman  read  the  letter,  as  follows  : 

The  Commercial, 
Louisville,  Ky,,  May  10,  1832. 
Mr.  John  £|.  Atherton  : 

Dear  Sir  :  The  interview  with  you  on  the  pending  whisky  bill,  published  in  llie 
Commercial  of  April  28,  was  written  by  me,  and  based  upon  an  informal  conversation 
on  the  subject,  had  with  you  at  your  residence  on  the  eveutnpr  before.  I  did  not  indi- 
cate in  this  conversation  any  intention  of  printiofi^  an  intervicfW  with  you,  and  really 
had  no  idea  other  than  of  using  the  facts  obtained  from  you,  in  an  article  ou  the  ex- 
tension of  the  bonded  period  for  distilled  spirits.  At  a  late  hour  on  the  evening  of  the 
interview,  after  besiuning  to  write  the  article,  I  decided  to'c^^ange  the  form  of  the 
article,  and  the  published  interview  was  the  result.  The  article  was  hastily  written 
and  sent  to  the  printer,  page  by  pag:e,  and  I  did  not  even  see  a  proof  of  it  before  the 
paper  was  printed.  This  may  explain  satisfactorily  some  errors  made  in  reporting  you 
in  regard  to  certain  alleged  a-jts  of  newspaper  correspondents  in  Washington.  Th«^ 
idea  of  publishing  the  article  was  my  own,  and  I  called  upon  you  expressly  to  get 
facts  for  it.  • 

Very  truly, 

HAWTHORNE  HILL. 

The  Witness.  Everything  that  I  said  with  reference  to  the  bill  in 
Washington  grew  out  of  the  article  in  the  New  York  Herald  of  April 
24,  which  I  believed  to  be  false  so  far  as  I  knew  what  had  been  done  in 
Kentucky.  I  did  not  belieye  there  was  any  ring  in  Kentucky.  I  did 
not  believe  that  anybody  m  Kentucky  had  conspired  to  defraud  the 
revenue.  Certainly  I  had  no  knowledge  of  any  such  conspiracy.  I 
thought  that  article  was  calculated  to  injure  the  bill.  We  all  try  to  do 
business  in  an  honorable  way,  and  I  thpught  the  Herald  had  no  right 
to  publish  such  an  article  unless  it  believed  it  had  good  authority  for  it. 
People  do  not  generally  make  such  statements  from  virtuous  or  patriotic 
motives,  and  I  could  not  understand  why  such  an  article  had  got  into 
the  Herald  unless  it  had  been  imposed  on  in  that  way. 

Q.  How  many  persons  were  here,  and  who  were  they,  at  the  time  yon 
were  in  Washington  f — A.  Mr.  Shufeldt,  as  president  of  the  National 
Distillers  'Association ;  Colonel  Wharton  was  here  employed  by  the  Ken- 
tucky distillers :  and  Major  Davis,  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Davis  &  Hay- 
den,  of  Louisville,  Ky ;  Colonel  Clark,  of  Peoria^  Mr.  Kellogg,  of  Cincin- 
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nati;  I  believe  Mr.  GaflF,  of  Cincinnati ;  Mr.  Crichton,  of  Baltimore;  Mr. 
Sinnott,  of  Philadelphia ;  and  Colonel  Beecher,  of  New  York.  1  believe 
that  w^8  the  committee.    If  there  were  any  others  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Who  paid  Mr.  Moulton's  expenses  on  here,  or  was  he  the  attor- 
ney!— A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  who  employed  Mr.  Moultou, 
nor  what  he  was  to  be  paid.  I  understood  he  was  just  simply — I  only 
know  from  hearsay — that  he  was  employed  by  the  dealers  and  distillers 
in  Cincinnati.  1  do  not  know  where  the  money  came  from,  and  do  not 
know  what  was  done  with  it. 

Q.  As  to  this  interview.  General  Hawley  has  said,  Mr.  Atherton, 
that  we  should  like  very  much,  for  the  purpose  of  this  investigation, 
as  well  as  in  justice  to  newspaper  men  of  high  standing  here,  to  have 
the  names -of  those  gentlemen. — A.  Well,  I  should  just  reply  to  that, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  have  never  been  approached  by  any  newspaper 
man  directly  or  indirectly,  and  never  made  any  statement  of  that  kind. 
I  do  not  know  that  any  newspaper  man  ever  exiiected  to  be  employed. 
He  certainly  did  not  ask  me  to  employ  him ;  and  1  decline  to  give  the 
names  of  the  gentlemen  who  spoke  to  me,  because  there  was  nothing 
improper  occurred  in  the  conversation,  and  1  do  not  desire  to  subject 
those  gentlemen  to  any  censure  that  their  names  in  this  connection 
might  subject  them  to. 

Bv  Mr.  COOKBELL : 

Q.  Now,  if  their  ofter  was  perfectly  honorable  and  legitimate,  wh^' 
will  there  be  any  impropriety  in  disclosing  their  names! — A.  For  the 
simple  reason  that  that  statement  is  connected  with  the  fact  that  there 
had  been  threats  made,  and  now  to  give  the  names  of  those  gentlemen 
might  subject  them  to  the  suspicion  that  they  made  those  threats,  when 
I  liave  not  the  slightest  idea  that  those  gentlemen  made  the  threats ; 
just  simply  that  threats  had  been  made  in  an  indefinite  way,  without 
mentioning  the  name  of  any  Senator  or  any  officer  of  this  government. 
These  gentlemen  offered  to  aid  simply  in  presenting  this  bill,  but  I  do 
not  want  to  mix  them  up  with  it,  because  they  may  have  other  interests 
here,  and  it  is  not  my  duty  or  right  to  injure  them  in  this  way  where 
I  have  no  evidence  against  them  at  all. 

Q.  Did  they  request  you  not  to  mention  itf — A.  Not  at  all.  I  never 
had  any  conversation  since. 

Q.  If  you  should  come  to  Washington  and  parties  should  propose  to 
sell  you  land  here,  you  wanting  to  locate  here,  and  some  controversy 
should  grow  out  of  that,  do  you  consider  it  would  be  doing  injustice  to 
those  gentlemen  to  tell  their  names ! — A.  I  would  if  those  transactions 
had  been  followed  up  by  anything  that  could  possibly  subject  them  to 
criticism.  , 

Q.  Don't  you  feel  in  this  case  that  the  criticism  that  has  resulted  has 
resulted  very  largely  from  what  you  yourself  have  said  and  what  has 
been  published  purporting  to  come  from  you,  and  that  it  would  be  jus- 
tice to  them  to  state  their  names? — A.  These  gentlemen  are  in  Washing- 
ton City,  and  if  they  want  their  names  given  they  can  come  here  or 
communicate  to  the  committee  and  give  them;  and,  I  presume,  if  they 
want  their  names  mentioned  they  will  do  so.  If  nothing  unpleasant 
had  grown  out  of  this  I  would  cheerfully  have  given  the  names  wanted. 
But  I  cannot  do  a  gentleman  any  injustice  by  dragging  him  in  this  con- 
troversy where  I  have  had  no  evidence,  and  have  no  reason  to  believe, 
he  deserves  criticism. 

Q.  Has  not  it  all  grown  out  of  what  you  said,  or  are  reported  to  have 
said,  and  are  not  you  responsible  for  itf — A.  I  am  not  responsible  for 
that. 
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Q.  la  your  own  interview  did  you  use  the  word  "lobbyist^? — A.  Yes, 
sir;  I  used  the  word  "lobbyist"  or  "agent";  I  do  not  know  which  I 
used;  probably  I  used  it. 

Q.  Then  you  yourself  are  casting  aspersions  upon  these  gentlemen. 
There  are  a  hundred  attorneys,  reputable  gentlemen,  in  Washington,  en- 
gaged in  these  matters,  who  come  before  the  committees  of  the  Senate 
and  House  and  visit  the  senators  and  members  to  whom  cases  are  re- 
referred,  who  are  employed  to  pake  arguments  and  everything  of  that 
kind,  but  they  send  in  .their  names  just  as  they  do  in  court,  and  if  this 
was  a  legitimate  business,  and  you  believe  it  to  be  so,  I  cannot  see  why 
you  refuse  to  give  their  names. 

The  Witness.  I  presume  if  these  gentlemen  had  been  employed  they 
would  have  come  before  the  committee  just  as  Colonel  Wharton  has. 
I  have  no  reason  to  believe  to  the  contrary,  but  as  what  I  stated  has 
been  so  distorted  and  so  misrepresented,  I  do  not  propose  to  do  them 
any  injustice  by  bringing  them  into  it. 

Mr.  CocKRELL.  Therefore  the  greater  responsibility  is  on  you  to  rec- 
tify the  errors  growing  out  of  your  action. 

The  Witness.  I  did  not  make  any  errors. 

Mr.  CocKRELL.  You  say  the  injustice  has  come  to  these  men.  You 
admit  a  reflection  would  probably  be  cast  upon  them,  but  if  it  be  cast 
upon  them  by  giving  their  names  you  are  the  cause  of  it. 

The  Witness.  That  is  just  a  difference  of  opinion  about  it.  I  do  not 
intend  to  drag  in  a  gentleman  and  subject  him  to  censure. 

Q.  How  will  he  be  subject  to  censure  if  his  proposition  was  an  honor- 
able and  legitimate  one  f — A.  Just  simply  because  it  has  been  stated  and 
believed  that  there  had  been  some  opposition  to  this  bill  set  up  that  the 
bill  did  not  deserve,  and  statements  made  that  were  not  true,  Huch  as 
have  been  made  in  many  of  the  newspapers.  I  do  not  know  who  in- 
spired these  statements,  and  1  do  not  want  to  give  these  gentlemen's 
names  in  order  to  make  the  public  believe  that  these  men  inspired 
those  attacks.  If  I  knew  who  wrote  that  article  in  the  Herald  1  would 
give  it  in  a  minute,  if  I  knew  that  these  men  were  connected  with  it.  I 
would  give  it  in  a  minute  if  I  knew  the  gentleman  connected  with  the 
Critic,  if  these  gentlemen  were  connected  with  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  not  some  reason  to  suppose  they  never  did  open  their 
mouths  about  it  f — A.  No,  I  do  not  know  that  they  ever  have. 

Mr.  CocKRELL.  1  say  very  frankly  that  I  do  not  think  the  witness 
has  a  right  to  withhold  names  of  that  character,  and  I  shall  insist  upon 
going  to  the  extent  of  the  law  in  requiring  an  answer  to  the  question. 
I  think  it  is  just  to  the  committee,  and  just  to  the  witness  himself. 

The  Witness.  I  want  my  answer  to  state  perfectly  plain  that  no 
gentleman  that  applied  to  me  mentioned  the  name  of  any  member  of 
Congress,  or  any  official  of  the  United  States  Grovernment.  It  was 
purely  a  business  proposition,  that  was  declined.  I  never  heard  that 
these  gentlemen  did  anything,  or  attempted  to  do  anything,  that  was 
unjust,  illegal,  or  improper  in  any  shape,  form,  or  fashion ;  and  under 
the  circumstances  I  will  not  do  them  the  injustice  now  to  give  their 
names,  for  I  believe  that  they  did  not  do  anything  improper.  If  I  had 
ever  even  heartl  they  had  I  would  cheerfully  give  their  names,  because 
it  would  be  my  interest  to  do  it,  but  under  the  circumstances  I  decline 
to  do  it. 

Mr.  Cockrell.  The  only  injustice  that  comes  to  them  is  that  you 
yourself  cast  an  aspersion  upon  them,  and  now  refuse  to  give  their 
names. 
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The  Witness.  I  presume  you  have  had  other  witnesses  who  have 
replied  iu  the  same  way. 

Mr.  CocKRELL.  You  are  the  first  witoess  who  has  refused  to  answer 
a  question. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  consider  that  a  flat  refusal  to  answer  the 
question,  and  go  on  with  the  examination,  and  take  such  action  as  we 
choose. 

Mr.  Hawley.  You  see  this  comes  precisely  to  the  point  that  hun<lreds 
of  other  investigations  and  scandals  have  come  to.  It  has  been  alleged 
that  people  sought  employment  in  the  lobby,  and  then  turned  around  to 
fight  a  measure  because  they  could  not  get  the  employment;  tight  it 
through  the  members  and  otherwise.  Now,  I  should  like  for  once  in 
my  life  around  Washington  to  follow  that  thing  to  the  end.  It  has  beeti 
done  in  regard  to  some  measures,  enterprises  here,  and  I  should  like  for 
once  to  have  it  hunted  down. 

The  Witness.  I  am  willing  to  say  this :  that  if  these  gentlenien  will 
say  giving  their  names  will  not  injure  them  personally,  I  will  cheerfully 
give  them.  I  have  no  desire,  except  that  I  do  not  want  to  censure  them, 
knowing  that  they  do  not  deserve  it.  If  they  do  that,  I  will  give  their 
names;  if  they  do  not  object  to  it,  I  will  give  their  names. 

The  Chairman.  We  can  hardly  act  upon  such  an  arrangement  as 
that. 

The  Witness.  I  am  just  stating  what  induces  me  to  withhold  their 
names. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell: 

Q.  This  paper  (examining  paper),  as  I  understand  it,  is  the  resolution 
passed  at  the  time  this  $4,000  was  raised  ! — A,  That  was  the  resolution 
that  contemplated  the  raising  of  the  $4,000,  and  the  committee  appointed 
by  that  resolution  did  raise  the  $4,000. 

Q.  These  are  the  names  of  the  parties  that  subscribed? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Now,  what  disposition  was  made  of  that? — A.  That  $4,000,  as  I 
understand,  wa«  turned  over  to  Mr.  Schufeldt.  I  do  not  know  definitely 
w^hat  was  done  with  it,  because  I  did  not  collect  the  money.  I  paid 
$250,  and  I  hear  that  that  money  was  turned  over  to  Mr.  Schufeldt. 

Q.  $4,300  seem  to  have  been  collected  here? — A.  Well,  Schufeldt 
says  he  only  got  $4,000.  I  did  not  attend  to  the  details  of  it  at  all.  I 
suppose  somebody  signed  and  went  back  on  his  subscription  for  $300. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Was  this  resolution  written  out  at  the  time  of  the  meeting? — A. 
Yes,  and  that  is  a  copy'of  the  original  now  in  the  possession  of  Mr. 
Moorman. 

Q.  Was  a  copy  given  to  Mr.  Schufeldt? — A.  Xot  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Did  he  know  the  object! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  advised  exactly  of  the  proceedings  to  raise  the  money? — 
A.  Xot  by  me,  he  was  not ;  but  I  presume  he  w^as  by  the  persons  who 
remitted  the  money. 

Q.  Has  there  been,  to  your  knowledge,  any  bill  prepared  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  tax  since  this  money  was  raised  f — A.  Not  that  I  know  of.  There 
is  a  determination  by  those  interested  to  present  the  tax  reduction  if 
they  can  get  an  opportunity,  either  before  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  or  the  House,  if  any  bill  comes  up  where  the  tax  question  is  pre- 
sented, but  it  may  not  be  until  next  winter. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  anybody  has  been  employed  and  sent  here 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  a  reduction  of  the  tax?— A.  I  do  not.  I  have 
had  very  little  to  do  with  that  bill  since  I  came  here,  except  just  to  watch 
its  course  in  Congress.    I  feel  some  interest  to  see  the  legislation  settled 
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in  one  way  or  another.  I  desire  to  say  to  tlie  committee,  that  person- 
ally I  have  very  little  interest  in  the  pending  bill,  and  care  very  little 
whether  it  is  passed  or  defeated,  and  have  not  for  the  past  four  or  five 
months.  If  it  is  to  be  passed  in  its  present  shape,  I  would  rather  see 
it  killed  than  passed. 

Q.  But  the  House  bill  5  have  you  not  a  good  deal  of  interest  in  that  !— 
A.  Not  especially. 

Q.  What  amount  of  whisky  do  you  own  in  bond  ? — A.  Our  house 
owns  about  3,(J00  barrels  out  of  90,000  barrels  in  our  warehouses.  That 
belongs  to  people  who  live  throughout  the  United  States  from  Provi- 
dence, B.  I.,  to  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  and  as  far  west  as  Denver. 

Q.  Three  thousand  barrels  are  how  many  gallons  ? — A.  About  120,000. 

Q.  When  does  the  tax  become  due  on  that  f — A.  300  barrels  of  it 
falls  due  next  spring,  a  year  from  now,  and  the  remainder  does  not 
mature  for  two  years. 

Q.  Are  you  not  on  bond  to  a  large  amount  for  whisky  in  bond  t— A. 
As  manufacturer,  yes. 

Q.  For  how  much  are  you  on  bond  ! — A.  As  manufacturer  and  cus- 
todian of  the  whisky  we  execute  bonds  for  the  full  amount  of  tax  upon 
all  the  whisky  in  our  warehouses. 

Q.  So  you  have  given  bonds  for  90,000  barrels  ?— A.  Yes ;  90,000  bar- 
rels 5  about  90,000 ;  I  do  not  speak  exactly. 

Q.  That  is  about  how  many  gallons  ? — A.  Well,  it  is  about  $4,000,000 
taxes. 

Q.  Then  you  are  on  bonds  now  for  something  over  three  and  a  half 
million  dollars  for  this  class  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  time  does  it  mature? — A.  It  matures  three  years  from  the 
time  it  was  deposited.  There  is  a  li,ttle  of  1879  still  remaining  in  bond, 
and  then  some  seven  or  eight  thousand  barrels  on  which  the  tax  matures 
a  year  from  now.  The  tax  matures  three  years  from  the  time  it  is  de- 
posited in  the  warehouses. 

Q,  Then,  if  this  House  bill  should  pass  it  would  give  you  an  indefinite 
time  to  have  the  tax  paid,  would  it  not ! — A.  I  am  not  responsible  for 
the  payment  of  any  of  it,  except  on  the  whiskies  we  own — the  three 
thousand  barrels — and  that  we  will  try  to  take  care  of. 

Q.  Are  you  not  on  bonds  of  others  for  that  amount f — A.  Yes,  sir; 
I  am  on  the  bonds  of  others,  and  have  been  so  for  the  last  12  or  15 
years,  and  in  no  solitary  instance  has  there  ever  been  one  moment's  de- 
lay because  of  failure  of  the  owner  to  pay.  We  do  not  surreilder  it 
until  the  tax  is  paid. 

The  Chaieman.  I  want  to  read,  the  portion  of  this  paper  you  handed 
me,  and  have  it  included  in  the  evidence: 

At  a  meetins  of  the  wholesale  liquor  dealers  aud  distillers,  held  at  the  Gait  House 
April  6,  18^,  for  the  purpose  of  organizing  an  association  to  make  an  efibrt  to  have 
the  tax  reduced  on  whisky  to  50c.  per  gallon,  it  was 

Resolvedf  That  a  committee  of  six  be  appointed,  consisting  of  Charles  P.  Moorman, 
chairman;  H.  A.  Thierman,  F.  W.  Bonnie,  B.  D.  ^?attingly,  Aug.  Coldenay,  Wm.  T.  Ross, 
to  solicit  subscriptions  from  the  whiskey  interests  of  this  citv,  payable  to  the  order  of 
H.  H.  Shufeldt,  and  that  Louisville  should  contribute  |5,000.00. 

J.  M.  ATHERTON,  Chairman. 
WM.  T.  ROSS,  Secretary. 

We,  the  undersigned,  agree  to  contribute  the  amount  opposite  our  names  for  the 
purpose  named : 

The  J.  M.  Atherton  Co.  (paid) *250  00 

C.  P.  Moorman  &  Co.  (paid) 500  00 

Bonnie  Bros,  (paid) 250  00 

E.  H.  Chase  &  Co.  (paid) 250  00 

Cochran  Fulton  Co.  (paid) 250  00 

Jesse  Moore  &  Co.  (paid) 250  00 
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Alvin  Wood  &  Co.  (paid) $100  00 

Hofheimer&S€lliger(paid) 250  00 

Frankel  &  Block  (paid) 100  00 

Lee,  Bloom  &  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

Stoge  &  Reiling  (paid) 100  OO 

Brown,  Thompson  &  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

M.  Sohurtz  (paid) 50  00 

Jno.  B.  McHraiu  &  Son  (paid) 50  00 

Taylor  &  Williams  (paid} 50  00 

Mellwood  Distilling  Co.,  by  G.  W.  Sweargin,  president  (paid) 250  00 

J.  G.  Mattingly  &  Sons  (paid) 250  00 

J.  W.  Lyon  &  Co.  (paid) 50  OO 

Kentucky  Distilling  Co.,  by  Julius  Barkhonse,  pres't  (paid) 100  00 

Gilmore,  Ross  &  Co.  (paid) 25  00 

Harris  &  Callaghan  (paid) 50  00 

John  Callaghan  &  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

Davis  &  Haden  (paid) 100  00 

Walker  &  Co.  (paid) 25  00 

Bartley  Johnson  &  Co.  (paid) 100  00 

Applegate  &  Sons  (paid) 100  00 

Aug.  Coldeuay  (paid) 50  00 

Robt.  G.  McCorkle  (paid) 50  00 

W.L.Weller(paid) 25  00 

H.  A.  Thierman  &  Co.  (paid) 250  00 

Wm.  Robbin  &  Co.  (paid) 25  00 

Henry  Wolff  (paid) 50  00 

Dan.  E.  Doherty  &  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

Lapp,  Goldsmith  dt  Co.  (paid) 50  00 

J.  Seekaup  &Bro.(paid) 50  00 

J.  Simon  &  Co.  (paid) 50  00- 

$4,300  00 

We  certify  the  foregoing  to  be  a  true  copy  from  the  original  in  our  possession. 

C.  P.  MOORMAN  &  CO. 
Louisville,  Ky.,  May  29,  1882. 

Tbe  Witness.  There  was  nothing  secret  about  that ;  never  intended 
to  be. 

Q.  Was  that  published  in  the  newspapers  at  the  time  ! — A.  25'o,  sir ; 
it  was  not  published. 

Q.  Was  there  any  reporter  present T — A.  Ko,  sir;,  because  it  was 
purely  a  business  matter,  and  was  openly  canvassed  on  the  street  and 
the  money  was  solicited.  We  could  not  succeed  in  raising  $5,000,  which 
we  felt  was  the  just  contribution  of  Kentucky  to  the  expenses. 

Q.  But  your  resolution  stated  that  it  was  the  share  which  ^^  Louisville 
should  contribute"  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  all  we  had  interest  in ;  we  did 
not  go  outside  of  Louisville. 

Q.  Why  did  you  arrange  to  have  these  subscriptions  sent  to  Mr. 
Shufeldt  f — A.  Because  Mr.  Shufeldt  was  known  to  be  interested  in 
the  reduction  of  the  tax. 

Q.  But  was  not  Mr.  Shufeldt  known  to  be  equally  interested  in  the 
pending  bill  ? — A.  Yes ;  but  Mr.  Shufeldt,  owing  to  his  location,  and  the 
class  of  goods  he  manufactured,  was  not  materially  benefited  by  exten- 
sion of  the  bond,  but  would  be  materially  benefited  by  reduction  of  the 
tux. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Shufeldt  written  you  anything  on  the  subject  t — A.  Not 
a  word,  that  I  remember. 

Q.  Had  you  nn^'  communication  with  him,  or  anybody  else,  suggest- 
ing that  money  be  sent  to  Mr.  Shufeldt  at  that  time  for  that  purpose  f — 
A.  Well,  I  had  told  Mr.  Shufeldt  when  he  was  in  Louisville,  probably 
a  month  previous  to  that  time,  that  we  would  pay  our  part  of  any  ex- 
penses incurred  in  attorneys,  and  in  preparing  the  bill,  and  in  present- 
ing it  to  Congress,  or  any  other  expense  connected  with  it. 


« 
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Q.  The  bill  of  which  you  and  he  spoke — was  that  only  the  bill  for  re- 
duction of  tax,  or  did  it  include  the  pending  bill  ? — A,  When  we  first 
had  the  conversation,  it  referred  to  the  pending  bill,  and  probably  it 
would  give  the  committee  a  more  accurate  idea  of  why  that  money  was 
raised  just  simply  to  explain  one  fact  in  connection  with  the  pending 
legislation :  The  manufacturers  of  fine  whiskies  that  are  held  for  age, 
in  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Maryland,  and  Pennsylvania,  were  more  di- 
rectly interested  in  the  extension  of  the  bond  than  in  the  reduction  of 
the  tax ;  that  is,  many  of  them  want  the  tax  reduced ;  many  of  them 
would  be  glad  to  see  it  reduced  for  many  reasons,  some  of  them  were 
very  grave  reasons ;  but  the  Western  men,  the  men  who  make  staple 
goods — high  wine,  cologne  spirits,  and  alcohol — are  not  interested  in  the 
bond  period  at  all,  because  they  deposit  no  whiskies  in  the  warehouses. 
There  has  been  some  feeling  among  the  trade  that  some  jealousy  might 
arise  between  the  different  branches  of  the  business ;  purely  a  trade 
question.    When  this  Kepublican  caucus  here  determined  not  to  take  up 
reduction  at  this  time,  we  were  afraid  in  Kentucky — I  was  for  one — that 
the  Western  men  would  feel  that  Kentucky  was  to  be  again  benefited ; 
that  fine  whiskies,  in  general  terms,  would  be  benefited  by  the  exten- 
sion, and  that  the  Western  interests  were  to  get  no  legislation  favorable 
to  their  interests ;  and,  consequently,  we  were  ver>'  willing  in  Kentucky 
to  arrange  with  these  Western  men  that  if  they  would  go  on  and  use  what 
infiuenee  they  had  in  securing  the  passage  of  this  bill,  that  we  would 
show  our  good  faith  in  subscribing  at  that  time  to  the  expenses  that 
would  be  incurred  in  the  eflbrt  to  reduce  the  taxes. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  you  now. 

The  Witness.  That  is  just  the  reason  why  we  took  that  position  in 
Kentucky. 

Q.  This  subscription,  then,  was  raised  in  order  to  keep  the  Western 
men  who  were  interested  in  the  staple  goods  good-natured,  by  helping 
them  to  what  they  wanted  f — A.  Very  largely.  To  be  literally  correct, 
I  think  I  first  suggested,  probably  a  month  before  that,  to  our  people 
there,  that  a«  an  evidence  of  our  good  faith  it  would  be  nothing  more 
than  right  we  should  agree  with  the  Western  people  that,  as  double  ex- 
X)ense  would  be  incurred,  the  expense  of  presenting  this  bill,  and  that 
to  be  followed  with  the  additional  expense  of  presenting  the  re<luction 
bill,  either  this  year  or  next  year,  it  would  be  an  e\idence  of  our  good 
faith  if  we  would  then  agree  to  defray  part  of  the  expenses  when  the 
time  came.    That  was  really  the  origin  of  that  subscription. 

Q.  This,  then,  is  a  sort  of  combination  between  the  two  interests? — 
A.  That  is  it,  exactly.    It  expresses  the  i)oint  exactly. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Shnfeldt  visited  Louisville  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
funds  for  the  purposed — A.  No ;  Mr.  Shufeldt  wa«  in  Louisville  a  month 
or  six  weeks  before  there  was  any  effort  to  raise  money  at  all,  and  then 
there  had  been  no  action  in  Washington  with  reference  to  reduction. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Shufeldt  said  anything  about  raising  funds  when  there  ? — 
A.  Not  to  me. 

Q.  Had  he  to  anybody? — A.  I  do  know  not  that  he  did.  I  made  that 
suggestion ;  Mr.  Shufeldt  was  present  at  the  meeting. 

Q.  Present  at  this  meeting  I — A.  Not  at  this  meeting,  but  he  was  at 
a  little  conference  of  the  Kentucky  distillers  a  month  or  two  previous 
to  that.  There  had  been  some  little  discussion  among  our  people  as  to 
the  original  bill  presented.  Some  of  our  largest  manufacturers  have 
never  been  in  favor  of  the  indefinite  extension  of  the  bonded  period. 
I  came  here  to  urge  that,  but  I  myself  became  satisfied,  going  honie, 
that  indefinite  extension  was  not  best  for  us.    I  believe  that  our  inter- 
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ests  would  be  best  subserved  by  having  a  limit,  and  really  we  wanted 
the  delegation  to  ^gree  to  ask  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  to 
limit  the  bonded  period..  And  Mr.  Shufeldt  was  there  at  that  time,  and 
we  were  discussing  those  matters  about  what  we  would  finally  do  with 
the  bill,  and  then  I  suggested  to  Mr.  Shufeldt  that,  in  case  the  bill  was 
defeated  or  became  defeated  in  any  way,  we  wanted  the  Western  men 
to  come  on  and  help  us  pass  the  bond  bill,  and  we  would  guarantee  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  the  reduction  when  the  time  came.  That  is  the 
historical  fact  connected  with  the  subscription. 

Q.  Are  these  men  who  made  this  subscription,  whose  names  are  signed 
to  that  paper,  manufacturers  of  what  is  called  Kentucky  whisky  f — A. 
They  are  both  manufacturers  and  dealers;  they  are  probably  four-fifths 
dealers. 

Q.  Are  they  interested  in  what  is  called  staple  goods? — ^A.  Xo ;  they 
are  all  dealers  in  Kentucky  goods,  all  of  them. 

Q.  Now  is  there  any  expectation  that  the  dealers  in  the  staple  goods 
and  manufacturers  would  reciprocate? 

The  Witness.  In  what  way  ! 

The  Chairman.  By  helping  you  to  pass  the  bond  bill. 

The  Witness.  Of  course,  that  was  the  purpose;  that  was  agreed  in 
the  National  Distillers'  Association,  that  both  bills  would  be  presented, 
that  both  features  would  be  presented,  both  indefinite  extension  ana 
the  reduction  of  the  tax,  and  we  all  agreed,  as  a  kind  of  mutual  con- 
cession to  each  other,  that  we  would  aid  in  the  passage  of  both  bills. 

Q.  Was  there  any  understanding  that  they  would  furnish  money  to 
assist  in  the  general  purposes  of  legislation? — A.  No,  sir;  there  was 
not  a  word  said  with  reference  to  the  pending  bill. 

Q.  Have  you  any  acknowledgment  of  this  money  when  it  was  sent 
to  Mr.  Shufeldt? — A.  I  know  nothing  in  the  world  about  it,  except  that 
I  was  present  at  that  meeting,  appointed  that  committee,  and  then  paid 
$250. 

Q.  Who  sent  the  money  ? — A.  My  impression  is  that  Mr.  Moorman, 
of  Louisville,  sent  the  money. 

Q.  And  you  do  not  know  whether  he  received  any  reply? — A.  No, 
sir ;  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 


Friday,  June  2,  1882. 
John  M.  Athebton,  recalled. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Mr.  Atherton,  I  understood  from  your  testimony  yesterday  that 
you  did  not  feel  much  interest  in  this  House  bill  we  were  investigating  ? — 
A.  Personally,  I  do  not.  The  only  interest  I  have  taken  in  the  bill 
from  the  origin  has  been  to  relieve  the  men  who  have  bought  my  whisky 
and  who  now  own  it ;  they  are  the  owners  of  the  property. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  whisky  you  manufacture  has  been  sold  in 
bond? — A.  We  manufactured  in  this' past  season  just  closing,  I  think, 
about  45,000  barrels.  Of  that  we  own  between  1,000  and  1,500 ;  the  re- 
mainder is  all  sold. 

Q.  Do  you  know  from  your  general  knowledge  of  the  trade  whether 
that  is  about  the  proportion  that  has  been  sold  generally  ? — A.  My  be- 
lief is  that  probably  that  is  a  larger  percentage  than  is  held  by  the  dis- 
tillers ;  I  do  not  know  a  distiller  in  the  State  of  Kentucky  who  has  held 
any  more  whisky  than  we  have. 
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Q.  Bow  long  has  that  mode  of  doing  business  been  going  on;  how 
long  since  it  was  first  adopted  f 

The  Witness.  What  mode  of  business  ! 

The  Chairman.  Selling  in  bond  about  as  rapidly  as  you  make  it. 

A.  It  commenced  in  1879,  soon  after  the  passage  of  the  first  bond 
extension  bill.  Previous  to  that  time  it  was  not  only  difficult  but  almost 
impossible  to  make  sale  of  goods  in  bond,  because  the  purchaser  of  the 
goods  would  be  required  to  pay  the  tax  before  the  gooils  were  for  use, 
and,  consequently,  they  all  preferred  to  wait  until  the  distiller  had  paid 
the  taxes  himself  and  buy  the  goods  tax  paid.  In  that  w^ay  he  got  credit 
on  the  tax  as  well  as  upon  the  cost  of  the  whisky. 

Q.  The  act  of  1878,  under  which  this  mode  of  doing  business  began, 
allowed  three  years  for  bond,  I  think,  and  required  5  per  cent,  interest 
after  the  first  year. — A.  That  is  correct,  and  the  reason  why  the  activity 
existed  in  1879  ^vas  due  to  a  variety  of  causes.  The  country  had  been 
depressed  for  years.  The  quantity  of  whisky  manufactured  in  Ken- 
tucky under  the  unfavorable  revenue  laws  that  had  existed  prior  to 
1878  was  reduced  to  a  minimum  point,  and  when  the  bond  extension 
bill  was  passed  in  1878  it  gave  confidence  to  the  dealers  in  Kentucky 
whiskies  throughout  the  United  States  to  buy  the  goods,  having  the 
three  years'  extension  in  which  to  pay  the  tax,  and  having  time  to  ma- 
ture the  goods  for  age.  The  quantity  being  very  limited,  and  the  coun- 
try being  more  prosperous,  it  induced  a  great  activity  in  the  whisky 
trade,  just  as  it  did  in  the  iron  trade  and  every  industry  in  the  United 
States. 

Q.  Were  you  here  in  1880,  when  the  first  bill  was  passed — ^the  Carlisle 
bill? — A.  No,  sir;  I  was  never  in  Washington,  I  think,  pending  any 
legislation  until  this  present  winter,  arid  was  here  then  only  at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Shufeldt.  A  committee  was  appointed  from  our  State,  and 
I  happened  to  be  one  of  the  number. 

Q.  Do  not  the  gentlemen  representing  the  same  interests  you  do  feel 
more  interest  in  this  pending  bill  than  they  do  in  the  reduction  of  the 
tax  ? — A.  Well,  one  time  I  believed  that  was  the  fact — that  our  people 
would  rather  have  preferred  the  extension..  I  think,  however,  that  there 
has  been  a  very  considerable  change  on  that  point — that  many  of  them 
would  now  prefer  the  reduction  of  the  tax  to  50  cents  to  the  passage  of 
this  bill,  and  especially  the  bill  as  it  is  now  reported  in  the  Sepate.  I 
think  that  the  majority  of  our  large  distillers  and  dealers  would  be  op- 
posed to  the  Senate  bill.  I  do  not  speak  advisedly,  but  that  is  my  im- 
pression. • 

Q.  On  what  ground  would  they  be  opposed  to  the  passage  of  the  Sen- 
ate billlT-A.  Upon  the  ground  that  it  affords  no  relief  whatever  j  that 
the  whiskies  can  be  held  out  of  bond  under  the  bill  about  as  cheaply  as 
in  bond.  » 

Q.  On  account  of  the  5  per  cent,  interest  ? — A.  Yes.  The  whiskies  are 
charged  storage  as  long  as  they  remain  in  the  warehouses.  It  is  expen- 
sive taking  care  of  them.  The  warehouses  are  expensive  buildings,  and 
we  guarantee  the  wastage  allowed  in  the  Carlisle  bill.  The  dealer  can 
pay  tax,  avoid  storage,  and  give  it,  probably,  more  accurate  attention 
than  we  are  able  to  give  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  cost  of  storage  ! — A.  Five  cents  per  month  per  barrel 
is  about  the  usual  rule.  Merchants  have  their  buildings :  every  mer- 
chant has  a  building  in  which  he  does  business,  and  that  uuilding  is  a 
store-room.  Now,  take  Louisville :  I  know  merchants  who  have  been 
occupying  the  same  house  for  years,  with  storage  capacity  of  5,000  bar- 
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rels,  aud  yet  not  have  60  barrels  of  whisky  in  it.  They  are  drumming 
around  for  molasses  and  other  things  to  fill  up  with. 

Q.  What  is  the  cost  of  insurance  ! — A.  First-class  fire-proof  houses 
about  85  cents  on  the  hundred  dollars  a  year ;  frame  buildings,  and 
buildings  that  are  not  first-class  fire-proof,  are  higher  rate  insurance,  and 
their  proximity  to  other  buildings  affects  the  rate. 

Q.  What  other  expenses  are  there  for  keeping  whisky  in  bond  except 
those  two  named,  insurance  and  storage? — A.  No  other,  except  the  in- 
terest on  the  investment  in  the  warehouses  and  the  attention  which  is 
required  of  the  distiller  to  keep  the  packages  in  good  order  and  to  re- 
move the  whisky  from  bond  when  the  owners  of  it  desire  the  payment 
of  the  Lax. 

Q.  Who  gives  this  bond  under  existing  law,  the  distiller  or  the  pur- 
chaser!— ^A.  The  distiller;  and  while  we  are  on  that  point,  I  would  say 
that  is  another  reason  why  our  people  have  felt  rather  disposed  to 
object  to  the  Senate  bill.  The  bond  feature  has  always  been  a  very 
burdensome  feature  with  reference  to  the  manufacture  of  whisky,  and 
in  many  instances  it  works  very  great  hardships. 

Q.  Under  the  proposed  special  bonded  warehouse  the  distiller  would 
still  give  the  bond,  would  he  I — A.  The  distiller  would  still  give  the  bond. 
You  can  see  very  clearly  why  they  object  to  the  Senate  bill.  Two  men 
of  equal  energy  and  character  build  distilleries ;  one  would  happen  at 
the  time  he  built  his  distiller}^  to  have  a  father,  or  brother,  or  friends 
who  are  able  to  go  upon  his  bond ;  the  other  not  happening  to  have  per- 
sons related  to  him,  or  under  obligations  to  him  in  some  wa^',  would  be 
debarred  from  entering  business  because  he  could  not  execute  the  bond. 

Q.  If  gentlemen  engaged  as  you  are  in  the  manufacture  and  trade  of 
this  Bourbon — ^I  will  use  the  term  Kentucky  whisky  to  designate  my 
meaning — do  not  feel  any  interest  in  this  bill,  who  does ;  what  class  of 
people  would  feel  an  interest  in  itf — A.  The  dealers.  I  had  reference 
to  myself  as  a  manufacturer,  being  a  dealer  to  a  very  limited  extent. 

Q.  You  regard  it,  then,  as  a  dealer's  bill,  rather  than  a  manufacturer's 
bill! — A.  It  is  a  benefit  to  those  who  have  the  goods.  They  pay  for 
those  goods,  and  must,  of  course,  provide  the  money  to  pay  the  taxes, 
and  if  they  do  not  provide  the  money  to  pay  the  taxes  the  distiller 
would  be  expected  to  pay  them,  but  he  would  hold  the  whisky  until  the 
owner  of  it  reimbursed  him  for  his  outlay;  so  that  the  financial  burden, 
as  the  matter  now  stands,  falls  upon  the  owner,  and  the  owners  are  dis- 
tributed all  over  the  United  States. 

Q.  The  distiller,  under  the  present  arrangement,  would  hold  the 
whisky  as  security  for  the  tax,  as  he  is  responsible  for  the  tax  on  his 
bondt — A.  Certainly.  Then,  referring  just  a  moment  to  the  bond  mat- 
ter, parties  are  very  reluctant  to  sign  bonds  that  run  three  years,  and 
especially  if  you  extend  the  bond  to  five  years ;  while  the  statute  may 
X>ermit  five  years  with  an  onerous  bond  like  that,  the  manufaeturer 
would  be  virtually  debarred  from  enjoying  the  privileges  of  the  exten- 
sion. His  more  fortunate  neighbor  would  enjoy  the  benefits  of  the  ex- 
tension, while  he  could  not. 

Q.  A  good  deal  has  been  said  In  this  investigation  about  expenses  in 
Washington ;  the  amount  of  money  that  was  subscribed  in  various  ways 
for  expenses.  What  do  you  understand  to  be  the  necessary  expenses 
hero  ! — A.  I  know  very  little  about  it.  I  have  been  in  Washington  only 
four  or  five  days,  until  I  came  this  time :  in  the  last  year  or  two  I  was 
here  I  think  not  exceeding  four  days  in  February  last ;  I  have  been  in 
Washington  one  day  since  on  business  with  the  Commissioner  of  Intcr- 
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nal  Kevenue ;  only  passing  through  here.    I  do  not  really  know  what 
the  exi>ense8  are  here ;  I  suppose  hotel  bill,  printing,  varioas  expenses. 

Q.  But  do  not  all  these  gentlemen  who  come  here  except  Mr.  Whar- 
ton, who  is  the  attorney,  bear  their  own  expenses,  so  far  as  you  know ! — 
A.  I  paid  my  own  expenses  when  I  was  here ;  but,  really,  I  ought  not 
to  have  been  required  to  do  so. 

Q.  What  is  the  rule  as  to  the  others,  do  you  know t — A.  I  do  not;  I  pre- 
sume they  also  pay  their  expenses,  but  that  I  do  not  know;  nor  whether 
there  is  any  understanding  to  reimburse  them  or  not;  they  ought  to  be 
reimbursed  for  their  expenses. 

Q.  You  know  of  no  understanding  about  it! — A.  I  know  of  no  un- 
derstanding to  reimburse  them.    No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  your  idea  of  the  expenses  of  promoting  the  passage  of  a  bill 
in  Washington  is  indefinite! — A.  No,  I  presume  the  expenses  here  are 
more  of  a  social  kind  than  any  other;  we  meet  friends,  go  to  Welcker's, 
gq  to  New^  York,  and  spend  a  great  deal  more  money  than  we  do  at 
home.    I  know  that  is  my  case,  unfortunately. 

Q.  Do  JVIr.  Wharton's  expenses  includeanything  but  attorneys'  fees ! — 
A.  Simply  attorneys'  fees. 

Q.  Are  his  expenses  outside  that  to  be  paid?— A.  He  pays  his  own 
expenses. 

Q.  There  is  no  allowance  for  expenses  outside  of  $5,000? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  thought  anything  more  of  the  question  we  asked  you 
yesterday  about  these  gentlemen  who  wanted  employment — as  to 
whether  you  can  give  us  an  answer t — A.  I  have  not  seen  any  re^on 
to  change  my  judgment  or  feelings  in  the  matter.  I  desire  to  be  re- 
spectful to  the  committee,  and  recognize  that  they  are  trying  to 
discharge  their  duty ;  at  the  same  time,  it  must  not  be  ignored  that, 
as  a  gentleman,  I  feel  certain  obligations  resting  on  me  that  I  do  not 
desire  to  violate,  and  if  the  committee  fully  understood  all  that  I  had 
ever  said,  misrepresented  as  it  was  in  the  Commercial  of  April  28, 
they  would  clearly  understand  why  I  feel  as  I  do.  I  did  not  even  men- 
tion the  fact  that  I  knew  anybody  in  order  to  prove  anything  except 
the  one  point  that  we  had  used  no  money  in  Washington,  and  had  nQt 
•expected  to  use  any,  and  that  if  we  had  attempted  to  use  money  and 
<^\pected  to  use  it,  we  could  have  availed  ourselves  of  the  services 
of  men  in  Washington  who  probably  could  have  assisted  us  in  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill.  That  was  in  answer  to  the  charges  made  against  us 
in  some  newspapers,  that  there  was  a  ring  expecting  to  defraud  the 
government.  I  mentioned  that  fact  to  show  we  were  innocent  of  the 
charge — that  we  had  used  no  money. 

Q.  Well,  you  stated  yesterday  in  your  testimony  that  some  gentle- 
man, I  believe,  had  approached  you  desiring  to  be  employed! — A.  Cer- 
tainly. I  said  a  gentleman  had  offered  his  services  if  we  employed  any- 
body to  aid  us  in  preparing  and  presenting  a  bill,  and  that  those  sen^- 
ices  were  not  accepted  because  we  had  no  money. 

Q.  Was  there  more  than  one  who  made  that  offer  t — ^A.  No ;  I  think 
not.  I  knew  of  parties  we  could  have  employed  if  we  had  adopted  that 
plan  of  operations,  but  we  did  not  investigate  the  matter,  and  were  not 
prepared,  and  did  not  expect  to  employ  anybody.  The  gentleman,  I 
have  since  learned  (to  whom  I  referred  and  whose  name  I  would  give 
if  I  gave  any),  is  an  attorney,  but  of  course  I  feel,  as  Senator  Cockrell 
said,  I  may  have  been  the  cause  of  the  whole  trouble,  and  that  would 
be  the  reason  why  I  would  be  the  more  sensitive.  If  I  have  already 
given  any  offense  to  those  men,  it  is  a  reason  why  I  should  give  no 
greater  offense  to  them.    1  do  not  want  to  be  the  means  of  dragging  au 
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innocent  man  before  the  committee  in  order  to  give  bim  an  opportunity 
to  prove  bis  innocence.    That  is  my  feeling  about  it. 

Q.  Then  you  decline  positively  to  give  tbe  names? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  tbat 
is  my  feeling  about  it.  I  desire  to  be  distinctly  understood  that  there 
was  nothing  passed  between  the  gentleman  and  myself  but  the  bare 
statement  that  we  desired  no  assistance  in  presenting  the  bill.  We  did 
not  want  their  services,  and  the  matter  was  dropped  then  and  there. 
That  gentleman,  I  learned,  is  an  attorney.  Not  another  word  outside  of 
what  I  repeated  passed. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  There  was  only  one  gentleman,  then,  who  ai>i)roached  you? — A. 
There  was  only  one  who  made  an  oti'er  of  services. 

Q.  Did  any  others  ai)proach  you  in  anyway? — A.  No;  there  were 
only  the  two;  one  who  made  a  direct  offer,  send  there  is  one  other  whom 
I  have  known  for  years  in  a  casual  way.  The  question  was  asked  by 
him  whether  we  intended  to  employ  any  one  on  the  bill,  and  I  replied 
we  did  not,  and  evaded  it,  and  passed  on.  We  did  not  want  to  open  the 
subject.  We  did  not  want  to  offend  anybody;  wanted  to  present  the 
bill  on  its  merits,  and  did  not  want  to  do  anything  to  prejudice  us  or  of- 
fend any  one. 

Q.  Did  any  of  these  gentlemen  intimate  that  they  had  influence  which 
wt)uld  be  worth  money? — A.  Not  at  all.  I  have  stated  every  word  that 
was  said  to  me  by  the  gentleman  whom  I  have  in  my  mind;  the  bare, 
simple  statement  that,  if  we  wanted  any  additional  aid  in  preparing  and 
presenting  the  bill,  he  would  serve  us.  The  conversation  was  never  re- 
newed; nobody's  name  was  mentioned;  no  method  of  influence  was 
mentioned. 

Q.  Who  else  was  here  with  you? — A.  Mr.  Shufeldt  was  here;  Mr. 
Clark,, of  Peoria;  Mr.  Davis,  of  Louisville ;  Mr.  Kellogg,  of  Cincinnati; 
Mr.  Gaff,  of  Cincinnati;  Mr.  Crichton,  of  Baltimore;  Mr.  Sennott,  of 
Philadelphia ;  Mr.  Felton,  of  Boston  ;  and,  for  one  day,  Mr.  Beecher,  ot 
New  York.  I  think  he  left  after  certainly  two  days;  probably  one  day. 
Colonel  Wharton  was  here  as  attorney. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  any  intimations  or  have  any  intimations  that  any  of 
your  association  had  employed  any  one? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Secured  the  services  of  any  one  outside  to  represent  the  bill? — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Ilave  you  heard  any  such  intimation  since  you  left? — A.  I  have 
not,  so  far  as  I  have  been  advised  and  heard;  nobody  has  been  em- 
ployed, and  if  so,  it  is  entirely  beyond  my  knowledge  and  belief. 

By  Mr.  H awley  : 

Q.  Have  you  ever  thought  or  have  you  ever  believed — do  you  wish  to 
say  now  that  any  of  the  opposition  is  due  to  disappointment  of  appli- 
cants for  employment? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is.  I  do  not  know 
that  is,  nor  did  I  say  so.  When  I  saw  the  article  in  the  Herald  I  was 
utterly  at  a  loss  to  account  for  an  attack  of  that  kind,  especially  upon 
the  people  of  Kentucky.  We  feel  sensitive  under  such  attacks  as  that^ 
and  such  charges,  and  in  the  conversation  that  was  incorrectly  repo«ted 
by  the  Commercial,  I  was  simply  surmising  as  to  what  may  have  been 
the  origin  of  the  article,  without  the  slightest  shadow  of  knowledge 

about  it. 

Q.  Nobody  connected  with  the  Herald  ever  said  anything  to  you  about 
employment? — A.  I  do  not  know  a  solitary  man  connected  with  the  Her- 
ald in  any  way ;  never  did.  It  was  just  simply  a  surmise  of  my  own  to 
account  ibr  an  attack  of  that  kind,  which  I  knew  was  false.    I  knew 
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there  was  no  ring  in  Kentucky,  and  never  had  been,  and  no  fraud  in 
Kentucky  outside  of  moonshine. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  understanding  or  agreement  with  any  other  in- 
terest here  that  desired  legislation,  to  co-operate  with  them  ! — ^A.  !No, 
sir;  none  whatever. 

George  T.  Stagg  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  is  your  residence! — ^Answer.  My  residence  is  at 
Saint  Louis,  Mo. 

Q.  What  is  your  business 7 — A.  I  am  there  at  Saint  Louis,  a  member  of 
the  firm  of  Gregory,  Stagg  &  Co.,  commission  merchants,  handling  whis- 
kies  mainly,  and  in  Kentucky  I  am  the  president  of  a  corporation,  E. 
H.  Taylor,  jr.,  &  Co.,  owning  and  operating  two  distilleries 

Q.  What  sort  of  whiskies  do  you  distill,  and  in  what  sort  do  you  trade? 
— A.  Well,  the  corporation  of  which  I  am  president  distills  sour-mash 
whisky;  one  of  the  houses  hand-made  soui-mash,  and  the  other  what 
we  call  standard  sour- mash;  it  is  not  a  hand-made  whisky;  it  is  made 
differently  from  the  others. 

Q.  In  your  trade  do  you  deal  in  both  kinds  f — A.  We  handle,  as  com- 
mission merchants^  almost  anything  that  comes  in  our  way — alcohol^ 
high  wine,  spirits,  almost  anything. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  here  in  Washington! — A.  I  think  I  ar- 
rived here  on  the  23d  day  of  February. 

Q.  You  came  here  to  assist  in  the  passage  of  measures  in  the  interest 
of  your  business? — A.  Well,  sir,  I  cannot  say  that  I  did.  I  came  Lere 
to  see  what  was  going  on,  what  was  being- done,  and  to  decide  whether 
or  not  I  would  be  in  favor  or  opposed  to  the  bill  which  had  been  intro- 
duced. 

Q.  Well,  upon  examination  of  that  bill,  what  was  your  judgment  of 
it? — A.  I  concluded  I  would  advocate  both  the  reduction  and  the  ex- 
tension ;  the  reduction  of  the  tax  and  extension  of  the  bonded  period. 

Q.  What  is  the  objection  in  the  minds  of  some  gentlemen  interested 
in  the  same  business  as  yours,  to  the  reduction  of  the  tax  t  There  seems 
to  be  a  division  of  sentiment  on  that  subject. — A.  Well,  I  cannot  ex- 
plain why  any  one  should  object  to  the  reduction  of  the  tax,  except  that 
it  would  be  a  man  who  had  very  large  capital  and  could  afford  to  credit 
out  large  sums  over  the  country,  and,  by  the  fact  of  his  having  this  large 
capital,  crowd  out  men  of  lesser  capital  from  the  business.  That  is  the 
only  reason  I  could  assume  why  a  man  should  oppose  the  reduction  of 
the  tax. 

Q.  Have  you  favored  the  passage  of  the  House  bill  now  x>ending  in 
the  Senate? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  same  bill  that  was  originally  drawn  at  the  instance  of 
your  organization  or  association? — A.  Ko,  sir;  the  bill  that  passed  the 
House  is  not  the  bill  that  was  presented  by  Mr.  Carlisle  on  the  13th  of 
Febjuary. 

Q.  What  is  the  difference  between  the  two?  I  do  not  mean  in  detail; 
b'at  what  is  the  point  of  difference  ? — A.  The  main  point  in  the  original 
bill  was  the  reduction  of  the  tax  to  50  cents.  That  was  the  main  point 
or  starting  point.  The  next  was  the  extension  indefinitely  of  the  bonded 
period,  and  the  reorganization  or  remodeling  of  the  bonds  making  them 
annual  in  place  of  monthly;  and  another  feature  of  the  bill  was  the  ab- 
ohtion,  or  rather  the  repeal,  of  the  act  passed  several  years  ago,  which 
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allowed  vinegar  factories  to  ferment,  really  a  process  of  distillation  of 
alcohol,  making  spirts  for  their  o\^n  purposes;  that  we  wanted  to  get 
rid  of;  and  one  or  two  other  points. 

Q.  The  bill  that  passed  the  House  was  a  modification  of  your  bill,  as  I 
understand  it? — A.  Yes.  On  the  morning  following  the  Republican 
caucus,  which,  after  discussion,  decided  not  to  reduce  the  whisky  tax, 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  instructed  the  subcommittee  liaving 
these  questions  in  charge  to  prepare  and  present  a  bill  extending  tho 
bonded  i)eriod.  They  did  so,  taking  the  original  bill  introduced  by  Mr* 
Carlisle,  striking  out  the  sections  relating  to  reduction  of  tax,  the  fer- 
mentation of  mash  in  vinegar  factories,  &c. ;  retaining  the  sections  pro- 
viding for  the  extension,  the  modification  of,  or  change  in  the  manner 
of  giving  the  bonds  and  the  amounts  of  the  bonds,  and  the  spoksial 
warehouse  features.  The  latter  feature  was  further  amended  by  the  full 
committee,  and  the  bill,  as  it  afterwards  passed  the  House,  was,  after 
full  and,  I  think,  very  careful  consideration,  unanimously  recommendeti 
l)y  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  I  will  add  that  the  present  House 
bill  No.  5656  was  drawn  and  prepared  by  the  clerks  having  charge  of 
the  whisky  assessment  and  law  divisions  of  the  Internal  Ite venue  Bu- 
reau, and  was,  before  being  presented  to  the  committee,  examined  and 
revised  by  the  Commissioner  and  Solicitor  of  the  same  bureau. 

Q.  You  have  been  acquainted  with  all  the  gentlemen  who  were  here, 
I  suppose,  promoting  the  passage  of  the  bill  f — A.  I  am  acquainted  with 
all  who  have  been  here  since  I  have  been  here.  I  found  no  one  when 
I  got  here  at  all. 

Q.  Mr.  W^harton  was  not  here  ! — A.  Ko,  sir ;  there  wa§  no  one  here 
at  all. 

Q.  The  Carlisle  bill  had  been  introduced! — A.  Yes;  it  was  introduced 
on  the  13th  of  February. 

Q.  Then  how  soon  after  that  did  the  other  gentlemeii  cornel — A.  I 
think,  perhaps,  ten  days,  about  that.  I  do  not  remember  the  dates  ex- 
actly ;  it  was  a  week  or  ten  days  before  any  came. 

Q.  What  is  the  extent  of  your  manufacture? — A.  Well,  the  two 
houses  that  I  am  connected  with—I  can  show  you  just  what  it  is,  I  have 
got  the  figures,  and  perhaps  it  would  be  better  than  to  guess  at  it.  In 
one  of  them,  on  the  1st  day  of  May  we  had  in  the  warehouses  15,963 
packages. 

Q.  i5o  you  mean  barrels? — A.  I  mean  barrels;  and  the  other  one  19,411. 
That  included  what  was  made  in  1879,  1880,  1881,  and  1882,  up  to  this 
date,  all  remaining  in  bond  May  1. 

Q.  Of  that  amount  how  much  had  been  sold? — A.  As  far  as  I  know 
and  believe,  all  of  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  extent  of  your  business  as  a  trader  in  whiskies ;  I  mean 
as  the  owner  of  whiskies  in  warehouses  aside  from  your  interest  as  dis- 
tiller ;  or  do  you  own  any  ? — A.  Well,  I  do  not  know  whether  my  firm 
owns  any  or  not.  They  may ;  I  am  scarcely  ever  at  Saint  Louis.  I 
have  not  been  there,  perhaps,  more  than  a  few  days  at  a  time  for  a  year 
and  a  half,  or  two  years.  I  own  myself  half  interest  in  about  350  barrels 
of  whisky.  1  do  the  selling  for  these  houses  in  the  Eastern  markets, 
and  for  another  house  that  is  controlled  by  my  firm.  I  do  not  think  1 
have  sold  a  barrel  of  whisky  in  fifteen  months ;  since  last  March  a  year. 

Q.  Have  you  paid  your  own  expenses  while  here,  or  has  somebody 
•contributed  to  them? — A.  I  have  paid  my  own. 

Q.  There  has  been  no  contribution  whatever  then  ? — A.  None  to  me. 

Q.  Have  you  contributed  to  anybody  else's  expenses? — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  In  no  way? — A.  In  no  way. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  contribution  having  been  raised  to  promote 
or  defeat  the  passage  of  this  i)ending  House  bill! — A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  of  any  t — A.  I  have  not  heard  of  any  except  what 
has  been  detailed  here  by  the  witnesses. 

Q.  What  organization  do  you  belong  to  in  connection  with  that  busi- 
ness?— A.  I  am  a  member  of  the  ISTatioual  Distillers' Association.  Being 
one  of  the  executive  committee,  and  also,  through  my  fir^,  a  member  of 
the  Kentucky  Association.  I  have  attended  but  one  of  its  meetings, 
perhaps  two  and  a  half  years  ago.    I  do  not  remember  just  when. 

Q.  Has  anybody  ever  spoken  to  you  about  being  employed  to  assist 
in  the  passage  of  the  bill! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  they  sa^  to  you  about  it? — A.  "Well,  they  had  about  the 
same  conversation,  and  were,  I  believe,  the  samei)arties  that  spoke  with 
Mr.  Atherton. 

Q.  What  did  they  say  to  you  ?  I  want  more  specifically  to  know  what 
they  said  to  you.  That  is  exactly  in  the  line  of  our  investigation. — A. 
Well,  one  of  the  gentlemen,  directly  I  came  here,  remarked  to  me  that 
he  would  have  liked  to  have  had  employment,  or  liked  to  have  repre- 
sented the  interest  of  Kentucky  distillers  in  presenting  this  bill  before 
Congress,  but  they  had  ignored  him  again ;  and  the  other  one  said  to  me 
that  if  they  employed  any  one  he  would  like  to  represent  the  National  Dis- 
tillers'Association.  He  asked  me  if  anybody  was  here  representing  it, 
and  I  told  him  I  did  not  know  of  any  one. 

Q.  Did  the  first  one  complain  of  having  been  ignored  ? — A.  Well,  not 
especially ;  he  just  said  they  had  ignored  him  again. 

Q.  Did  hd  make  any  threats  about  it  ? — ^A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  Will  you  give  us  his  name  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  do  you  decline  to  give  his  name  ? — A.  Well,  there  was  noth- 
ing wrong  passed  between  either  one  of  them  and  myself;  nothing  but 
what  might  pass  between  any  two  gentlemen.  And  I  do  not  think  it 
would  do  them  any  good  or  me  any  good,  or  be  of  any  value  to  the  com- 
mittee to  get  that. 

Q.  How  could  it  do  any  harm  if  there  was  nothing  wrong  ? — A.  Well, 
I  do  not  know.  It  would  be  bringing  innocent  men  before  the  com- 
mittee to  prove  their  innocence. 

Q.  Yes ;  but  would  you  not  prove  their  innocence  yourself  upon  what 
you  say  ? — ^A.  I  have  proved  their  innocence  as  far  as  I  can. 

Q.  Then  I  do  not  see  why  you  should  object  to  giving  them  the  benefit 
of  your  proof? — A.  Well,  if  they  are  not  named  they  do  not  need  the 
benefit. 

Q.  Yes ;  but  do  not  these  things  carry  an  imputation  generally,  and 
would  it  not  be  well  to  exonerate  the  men  who  did  it? — A.  I  do  not 
know  as  it  does. 

Q.  Well,  I  do  not  want  to  argue  with  you.  You  say  one  of  them 
wanted  to  be  employed,  and  one  of  them  complained  that  he  was  ignored 
again,  and  you  will  not  give  his  name.  How  many  gentlemen  spoke  in 
that  way? — A.  Only  those  two. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  of  anybody  speaking  of  any  dther  gentleman  who 
is  representing  this  interest  the  same  way  I — ^A.  Well,  I  may  have  heard 
of  others,  but  it  is  through  others.  They  can  testify  for  themselves; 
they  may  give  the  names ;  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  this  man  who  said  he  had  been  ignored  again  convey  to  you 
the  idea  that  he  felt  dissatisfied  ? — A.  Well,  I  cannot  say  that  he  did. 

Q.  Did  any  one  ever  say  to  you  that  he  could  influence  any  members 
of  Congress  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  name  of  any  member  of  Congress  or  Senator  ever  men- 
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tioned  in  connection  with  these  conversations? — A.  No,  sir;  nor  nny 
officer  of  the  government;  nor  any  proposition  to  do  anything  but  wluit 
was,  I  presume,  perfectly  legitimate,  and  I  believe  perfectly  legitimnte. 

Q.  Did  you  go  before  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  bill  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  speak  to  other  members  and  Senators  about  it? — A. , 
Yes,  sir;  members.    I  believe,  with  one  exception,  I  spoke  to  no  one  in 
the  Senate  outside  of  the  Finance  Committee,  not  even  to  Senators  from 
my  own  State. ' 

Q.  And  you  have  received  no  monpy  to  promote  the  passage  of  the 
bill  and  paid  none? — A.  No,  sir;  in  fact  I  have  paid  my  own  expenses 
every  time  I  have  been  Washington.  ^ 

Q.  What  do  you  include  by  the  word  •*  expenses?" — A.  My  hotel  ex- 
penses, and  any  money  I  may  expend  for  anything  I  want. 

Q.  Does  that  mean,  if  you  want  influence? — A.  I  have  never  spent 
any  for  influence.  I  have  never  found  it  necessary  as  yet.  Measures 
that  we  have  presented  here  we  have  presented  to  the  best  of  our 
ability.  We  have  never  asked  for  anything  but  what  we  believed  was 
right  and  proper,  and,  therefore,  we  have  succeeded  in  getting  it,  and 
every  feature  of  the  internal  levenue,  every  measure  of  improvement, 
every  amendment  of  value  to  the  distilling  interest  and  to  the  govern- 
ment that  has  been  adopted  by  Congr**ss  since  ISGS,  has  been  sug- 
gested by  the  distilling  interest,  and,  after  approval  by  the  Commis- 
sioner, carried  thro!igh  Congress  at  their  own  expense,  so  far  as  any 
personal  expense  was  incurred,  and  for  printing  or  the  expenses  of  at- 
torneys while  here.  Not  a  single  amendment  to  my  knowledge,  of  any 
value,  but  what  has  been  presented  by  them  or  carried  through  by 
them  or  at  their  request  and  instance,  and  there  is  not  a  feature  of  that 
legislation  but  what  has  been  of  advantage  to  the  government. 

Q.  Have  they  not  always  been  supposed  to  be  to  the  advantage  of 
the  distilling  interest? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  at  the  same  time,  because  I  think 
what  is  to  the  advantage  of  the  government  is  to  the  advantage  of  the 
distilling  interest.  A  liberal  construction  of  the  laws,  the  liberadizing 
of  laws,  has  been  of  great  advantage  to  the  government  and  our  own  in- 
terest too. 

(J.  Has  not  this  process  of  liberalizing  laws  to  which  you  refer  been 
t!ie  cause  of  the  present  condition  of  the  whisky  trade  to  a  great  ex- 
tent ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  the  accumulation  begin  ? — A.  The  accumulation  began 
with  what  we  call  the  crop  of  1881;  made  in  the  fall  of  1880  and  spnog 
of  1881.    August  1,  1880,  to  July  31,  1881. 

Q.  That  was  just  after  the  passage  of  what  is  known  as  thelCarlisle 
bill  ? — A.  The  Carlisle  bill  was  passed  and  became  a  law  May  28,  1880, 
but  the  Carlisle  bill  had  no  more  to  do  with  it  than  any  other  measure 
of  legislation.    It  did  not  extend  the  time  in  bond  at  all. 

Q.  But  it  did  take  off*  the  5  per  cent,  interest  ? — A.  It  took  oft'  the  5 
per  cent,  interest  and  allowed  men  to 

Q.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  whether  the  large  increase  in  warehouses 
did  not  follow  immediately  after  this  legislation?— A.  Well,  1  will  tell 
you  what,  in  my  judgment,  caused  the  large  incresise 

Q.  First  answer  my  question.  Did  it  not  immediately  follow  this 
legislation  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  from  the  spring  to  the  next  fall. 

Q.  Now,  then,  you  may  give  your  reason  as  to  the  causes  of  it. — A. 
Well,  the  extension  in  bond  occurred  in  1878,  while  the  crop  of  whisky 
made  in  1878  was  a  very  short  one ;  that,  every  man  in  the  business 
knows.    The  crop  in  1879  was  a  little  larger,  but  nothing  like  large 
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enongli  to  meet  the  demand  that  sprang  up  in  the  fall  of  1879.  The  de- 
manil  tirst  began  in  August  or  September,  1879,  and  the  advance  in 
whiskx  was  so  rapid  that  some  of  them  doubled  in  value  within  60  days, 
and  tljut  caused  orders  to  be  taken  that  fall  and  winter  for  every  barrel 
of  whisky  that  could  be  made  the  following  season,  and,  even  before 
the  Carlisle  bill  passed,  business  began  to  boom. 

Q.  fhist  aft«r  the  act  of  1878,  as  Mr.  Atherton  told  us,  the  system  ot 
selling  whisky  in  bond  began? — A.  No;  it  did  not  begin  then.  He  said 
it  began  in  1879,  alter  the  act  of  1878. 

Q.  What  time  did  it  begin,  then  f — A.  I  am  interested  in  one  distillery 
that  sold  almost  all  the  wliisky  they  made  in  bond. 

Q.  Prior  to  1878? — A. 'Prior  to  1878;  had  been  selling  it  for  years 
betore  I  was  interested  in  it.  I  used  to  buy  the  goods,  and  after  I  be- 
came interested  in  it,  I  used  to  sell  them.  Nearly  all  the  whiskies  sold 
at  that  distillery  were  sold  in  bond. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  the  act  of  1878  very  much  facilitated  specula- 
tive transactions  in  whisky  I — A.  Well,  I  thought  the  return  of  good 
times  aflForded  facilities  for  speculating  in  everything. 

Q.  Well,  but  did  not  that  very  measure  facilitate  speculation? — A. 
As  a  matter  of  course,  because  it  gave  men  time  to  hold  their  goods 
and  get  them  nearer  ready  for  consumptive  purposes  than  they  were 
before. 

Q.  Is  not  the  distilling  and  trading  interest  in  whisky  much  worse 
than  it  was  in  1880? — A.  Well,  perhaps  some  of  the  dealers  are  heavily 
overstocked,  but  the  distillers  are  in  better  fix  than  they  ever  were  be- 
fore in  the  world. 

Q.  Because  they  have  sold  out ! — A.  They  have  sold  out  and  have  got 
their  money  for  the  whisky. 

Q.  Was  not  the  price  of  corn  higher  last  fall  than  usual? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Was  the  crop  a  particularly  good  one  last  fall  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  not  the  amount  aecumulated  in  bond  during  the  months  of 
Januaiy,  February,  and  March  as  great  or  greater  than  ever  before  ! — 
A.  Yes.  I  can  tell  you  why  that  was.  There  was  not  a  barrel  of  that 
whisky  had  been  sold  under  a  year.  The  orders  for  whisky  made  last 
August,  up  to  the  coming  July,  were  taken  in  Januarj,  February,  and 
March  of  last  year.  Contracts  were  made  then  for  the  manufacture  of 
these  goods.  I  sold  every  barrel  we  could  make  in  one  distillery,  in 
New  York,  before  theendof  January  of  la-st  year,  and  some  of  the  goods 
are  not  made  yet;  the  distillery  is  still  running,  and  will  have  to  run 
until  the  end  of  this  month,  and  maybe  to  the  middle  of  next  mouth, 
to  fill  tlie  orders. 

/  Q.  If  an  extension  of  three  years  of  the  bond  would  facilitate  specu- 
lation would  not  indefinite  extension  increase  it? — A.  I  do  not  think  an 
indefinite  extension  would  increase  it  to  a  great  extent.  We  would 
carry  in  stock  100,000,000  gallons,  which  would  not  be  too  much.  If 
we  had  an  indefinite  extension  we  could  readily  carry  100,000,000  gal- 
lons in  Kentucky  and  nobody  bo  overstocked.  Out  of  that  we  could 
probably  draw  15,000,000  or  20,000,000  gallons  a  3'ear.  After  we  once 
got  stocked  we  would  not  make  more  than  that  aniount ;  we  do  not  make 
it  to  keep  in  store  to  look  at.  Whenever  we  can  sell  it  we  make  it: 
whenever  a  trader  comes  up  and  says  he  will  take  it  at  a  -profit  we  sell 
to  him.    W^e  cannot  look  out  for  the  trader's  loss. 

Q.  What  eflPort  has  been  made  to  sell  whisky  in  bond? — A.  I  have 
not  made  an5\  I  was  begged  to  increase  the  cjipacity  of  our  houses  in 
order  to  execute  orders. 
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Q.  Have  you  had  no  agents  out,  then? — A.  We  have  had  brokers  out 
for  years.  Wo  have  had  one  traveling  salesman;  we  make  30,000  or 
35,000  barrels  a  year,  and  we  have  one  traveling  salesman  to  attend  to 
the  western  country. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  Have  you  heard  any  intimations  from  any  source  that  any  persons 
wcix*  employed  here  by  any  persons  interested  in  this  bill  t — A.  I  have 
not  heard  of  any  one  being  employed  here  except  Colonel  Wharton  and 
Colonel  Moulton. 

Q.  You  have  heard  no  intimations  of  any  one  else  T — A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  That  any  one  else  claimed  to  have  been  employed  I — A.  None  that 
I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  I  am  not  speaking  of  personal  knowledge;  I  am  only  speaking  of 
information! — A.  I  have  not  heard  at  all,  either  directly  or  indirectly. 

Q.  How  many  persons  approached  you  f — A.  There  were  but  two 
who  ever  said  anything  to  me  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

Q.  Did  any  others  intimate  in  your  presence  in  talking  with  any  one 
else  that  they  had  influence  and  could  be  of  service  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Without  saying  it  to  you ;  just  simply  talking  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  either  of  these  gentlemen  you  refer  to  intimate  that  he  had 
influence  wifh  any  members  of  the  House  or  Senators  ! — ^A.  Neither  one 
of  them.  I  will  say  this  further  to  the  committee,  that  one  of  the  gen- 
tlemen I  have  known  for  a  great  number  of  years,  and  the  other  I  have 
known  for  several  years,  and  they  are  both  particular  friends  of  mine, 
and  would  speak  to  me  about  anything  as  freely  as  they  would  talk  to 
anybody  in  the  world. 

Gabriel  C.  Wharton  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  profession  f — Answer.  I  am  a  lawyer. 

Q.  Where  is  your  residence? — A.  I  live  at  Louisville,  Ky. 

Q.  Do  you  hold  any  relation  to  the  distilling  interest  in  any  way  as 
att-jmeyf — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  am  the  attorney  for  the  Kentucky  Distilling 
Association. 

Q.  You  are  employed  by  the  Kentucky  Distilling  Association? — A. 
Yes,  sir;  the  executive  committee  of  the  Distilling  Association,  of  which. 
Mr.  Buchanan  is  chairman. 

Q.  When  were  you  employed  ? — ^A.  Some  time  in  December. 

Q.  What  time  did  you  come  on  here? — A.  I  came  here  about  the  first 
of  January". 

Q.  What  did  you  do  in  connection  with  this  measure  or  anything  that 
has  been  before  Congress  touching  this  interest? — A.  In  the  first  place 
there  was  a  committeeof  distillers  here,  aboat  seven  or  eight,  representing 
the  Kentucky  distilling  interest  and  the  high-wine  and  alcohol  inter- 
est, and  there  was  quite  a  conflict  of  opinion  among  them  as  to  what 
extension  should  be  had,  how  the  bill  should  be  prepared ;  we  were  en- 
gaged during  the  month  of  January  drawing  bills  and  discussing  them 
and  determining  what  the  distillers  wanted  themselves.  Then,  with  a 
committee  api>ointed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  lievenue,  consist- 
ing of  the  oiiicer  in  charge  of  the  bonded  system,  the  officer  in  charge 
of  whisky  before  it  goes  into  bond,  and  the  attorney  for  the  revenue 
office,  to  look  after  the  interest  of  the  government  and  to  guard  its 
interest,  this  bill  was  prepared.  I,  with  the  assistance  of  the  committee 
of  distillers,  wrot-e  out  what  we  wanted,  and  it  was  put  in  such  shape 
by  those  officers  that  the  revenues  of  the  government  would  be  protected 
if  Congress  thought  proper  to  adopt  the  legislation  suggested  and  desired. 
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Q.  The  bill  that  you  prepared  was  introduced t — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  did 
not  prepare  it  myself;  I  drew  it  in  conjunction  with  those  other  parties. 

Q.  By  whom  was  it  introduced  ? — A.  I  think  it  was  introduced  by 
Mr.  Carlisle  ! 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  to  be  the  various  interests,  distilhup:  and 
merchants,  connected  with  the  whisky  business,  as  to  these  bills  now  !— 
A.  The  particular  interest  that  the  gentlemen  who  employed  me,  at  the 
time  1  was  first  employed,  was  the  extension  of  the  boude<l  period. 

Q.  That  was  the  interest  that  you  chiefly  represented  t — A.  That  I 
chiefly  represented.  I  was  asked  by  these  gentlemen  to  come  to  Wash- 
ington and  report  to  Mr.  Shufeldt,  the  president  of  the  National  Dis- 
tillers' Association,  who  would  be  here,  which  I  did.  I  found  Mr.  Shu- 
feldt willing  to  co-operate  with  the  i)eople  I  represented ;  to  have  a  bill 
both  reducing  taxes  and  extending  the  bonded  period. 

Q.  Did  you  go  before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  to  arjxue 
the  question  I — A.  1  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  us  what  compensation  was  to  be  allowed  you  ?— 
A.  It  has  been  stated  here,  sir.    Mr.  Atherton  has  stated  it  correctly. 

The  Chairman.  $5,000  a  year  ! 

The  Witness.  I  expected  not  to  be  here  longer  than  the  session  of 
Congress. 

Q.  It  was  for  this  purpose  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  to  do  whatever  they 
might  wish  in  their  interest  in  the  departments  at  Washington. 

Q.  Were  you  to  have  auv  allowance  for  vour  expenses  ? — A.  None  at 
all. 

Q.  Have  you  had  the  use  of  any  other  money  except  that  ? — A.  I  have 
not.  1  have  not  known  a  dollar  to  be  expended  in  or  about  this  bill,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  in  any  way.  All  the  money  I  have  expended,  or 
known  to  be  expended,  was  $35  for  printing  a  brief,  which  I  presented 
to  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate,  and  $50  paid  to  the  Public- 
Printer,  to  publish  speeches  to  be  circulated  in  the  trade,  which  last 
had  nothing  to  do  with  this  business,  because  the  speeches  were  distrih 
uted  for  the  information  of  the  people  interested  in  the  trade. 

Q.  Have  you  had  the  assistance  of  anybody  except  the  gentlemen 
who  came  from  various  localities  representing  t^ieir  own  interest  ? — A. 
No,  sur;  no  one  at  all,  except  the  gentlemen  who  come  hrere  repi'esent- 
ing  their  own  interest. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  those  gentlemen  are  paid? — A.  I  do  not.  I  under- 
stand Mr.  Atherton  came  at  his  own  expense ;  Mr.  Stagg  came  at  his  own 
expense.  I  suppose  Mr.  Shufeldt  and  Dr.  Rush,  who  are  officers  of  the 
association,  had  their  personal  expenses  borne,  and  I  believe  Major 
Thomas  has  his  personal  expenses  borne.  That  is  all  1  know  or  ever 
heard  about  the  expenses  All  the  other  gentlemen  who  have  been  here 
informed  me  that  they  paid  their  own  personal  expenses,  and  did  not 
expect  any  remuneration  from  any  one. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  personal  expenses  ? — A.  I  mean  hotel  bills, 
and  what  a  gentleman  expends  on  himself. 

Q.  You  have  never  heard  any  intimation  which  extended  to  anything 
else  ! — A.  Never.  On  the  contrary.  I  have  always  understood  it  did  not. 
I  will  say  to  this  committee  that  1  nave  been  intimately  associated  with 
everybody  who  has  been  here,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  there  has  been 
a  dollar  expended  in  any  way. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  applications  from  other  people  to  be  interested 
in  it  Y — A.  Yes,  I  have ;  about  the  hotels,  various  men,  who  said  they 
represented  interests  before  Congress,  have  suggested  to  me  that  they 
would  like  to  be  employed ;  this  in  private  conversations. 
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Q.  What  was  their  business  ! — A.  They  said  they  were  lawyers,  and 
I  know  that  they  were  lawyers. 

Q.  Have  any  newspaper  men  ever  approached  yon  in  any  way  ? — ^A. 
In  no  way,  except  to  get  news.  They  have  been  very  anxious  to  under- 
stand the  bill,  and  have  been  very  kind  in  doing  what  they  could  to 
understand  and  learn  what  were  its  provisions,  and  to  send  the  tnith  as 
soon  as  they  could.  This  is  all  that  I  have  known  connected  with  the 
press — with  reference  to  the  bill.  ' 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  compensation  ever  having  been  made  or  ofiered 
to  any  one  ? — A.  !Not  one  cent  of  compensation,  nor  have  I  been  asked 
for  any  by  any  member  of  the  press. 

Q.  Or  any  promise  ? — A.  ISTo  promise  in  any  way.  They  seemed  to 
be  gentlemen  representing  their  papers  who  desired  all  the  news  with 
reference  to  this  legislation,  and  to  have  all  the  informations. 

Q.  Have  any  members  of  Congress  or  Senators  ever  in  any  way  ap- 
proached you  to  render  assistance? — A.  1  have  talked  with  quite  a 
number  of  members  of  Congress  and  Senators  about  the  matter ;  en- 
deavored to  explain  the  bill  to  them. 

Q.  Have  any  of  them  ever  proposed  to  assist  you  in  any  way  ? — A. 
ISTo,  sir.  Well,  some  of  them  have  said  that  they  would  vote  for  the  billy 
while  others  have  said  that  they  would  vote  against  it.  Some  I  was 
able  to  convince  that  the  bill  was  right,  and  some  I  was  nd^  able  to 
convince. 

Q.  Will  you  give  us  the  names  of  those  gentlemen  who  wanted  em- 
ployment?— A.  I  would  rather  not. 

Q.  Why  ? — A.  For  the  simple  reason  that  they  were  not  employed. 
They  solicited  the  employment,  and  I  did  not  give  it;  and  for  the  fur- 
ther reason  that  it  would  bring  these  men  into  reproach,  because  it  has 
been  heralded  all  over  the  country  that  there  has  been  a  lobby  here 
trying  to  influence  action  on  this  bill  improperly.  I  have  no  knowledge 
that  these  men  did  such  thing.  I,  therefore,  think  it  would  be  uujust 
to  them  to  give  their  names,  and  have  them  called  to  answer  for  merely 
soliciting  employment,  which  was  declined. 

Q.  Did  any  of  them  ever  intimate  that  they  could  influence  members 
of  Congress? — A.  Not  one;  no  one  ever  proposed  to  influence  any  mem- 
ber of  Congress,  Senator,  or  oflBcer  of  the  government. 

Q.  Was  the  name  of  any  Member  or  Senator  mentioned  in  connec- 
tion with  it? — A.  Ko,  sir.  All  that  could  be  said  as  to  what  they  did  is 
that  they  were  a  little  immodest  in  the  ofier  of  their  services  as  lawyers. 
This  is  the  whole  thing,  and  that  is  all  the  committee  will  find  if  they 
learn  the  names.  I  do  not  care  to  tell  them.  The  applicants  were  not, 
and  have  not,  been  employed,  and  no  one  of  them  has  been  employed. 
I  would  not  do  such  thing,  but  if  1  were  to  solicit  a  person's  influence 
to  have  me  employed  as  a  lawyer,  and  I  was  not  employed,  I  would  dis- 
like to  have  him  tell  that  I  had  made  the  request. 

Q.  What  particular  legal  advice  was  necessary  in  this  thing? 

The  W^iTNESS.  W^hat  ? 

Q.  What  sort  of  legal  knowledge  or  advice  was  necessary  in  this 
thing  ? — ^A.  Well,  it  seems  to  me  there  was  a  great  deal  required,  be- 
cause there  seems  to  be  a  great  difiiculty  in  understanding  this  legisla- 
lation. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  those  gentlemen  thought  they  could 
assist  you  in  drawing  the  bill  ? — A.  Oh,  ye«,  they  seemed  to  have  quite 
an  idea  of  their  legal  attainments  and  merits. 

Q.  Is  that  the  impression  made  upon  you,  that  they  wished  to  be 
employed  in  drawing  a  bill,  or  employed  in  bringing  influence  to  bear  ? 
— A.  My  impression  was  that  they  wanted  to  influence  the  passage  of 
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tlie  bill ;  that  was  my  impression.    I  did  not  think  they  wanted  to  draw 
the  bill ;  1  did  not  think  they  wanted  to  do  that  much  labor. 

Q.  Then  their  knowledge  or  ability  as  attorneys  would  not  have  had 
much  to  do  with  itt  It  was  rather  more  in  the  capacity  of  lobbyists 
they  wanted  to  be  employed  than  as  attorneys! — A.  No,  they  put  it  to 
me  in  the  form  of  attorneys.  They  put  it  in  an  entirely  unexeeptiou- 
able  way.    . 

Q.  Have  you^eard  of  any  contributions  anywhere  of  any  kind  ex- 
cept these  that  have  been  spoken  of  here! — A.  None  at  all.  I  have  no 
idea  there  have  been  any  raised. 

Q.  You  know  of  no  money  that  has  been  raised,  then,  except  what 
we  have  heard  of  here  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  have  heard  of  none  f — A.  And  have  heard  of  none,  and  do 
not  believe  there  has  been  any  raised. 

Q.  Have  3'ou  heard  of  any  efforts  to  raise  any  that  did  not  succeed? 
— A.  None  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Hawle y  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge,  direct  or  indirect,  that  any  member  of 
either  House  has  ever  received  any  consideration,present  or  contingent, 
by  reason  of  the  pendency  of  this  legislation  f — ^A.  I  know  of  no  such 
case ;  do  not  know  of  any  member  of  Congress  or  Senator  either  asking 
for  or  receiving  any  compensation.  I  have  no  knowledge  or  informa- 
tion  that  there  is  any  compensation  to  be  made  in  any  way  to  any  one 
of  them.  The  fact  and  the  truth  is,  gentlemen,  that  until  this  bill  got 
into  the  Senate — until  it  was  presented  to  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Senate — I  had  never  found  a  man  in  Washington,  member  of  Congress 
or  Senator,  who  was  opposed  to  the  bill.  There  was  no  need  of  any 
employment.  Every  member  of  Congress  that  I  ever  talked  to  was  in 
favor  of  the  bill,  from  my  own  State  and  everywhere.  I  never  met  one 
who,  upon  a  full  investigation  of  the  bill,  was  not  in  favor  of  it. 

Q.  Was  the  bill  debated  at  all  in  the  House  f — A.  Not  in  the  House, 
but  it  was  very  thoroughly  debated  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee. I  think  a  dozen  or  more  speeches  were  made,  first  and  last, 
about  it.  It  was  very  carefully  ])repared — a  great  many  jieople  were 
examined.  It  was  left  open,  it  was  printed  four  or  five  times,  unim- 
portant changes  made  in  it.  The  only  member  of  Congress,  so  far  as  I 
heard,  who  opposed  this  bill  was  after  it  had  pavssed  the  House;  or  the 
first  I  heard  of  it  was  one  member  expressing  opposition  when  it  was 
on  its  passage  in  the  House.  Up  to  that  time  I  had  never  heard  of  a 
member  of  Congress  who  was  opposed  to  the  bill.  Every  one  I  ever 
talked  to  about  the  bill,  and  to  whom  1  had  an  opportunity  to  explain 
it,  gave  his  assent  and  thought  it  was  right. 

Q.  Had  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  expressed  any  opposition  to  it! 
— A.  Never,  until  after  it  had  passed  the  House. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  confer  with  him  upon  the  subject? — A.  Not  until 
aft^r  it  passed  the  House.  When  it  came  to  the  House  I  had  a  long 
talk  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  upon  the^  matter.  I  discussed 
the" bill  with  him.  He  announced,  however,  at  the  outset,  that  he  was 
opposed  to  the  bill.  He  was  the  first  man  that  I  saw  that  was  opposed 
to  the  bill ;  so  that  there  wa«  no  necessity  for  the  employment  of  any 
one  up  to  that  time.  I  was  here  three  months  and  found  no  opposition 
anywhere.    I  thought  it  was  just  perfectly  plain  sailing. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  Did  any  Senator  or  Member  approach  you  and  mention  the  subject, 
intimating  that  he  could  render  services  f — A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  The  only  ones  with  whom  you  conversed  were  those  you  ap- 
proached yourself  as  attorney  to  explain  ! — ^A.  I  announced  to  every 
one  that  I  was  the  paid  attorney  of  this  Kentucky  Distilling  Associa- 
tion. I  talked  with  a  great  many  members  of  Congress  and  Senators 
about  it ;  they  were  kind  enough  to  take  the  bill  and  go  through  it  with 
me,  and  read  and  study  it — inform  themselves.  After  the  charges  of 
fraud  had  been  made,  I  thought  it  was  improper  to  approach  any  Sena- 
tor on  the  subject,  and  after  this  investigation  had  been  moved  by  Mr. 
Windom,  I  never  have  approached  any  Senator  except  to  ask  the  chair- 
man, through  Mr.  Hawley,  what  were  our  rights  before  the  committee. 
Alter  the  charges  were  made,  I  thought  it  was  manifestly  improper, 
until  they  were  cleared  away,  to  speak  to  another  Senator  about  the  bill, 
and  I  have  forborne  to  speak  to  any  Senator  in  any  way  since  the  charge 
was  made  in  the  Senate  that  there  had  been  fraud. 

Q.  Is  there  any  combination,  or  understanding,  or  agreement  with 
any  other  parties  here  seeking  any  kind  of  legislation  that  their  inter- 
ests should  be  blended  with  your  interests  to  co  operate  with  each 
other! — A.  None;  except  the  diiferent  kinds  of  distillers.  The  dis- 
tillers in  the  Northwest  combined  with  the  Kentucky  distillers,  but  no 
other  interest  is  combined.  I  will  say  that  I  have  never  presented  a^ 
case  in  court  with  cleaner  hands  than  this  one  has  been  presented  to  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Eepresentatives.  I  know  of  nobody  being  em- 
ployed, and  I  know  there  has  nobody  been  employed,  except  as  above 
stated. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  any  intimations  or  rumors,  directly  or  indirectly, 
that  any  person  claimed  to  have  been  employed  by  any  one  here? — A. 
I  have  not ;  none  at  all. 

Q.  That  any  one  was  stating  that  he  was  employed  and  representing 
these  interests! — A.  No,  sir.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  been  singularly  free 
from  that.  I  have  heard  we  were  charged  with  fraud,  but  I  have  never 
heard  that  anybody  else  was  representing  themselves  as  counsel  or 
attorney  in  any  way. 


Washington^  D.  C, 
Monday,  June  5, 1882. 

Henry  H.  Shupeldt,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  is  your  residence  f — Answer.  Chicago,  111. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  I — A.  Distiller. 

Q.  State  your  relations,  if  any,  to  any  organization  of  distillers  or 
others  interested  in  the  whisky  trade. — A.  I  am  president  of  the  Na- 
tional Distillers'  Association,  and  a  member  of  the  Western  Export 
Association. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  the  business! — A.  Twenty- 
four  years. 

Q.  What  sort  of  whiskies  do  you  produce! — A.  We  manufacture  all 
kinds  made  in  the  northwest ;  some  similar  to  Kentucky ;  we  also  manu- 
facture alcohols  and  spirits  for  chemical  and  scientific  uses. 

Q.  Where  are  your  works  f — ^A.  At  Chicago. 

Q.  In  the  city  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  their  capacity  t — ^A.  Three  thousand  six  hundred  bushels 
per  day. 

Q.  Are  you  also  a  dealer  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  At  what  price  are  the  kinds  of  whisky  you  manufacture  soldt — 
A.  Well,  they  vary.    Are  you  speaking  of  the  bonded  price  t 

Q.  Yes;  exclusive  of  the  tax ;  that  is  bonded  t — A.  They  range  from 
thirty  cents  to  forty-five  cents. 

Q.  Are  they  the  kind  that  is  benefited  by  bonding  t — A.  Part  of  them 
are ;  the  others  are  not. 

Q.  Have  you  a  bonded  warehouse  at  Chicago? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  About  what  is  the  amount  of  whisky  in  itf — A.  Well,  I  should 
think  about  in  the  neighborhood  of  eighteen  thousand  barrels. 

Q.  When  was  it  deposited  in  the  warehouse! — ^A.  All  within  prob- 
ably the  past  year. 

Q.  You  are  still  manufacturing;  your  works  are  still  running? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  your  organization,  known  as  the  !N^ational  Distillers'  and 
Si)irit  Dealers'  Association,  organized  ? 

The  Witness.  When  was  it  formed  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

A.  On  the  21st  and  22d  of  August,  1879. 

Q.  You  have  had  regular  annual  meetings  since  that  time  ? — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  time  of  your  meeting  in  1880  ? — A.  It 
was  October  12, 1  think  ^  I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  It  was  October  12,  m  1881.  Have  you  the  proceedings  of  1880  ? — 
A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  not.    I  thought  I  had  them,  but  I  have  not. 

Q.  You  have  seen  this  copy  of  the  proceedings  of  1881,  I  suppose 
(exhibiting  it)  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Tell  the  committee,  if  you  please,  what  was  the  object  and  pur- 
poses of  the  organization. 

The  Witness.  May  I  read  it  from  the  constitution  ? 

The  Chairman.  From  anything  that  you  please ;  yes. 

The  Witness  read  as  follows : 

The  objects  of  the  associatiou  shaU  be  the  protection  and  advancement  of  the  in- 
lereNts  of  its  uieinbers;  the  ^atherinj^  and  didtribation  of  statistical  and  other  infor- 
mation concerning  the  domestic  and  foreign  trade  in  spirits ;  the  devising  and  solicit- 
ing of  appropriate  legislation,  and  the  modification  or  repeal  of  needless  and  ob- 
structive laws  and  regulations ;  the  guarding  of  the  common  interest  against  the  en- 
croachment of  fanatical  intolerance  ;  the  promotion  of  personal  and  commercial  ad- 
vancement; the  devising,  ^'henever  practical,  of  means  of  limiting  production  to  the 
demands  of  the  trade,  so  as  to  secure  an  adequate  return  for  the  capitali  nvested  iu  the 
bnsiness,  and  the  labor  and  risks  involved. 

Q.  What  do  you  read  from  ? — A.  I  read  from  the  constitution  and 
by-laws  and  proceedings  held  at  Peoria,  August  21  and  22,  and  at 
Cincinnati,  November  20  and  21, 1879. 

By  Mr.  Cockeell  : 

Q^  Of  what  constitution  and  by-laws  ? — ^A.  Of  the  National  Distillers' 
and  Spirit  Dealers'  Association  of  the  United  States. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Allow  me  to  look  at  it.  Did  you  wish  to  quote  from  it  further  ? 
— A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  may.  ^Handing  it  to  the  chairman.)  The  constitu- 
tion and  by- laws  are  in  the  back  part. 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  to  making  this  part  of  the  evidence  ? — 
A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Or  such  parts  of  it  as  we  may  choose  T  I  do  not  know  whether 
we  desire  to  have  the  whole  or  not  until  I  look  at  it. — A.  It  is  merely 
the  proceedings  of  the  meeting.  It  has  nothing  of  interest,  except, 
perhaps,  the  opening  remarks. 
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« 

Q.  Well,  it  may  be  put  in  evidence  then — ^such  parts  as  we  please. 
1  have  not  looked  at  it  at  all. — A.  I  have  no  objection. 

Q.  Yon  were  not  present  at  the  meeting  at  Chicago  in  1881.  You 
were  ill  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  was  not  there. 

Q.  You  sent  an  address,  however,  that  was  retid  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  a  written  address  you  had  prepared  to  send  to  the 
meeting,  was  it  not  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  seen  it  as  reported  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  correctly  reported,  is  it  f — A.  I  think  so,  sir. 

(The  following  is  a  [)ortion  of  the  proceedings  referred  to.) 

Extract  from  Mr.  Shufeldt's  address: 

One  matter  has  proven  a  source  of  very  great  embarrassment  to  your  officers.  I  re- 
fer to  the  appeals  that  have  been  made  to  ns  for  monetary  assistance  from  locations 
infected  with  the  prohibition  craze.  These  applications  have  come  from  members  of 
the  association  as  well  as  from  those  outside  of  onr  organization.  In  no  case  has  the 
eoud  tion  of  our  treasury  admitted  of  our  contributing  anything  in  this  direction, 
though  I  am  convinced  that  no  more  judicions  use  could  have  been  made  of  our  funds 
bad  we  had  them  to  give.  Hoping  that  we  might  be  able  to  strengthen  our  hands  in 
this  respect,  we  prepared  and  sent  out  to  the  entire  trade  of  the  country  an  appeal, 
calling  on  those  in  our  business  to  Join  the  association  and  forward  to  our  treasury 
their  dues,  and  accompanying  this  circular  we  mailed  several  thousand  copies  of  the 
pamphlet  containing  the  report  of  the  proceedings  of  onr  last  annual  meeting,  and  set- 
ting forth  what  the  association  has  accomplished  in  the  past  as  well  as  what  it  pro- 
poses to  do  in  the  future.  The  result  of  this  eftbrt  to  increase  our  membership  fell 
far  short  of  what  we  had  anticipated,  and  th6  additional  dues  received  were  barely 
sufficient  to  meet  the  expense  we  had  incurred  for  printing  and  postage. 

While  onr  membership  has  increased  somewhat  since  the  date  of  onr  last  meeting,  it 
is  still  very  far  from  what  it  shonid  be  to  render  onr  organization  effective  in  thor- 
onghly  guarding  and  advancing  the  interests  of  the  trade,  whenever  they  are  assailed 
or  threatened.  The  records  or  the  government  show  that  of  registered  distillers  and 
licensed  wholesale  dealers  there  are  about  10,000.  Certainly  one-half  of  this  number 
should,  and  I  believe  with  the  proper  effort  could,  be  brought  within  oar  organization. 
A  membership  of  5,000  would  give  us,  in  the  way  of  annual  dues,  at  $10  each,  $50,000, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  extra  assessments  exacted  of  and  cheerfully  paid  by  the  distil- 
lers. With  (50,000  annually  at  our  command,  I  feel  confident  that  the  association 
would  find  little  difficulty  in  staying  the  wave  of  fanaticism  and  intolerance  which,  if 
not  checked,  threatens  to  sweep  over  a  great  portion  of  our  fair  land.  There  would 
no  longer  arise  a  necessity  for  the  calls  that  are  made  with  singular  regularity  upon 
individual  members  of  onr  trade  during  each  recurring  session  of  our  State  legislatures. 
The  fund  thus  equally  and  equitably  derived  from  the  many,  while  it  would  impose  a 
burden  upon  none,  would  prove  a  great  relief  to  those  few  who  have  annually  sns- 
tained  this  tux.  There  wonld  also  be  some  gnarantee  that  the  fui.ds  thus  raised  would 
bo  both  honestly  and  effectively  applied.  I  believe  it  to  be  ihe  mission  of  our  associa- 
tion to  guard  our  business  from  oppressive  and  destructive  State  legislation,  no  less 
than  it  is  its  mission  to  promote  the  enactment  of  friendly  national  laws,  and  defeat, 
so  far  as  possible,  the  passage  of  those  inimical  to  onr  interests  and  our  prosperity.  I 
would,  indeed,  recommend  the  appointment  of  a  special  committee  at  this  meeting  to 
take  cnarge  of  this  work,  and  this  committee  should  be  composed  of  the  most  intelli- 
gent and  trustworthy  members  of  our  association. 

•  .    «  •  ft  ft  •  ft 

Mr.  Pratt,  of  Chicago.  In  pnrsnanco  of  the  recommendations  made  by  the  Presi- 
dent, I  wonld  like  to  offer  this  resolution  : 

**  Jiesolredf  That  appreciating  the  importance  of  enlarging  the  membership  of  this 
association,  and  thereby  enlarging  its  usefulness,  we  fully  indorse  the  recommendation 
of  our  worthy  president,  and  hereby  resolve  ourselves  into  a  committee  of  the  whole 
on  membershii),  and  pledge  our  individual  efforts,  one  and  ali,  to  bringing  members  of 
the  trade  within  our  oi^ganization." 

Mr.  MoiiR,  of  Ohio.  I  move  to  amend  the  resolution  by  saying  that  the  officers  of 
this  association  be  empowered  to  employ  a  person  or  persons  to  solicit  subscriptions  on 
percentage  or  salary. 

Mr.  Stkkn,  of  New  York.  I  wonld  like  to  offer  an  amendment  to  that  amendment, 
as  follows :  "That  a  local  committee  be  appointed  for  each  State  or  town  represented 
in  the  association  with  iiill  authority  to  procure  members.'^  I  am  led  to  this  prin- 
cipally/rom  the  fact  that  the  city  of  New  York,  which  should  have  as  large  a  repre- 
sentation as  any  other  point,  has  about  the  smallest,  and  I  attribute  it  to  the  very 
reason  that  there  is  nobody  there  to  attend  to  it. 
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The  Chair.  We  have  tried  the  first  plan.    We  cau't  do  anything  without  the  local 
inflaence. 

Mr.  Pkatt,  of  Chicago.  I  wonld  only  say  in  support  of  the  resolution  as  I  offere<1  it, 
that  I  have  beard  directly  from  Mr.  Shufeldt,  our  president,  a  few  fac  s  regarding  the 
present  membership  of  the  association.  'There  is  one  gentleman  who,  I  know,  has 
presented  the  names  of  fifty  members  to  this  association.    As  we  have  about  500 
that  gentleman  has  procured  about  one-tenth  of  our  members ;  other  gentlemen  coakl 
have  done  just  as  much,  bat  not  feeling  the  impojtance  of  it,  have  not  given  ir.  the 
necessary  attention.    I  know  the  officers  of  the  association  earnestly  desire  that  thobe 
present  at  this  meeting  should  make  it  their  individual  dury  tu  canvass  their  r.ei^h- 
uors  and  customers,  and  to  get  them  into  the  association.     Our  president  8a\Hwe 
ought  to  have  a  membership  of  5,000,  and  that  with  5,000  members  tbo  result  would 
be  we  would  have  a  repleted  instead  of  a  depleted  trea^uiy,  and  the  association  would 
be  able  to  carry  out  the  sugigestioos  contained  in  his  address.     Without  that  meuilier- 
ship  we  can't  have  such  a  fund,  and  without  that  iund  it  is  impossible  for  ns  to  carry 
out  tl^ose  recommondaiions. 

Q.  Mr.  Shufeldt,  somethingj^  bas  beeu  said  by  Mr.  Atheiton  about  a 
collection  made  at  Louisville  and  forwarded  to  you  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  that  that  j^ou  received! — A.  1  received 
$4,000. 

Q.  Just  $4,000  !— A.  Just  $4,000. 

Q.  Was  there  any  communication  with  it ;  any  letter  accomjianying 
it? — A.  Well,  not  that  I  remember. 

Q.  Who  sent  it  to  you  ? — A.  I  think  Mr.  C.  P.  Moorman.  The  i^- 
mittance  was  by  New  York  exchaiige. 

Q.  Was  he  the  secretary  of  the  meeting  at  Louisville  T — A.  I  do  not 
know;  I  was  not  there, 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  direction  given  at  all  with  it  when  it  came 
to  you  f — A.  I  remember  the  talk  I  had  regarding  it  with  Mr.  Atherton; 
yes. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anything  in  connection  with  the  communication 
when  it  was  transmitted  to  you  I — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  in  your  possession  the  letter  transmitting  it! — A.  Well, 
I  may  have ;  but  1  do  not  really  know,  because  I  do  not  keep  all  those 
things ;  they  are  not  necessary.    I  merely  acknowledge  receipt  of  them. 

Q.  Have  you  no  recollection  at  all  of  the  direction  accompanying  it, 
or  any  indications  given  as  to  what  it  was  to  be  used  for? — A.  AH  that 
I  heard  of  it  was  at  my  visit  in  Louisville. 

Q.  How  long  before  that  had  you  been  in  Louisville  ! — A.  That  I  do 
not  know. 

Q.  Was  your  visit  to  Louisville  in  connection  with  that  business  in 
any  way  ! — ^A.  It  was  in  connection  with  this  first  bill  we  had  here.  1 
went  on  to  see  about  the  feeling — how  they  felt  about  it  as  it  stood. 

Q.  That  was  the  bill  that  Mr.  Carlisle  introduced  early  in  the  ses- 
sion?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  the  bill,  I  suppose,  reported  by  Mr.  Dunnell  with  amend- 
ment ? — A.  Yes ;  but  it  had  beeu  changed  very  much  from  the  time  we 
first  took  hold  of  it. 

Q.  But  that  is  the  bill  you  refer  to  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  went  there  in  the  interest  of  that  bill.  Now,  I  understand 
you  to  say  that  you  had  an  understanding  of  what  the  money  was  to 
be  used  for  there.  What  were  those  understandings! — A.  That  this 
$4,000  should  be  set  aside  for  the  reduction  of  the  tax  by  expending  it. 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  have  conversations  there  on  that  subject  f— 
A.  Mr.  Atherton  particularly. 
,  Q.  Was  it  arranged  between  you  and  him  that  there  should  be  money 
raised  for  that  purpose  in  Louisville? — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  suggest^xl 
that  the  money  be  raised. 

Q.  Was  the  amount  suggested  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Wbat  wa8  it!— A.  I  think  it  was  $5,000, 

Q.  As  Louisville's  proportion  ! — A.  Yes,  sjr. 

Q.  Then  did  you  make  ettbrts  elsewhere  to  raise  money  ? — A.  I  did, 
after  awhile;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Atherton  agreed  to  raise  $5,000,  if  he  could,  or  give  any 
assurance  that  it  would  be  raised  ! — A.  He  gave  an  assurance  that  it 
would  be  raised  ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  remember,  then,  when  the  money  was  sent  that  there 
were  any  directions  at  all  accompanying  it  as  to  what  was  to  be  done 
with  it  ? — A.  I  think  the  money  reached  me  some  time  in  the  latter 
part  of  April. 

Q.  Was  it  not  understood  that  you,  as  president  of  this  association, 
had  charge  of  matters  here? — A.  Yes,  sir.    ^ 

Q.  And  was  it  not  sent  to  aid  in  that  1 — A.  No ;  not  to  aid  in  the 
legislation  then  pending.  It  was  sent  to  get  a  committee  of  people^ 
the  members  of  the  association  and  attorneys  in  Washington,  to  go  oil 
with  the  tax  reduction. 

Q.  Yes ;  but  that  bill  which  you  say  was  pending  at  the  time  you  had 
the  talk  about  the  money,  did  include  a  reduction  of  the  tax,  did  it  not  t 
— A.  I  think  that  was  taken  out  by  the  caucus  convention  on  the  16th 
day  of  April,  wasn't  it  I 

Q.  I  do  not  remember  when  it  was.  But  you  said,  as  I  understood 
you,  that  this  money,  when  you  talked  al)out  it  in  Louisville,  was  witk 
reference  to  the  original  bill,  which  bill  included,  as  Mr.  Wharton  told 
us  the  other  day,  both  the  reduction  of  the  tax  and  the  extension  of 
the  bonded  period.  Now,  was  not  your  conversation  with  these  people 
in  Louisville  at  the  time  that  the  bill  was  pending  and  you  expected  to 
pass  it  ? — A.  Well,  that  I  do  not  know,  sir ;  but  I  do  know  that  this 
money  was  for  the  reduction  of  the  tax.  It  was  to  be  expended  for 
that  onlj*.  and  to  be  set  aside  for  that ;  when  that  occurred  1  cannot 
now  tell,  but  that  was  the  impression  on  my  mind,  and  has  always  been 
so  since. 

Q.  At  what  time  was  this  Republican  caucus  you  speak  of  as  having 
'  decided  not  to  reduce  the  tax  t — A.  I  think  it  was  in  the  middle  of 
April  some  time.    I  don't  remember  the  dat^. 

Q.  Well,  then,  on  the  16th  of  April  this  money  was  raised  in  Louis- 
ville ;  at  least,  the  resolution  was  passed  ! — A.  1  do  not  know  at  what 
time.    I  have  never  seen  that  resolution. 

Q.  Well,  was  it  in  April  that  you  visited  Louisville  f — ^A.  I  think  so^ 

Q.  Was  it  after  the  liepublican  caucus  met  ? — A.  1  think  so,  though. 
I  cannot  now  state ;  these  things  made  no  impression  on  my  mind,  he- 
cause  I  paid  no  attention  to  them. 

Q.  Were  not  you  interested  in  the  extension  of  the  time,  as  well  as 
the  reduction  of  the  tax  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  not  the  western  peo[)le  very  much  provoked  at  the  adop- 
tion of  the  bill,  and  they  would  not  do  anything,  and  it  was  sort  of  an 
offer  made  by  the  Louisville  people  that  if  you  could  jwssibly  get  the 
Northwestern  influence  with  members  of  Congress  and  let  that  bill  go 
on,  then  the  Louisville  people  would  contribute  this  money  to  the  re- 
duction of  the  tax  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  they  raised  this  money  partly  as  hush  money  to  you  j)eople 
ot  the  Northwest  1 — A.  No,  sir  5  it  was  not  hush  money.  It  was  money 
to  be  expended  here,  and  they  would  have  to  expend  "it  afterward. 

Q.  Well,  you  say  they  felt  quite  satisfied  with  having  to  contribute 
to  the  reduction  of  the  tax,  and  they  raised  this  money  to  secure  co- 
operation as  a  trade  between  you  and  them  so  as  to  help  you  carry  the 
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reduction  of  the  tax  ? — A.  They  raised  this  money  for  that  xinrpose  to 
be  expended  in  that  way,  and  that  way  only. 

Q.  That  is  for  the  redaction  of  the  tax  only  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  they  were  not  immediately  interested  in  the  reduction  of 
the  tax  I — A.  1  think  they  were. 

Q.  Well,  why  did  they  want  to  make  a  trade  f — A.  Because  a  good 
many  people  iu  Kentucky,  and  in  the  fine  whisky  business,  were  very 
anxious  to  get  this  bond  bill  through,  and  they  thought  if  the  north- 
western people  opposed  it  they  could  not  get  it  through. 

Q.  Hence  they  raised  money  to  satisfy  the  other  people ;  they  were 
in  good  faith  working  for  the  t*eduction  of  the  tax,  and  at  the  same 
time  they  were  working  for  bonded  extension  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Thereby  hoping  to  induce  your  i)eople  of  the  Northwest  to  favor 
t)onded  extension  ? — A.  Not  to  favor  it ;  but  not  to  do  anything  oppos- 
ing it. 

Q.  This  money  was  not  raised,  according  to  that  statement,  to  help 
the  bill  through,  but  as  a  sort  of  bonus  to  your  people  to  keep  quiet- 
not  to  oppose  it,  as  was  said  awhile  ago.  Was  that  money  raised  to 
help  pass  the  bill,  or  to  help  keep  you  gentlemen  quiet  I — A.  It  was 
to  help  get  the  bill  through  Congress,  reducing  the  tax  on  whisky. 

Q.  And  thereby  to  satisfy  the  people  of  the  Northwest,  who  feel  more 
interest  in  that  than  they  do  in  the  bond  extension.  Was  not  that  it!— 
A.  Well,  I  do  not  see  that  that  changes  it.  That  was  exactly  the  case. 
■These  people  said  that  with  the  influence  of  the  Northwest  they  would 
pay  the  expense  so  far  as  that  could  go  for  the  reduction  of  the  tax,  and 
let  the  bill  go  on  and  be  divided. 

Q.  But  the  understanding  then  was  that  there  should  be  a  bill  intro- 
<luced  for  the  reduction  of  the  tax  f — A.  Oh,  certainly. 

Q.  Why  has  not  that  been  done  f — A.  Because  we  have  been  waiting 
for  this  bonded  bill  to  get  out  of  the  way  first. 

Q.  But  the  two  seemed  to  be  working  in  harm9ny  when  the  friends 
of  the  bonded  bill  raised  money  to  help  the  other  people.    I  do  not  see 
why  they  don't  work  together.     Why  have  you  delayed  so  up  to  this^ 
time! — A.  Well,  we  haven't  delayed  it,  except  at  the  request  of  these* 
fine  whisky  men  that  we  keep  one  side  until  this  bonded  bill  is  passed. 
That  is  the  truth  of  the  matter. 

Q.  So  they  did  want  you  to  bring  it  in  at  some  future  time  when  you 
got  ready  to  bring  it  in  f — A.  That  is  it  exa<;tly. 

Q.  Where  is  that  money  now  ? — ^A.  I  have  it  in  my  possession. 

Q.  You  are  reserving  it  for  the  reduction  f — A.  Yes ;  it  is  set  aside 
separately  for  that  purpose,  and  I  have  it  now ;  every  dollar  of  it 

Q.  Did  you  not  ever  raise  some  money  yourself! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  much  ! — A.  Three  thousand  five  hundred  dollars. 

Q.  Was  that  raised  exclusively  to  procure  the  reduction  of  the  tax  f 
— A.  No,  sir ;  it  was  put  into  my  hands  for  any  purpose  or  uses  I  saw 
fit — prohibition,  or  anything  in  that  line.  We  have  had  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  in  the  Northwestern  States  during  the  last  year  or  two,  and  this 
money  was  raised  for  anything  I  saw  fit,  and  I  have  used  it  mainly  iu 
prohibition. 

Q.  What  time  was  this  money  raised ! — A.  Late  in  Aiiril. 

Q.  Of  this  year  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yofti  say  you  have  used  it  on  the  prohibition  ;  howl — A.  Lhave 
done  it  by  passing  it  through  prohibition  people  who  were  coming  after 
subscriptions  for  prohibition. 

Q.  Do  5'ou  mean  to  help  pass  prohibitoiy  laws  ! — ^A.  No  5  anti-pro- 
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hibitory  laws ;  that  is  what  we  were  after.  We  have  got  to  do  this 
fightiug  all  the  time. 

Q.  Well,  your  answer  was  a  little  indefinite,  becanse  I  have  heard  it 
said  that  the  prohibitory  laws  increase  the  consumption  of  whisky. — 
A.  Well,  I  think  they  do,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  have  really  contributed  to  help  pass  them! — A.  No;  I 
contributed  for  anti-prohibitory  laws. 

Q.  Then,  so  far  as  the  temperance  question  is  concerned,  you  are 
rather  on  the  side  of  temperance  ?  You  think  that  temperance  legis- 
lation increases  consumption,  and  you  have  contributed  money  to 
procure  the  passage  of  laws  that  increase  consumption  f  'Therefore,  I 
suppose  you  are  on  the  side  of  less  drink.  That  is  an  argument,  how- 
ever, I  will  not  ask  you  to  answer.  Now,  Mr.  Shufeldt,  to  whom  did 
you  send  that  money ;  to  legislators,  or  to  anybody  connected  the  with 
legislatures  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  not. 

Q.  Was  it  to  be  used  before  any  legislatures  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  you  use  it,  then ;  in  what  wa>  ? — A.  Well,  we  have  got 
matters;  calling  meetings  and  things  of  that  kind,  publications  of 
anti-prohibition  articles,  &c.  There  is  a  great  many  ways  for  the  use 
of  money  in  that  way. 

Q.  You  have  had  a  good  many  difficulties  of  that  kind  in  the  past, 
have  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  judge  so  from  your  address  before  the  convention.  You  speak, 
in  that  address,  of  the  regularity  with  which  calls  are  made  upon  your 
individual  members  during  each  recurring  session  of  your  State  legis- 
latures.— A.  Yes ;  in  regard  to  sumptuary  laws. 

Q.  In  what  way  are  those  calls  usually  made  ? — A.  We  have  them  by 
subscription.  They  come  in,  x>crhaps,  from  Kentucky,  from  different 
houses  in  the  State.  For  instance,  in  the  State  of  Kansas  we  distribute 
to  several  houses  of  the  larger  class,  and  then  they  distribute  as  they 
see  fit.    We  do  not  know  what  becomes  of  the  money. 

Q.  Are  those  subscriptions  quite  numerous,  as  "a  rulet — A.  Yes; 
^  they  have  to  be  for  the  last  few  years  in  Kansas,  and  in  Ohio  on  ac- 
'  count  of  the  Pond  bill ;  and  then  in  Michigan  we  have  had  a  good  deal 
to  tight,  and  have  spent  a  great  deal  of  money  there. 

Q.  Was  that  money  usually  spent  at  the  time  the  legislature  was  in 
session  f — ^A.  No,  sir ;  it  was  spent  at  other  times. 

Q.  You  call  public  meetings,  and  have  addresses  and  all  that,  but 
how  is  it  used  on  newspapers,  in  what  way  f — A.  It  is  used  in  trade 
newspapers  a  good  deal. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  any  detail  of  the  uses  of  money  to  influence  legis- 
lation, what  State  ! — A.  I  do  not  think  I  have  ever  given  any  money 
for  the  use  of  legislation,  although  I  do  not  know  what  this  committee 
has  to  do  with  this  matter. 

Q.  No ;  perhaps  not  strictly  within  the  rule ;  but  then  a  great  deal 
has  been  said  that  this  charge  w*as  very  unjust,  that  money  was  used 
to  influence  legislation,  and  therefore  I  supposed  you  would  be  glad  to 
say  that  you  never  had  used  it  even  on  any  legislation.  Have  you  in 
any  case  t 

Mr.  G.  C.  Wharton.  We  say  this  charge  is  unjust  and  untrue  as  to 
this  Congress. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Wharton,  you  were  dismissed  Saturday.  I  am 
speaking  to  Mr.  Shufeldt.  Counsel  are  not  testifying  before  this  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Wharton.  Are  they  not  allowed  to  appear  before  this  commit- 
tee by  counsel  f 
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The  Chairman.  !No,  sir. 

Mr.  Wharton.  I  ask  your  pardon,  I  asked  you  tliat  question  in  the 
Marble  Eoom 

The  Chairman.  And  I  distinctly  said  they  would  not  have  counsel, 
but  you  would  be  permitted  to  testify. 

Mr.  (JocKRELL.  Even  if  you  were  counsel  you  could  not  take  any- 
thing out  of  the  mouth  of  the  witness. 

Mr.  Wharton.  I  do  not  mean  to  be  disrespectful,  nor  did  I  mean  to 
testify,  Mr.  Cockrell.  I  merely  meant  to  state  that  this  charge  was  un- 
true. 

The*  Chairman.  I  merely  suggested,  as  kindly  as  I  could,  that  we  did 
not  have  counsel,  because  there  would  be  no  end  of  the  investigation 
if  we  did. 

Mr.  Wharton.  Did  I  not  understand  from  you  that  these  gentlemen 
could  appear  by  their  counsel  f 

The  Chairman.  That  was  an  entire  mistake.  I  said  you  could  be 
here. 

Mr.  Wharton.  Very  well,  I  hope  anything  I  said  will  be  withdrawn 
from  the  notes. 

The  Chairman.  I  did  not  mean  it  as  a  rebuke,  but  did  not  want  you 
to  testify  for  the  witness ;  that  is  all. 

(To  the  witness.)  Have  you,  in  any  ca«e — yon  can  answer  that  ques- 
tion or  not  as  to  State  legislatures — have  you  used  anything  to  influence 
legislation  f 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  But  you  cannot  say  positively  it  was  not  so  used  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  collected  money  in  April,  $3,500  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  that  money  all  been  expended  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  has  been  ? — ^A.  About  $1,400. 

Q.  Have  you  spent  any  p.irt  of  it  in  Washington  t — A.  The  secre- 
tary did  draw  out  of  this  fund  $426,  and  I  came  here  once  during  the 
pendency  of  the  bill,  and  spent  $92. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  Who  is  the  secretary  !  Give  his  name. — A.  D.  G.  Rush,  of  Cbi- 
cago. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  he  send  on  money  liere^  do  you  say  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  he  here  now  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  drew  it  while  he  was  here ! — A.  He  drew  it  while  he  was  here, 
and  paid  his  hotel  bills  when  he  left. 

Q.  That  is  in  addition  to  the  other  $1,400  you  expended,  or  is  that  in- 
clnded  in  the  $1,400  !— A.  No ;  it  is  besides  that. 

Q.  Of  whom  did  you  collect  the  $3,500!— A.  I  got  $1,000  in  Lexing- 
ton, Ky.,  $1,500  in  Cincinnati,  and  $1,000  in  Pennsylvania,  all  from  those 
men  interested  in  the  fine  grades  of  whisky.  I  never  offered  to  collect 
a  cent  from  the  northwestern  distillers,  and  they  have  never  paid  a  cent, 
and  there  has  never  been  an  assessment  made  against  them  by  the  Na- 
tional Distillers'  Association  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  I  do  not  understand  why  it  was  that  while  the  northwestern  peo- 
ple were  interested  in  these  laws  as  well  as  the  others,  that  all  this 
money  should  have  been  collected  from  a  particular  class  of  distillers  I 
— A.  Well,  it  was  to  make  them  stand  by  this  reduction  bill  when  it 
came  up. 

Q.  But  they  had  a  bill  of  their  own  pending  that  you  were  all  inter- 
ested in.    I  do  not  see  why  it  is  that  your  people  in  the  Northwest  should 
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not  have  contributed  some.  There  seems  to  be  a  mystery  about  that  to 
me.  I  do  not  quite  get  at  the  bottom  of  it. — ^A.  They  have  never  been 
called  upon. 

Q.  Why  not! — A.  Because  we  did  mot  want  any  more  money  than 
we  had.    I  could  have  collected  more  money.  .       » 

Q.  Yes ;  but  you  collect^l  this  money  in  the  South  and  in  Pennsyl- 
vania. You  needed  money ;  then  why  didn't  you  call  upon  the  other  class 
of  distillers  ? — A.  We  did  not  need  any  great  amount  of  money ;  at  that 
time  we  did  know  what  this  was  going  to  cost.  I  wanted  to  make  these 
men  pay  up,  and  I  merely  applied  to  the  fine  whisky  men. 

Q.  Do  I  understand,  then,  that  the  men  who  wanted  the  bonded  bill 
l)aid  up  because  they  were  afraid  of  opposition  to  their  bill  from  the    / 
other  class  of  distillers! — A.  Yea,  sir;  they  were  afraid. 

Q.  And  the  contribution  was  made  for  that  purpose,  then,  to  satisfy 
those  other  people  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  arrangement  as  to  when  that  other  bill  will  be  in- 
troduced!— A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  No  understanding  about  that ! — A.  No,  sir.  We  are  watching  it 
now  very  carefully,  and  we  will  have  a  committee  of  our  i)eople  here 
just  as  soon  as  it  is  necessary  to  take  steps  toward  it. 

Q.  But  there  is  no  antagonism  between  the  two  bills — no  reason  why 
they  should  not  go  together,  is  there ! — A.  We  thought  so  when  we 
framed  it,  but  the  Republican  caucus  sat  down  on  us,  and  we  dropped 
it. 

Q.  Well,  they  will  sit  down  on  this  separate  bill  just  as  well, — A.  I 
do  not  know  whether  they  will  or  not.  We  may  be  able  to  get  this  in 
the  shape  of  an  amendment.  It  is  very  necessary  this  reduction  of  the 
tax  should  be  passed.  People  have  no  knowledge  of  it.  The  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 4lo  not  know  any- 
thing about  it.  Heretofore  we  have  had  a  very  large  business  in  alco- 
hol for  home  uses  in  the  industries,  the  arts  and  sciences,  and  on  this 
we  are  taxed  ninety  cents  per  gallon.  Ninety  cents  a  gallon  on  the 
alcohol  makes  $1.72.  Now,  if  a  man  buys  three  or  four  pounds  of  shel- 
lac gum,  at  fifty  centB  a  ])0und,  and  puts  it  into  a  gallon  of  alcohol,  he 
has  gQ\  his  varnish  up  to  $3.75  a  gallon,  and  the  consequence  is  he 
cannot  make  it.  That  is  why  we  wanted  the  tax  reduced.  For  the 
last  year  we  could  not  export  to  Germany  unless  we  paid  a  bonus,  on 
account  of  the  very  great  quantity  of  potatoes  in  Germany,  and  there- 
fore cheap  alcohol.  Instead  of  being  forced  to  send  the  alcohol  to  Ger- 
many, if  we  could  get  a  reduction  of  the  tax  to  fifty  cents,  which  on  the 
alcohol  gallon  is  $1.72,  we  could  use  all  this  alcohol,  where  we  are  now 
forced  to  export,  in  the  industries  of  the  West,  and  for  that  interest  I 
appeared  here. 

Q.  You  think  there  is  more  necessity  for  the  reduction  of  the  tax 
than  the  extension  of  the  bonded  period  ! — A.  I  do  in  one  way.  It  is 
more  benefit  to  our  trade.  But  here  are  our  customers  all  loaded  down, 
from  Maine  to  Galveston,  with  these  abominable  Kentucky  whiskies. 
They  are  loaded  down ;  and  day  before  yesterday,  Saturday,  I  got  a 
telegram  from  Boston  that  another  customer  there  had  failed  becjiusc 
he  was  loaded  down  with  these  Kentucky  whiskies ;  and  that  is  al- 
ready three  calls  we  have  had  in  two  weeks,  and  we  are  gerting  tired 
of  it. 

Q.  Is  your  trade  in  any  worse  condition  from  the  over  supply  of 
Kentucky  whiskies,  as  you  call  them,  than  it  has  ever  been  before! — 
A.  I  suppose  the  trade  are,  but  the  distillers  not.    If  the  distillers  had 
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the  whiskies  I  would  not  care ;  but  they  are  makiug  our  customers  suf- 
fer, and  we  suffer. 

Q.  What  is  your  understanding  of  the  quantity  of  whisky  the  dis- 
tillers have  ? — A.  Unless  we  get  this  bonded  bill  passed  they  will  flood 
us  with  33,000,000  gallons  in  1884.  They  have  never  taken  out  over 
7,000,000  or  8,000,000  gallons  a  year,  and  therefore  they  wiil  take  out 
five  or  six  years'  supply  in  one  year, 

Bv  Mr.  IIawley  : 
Q.  That  is  two  years  ahead? — A.  Xo,  sir;  they  are  unloading  their 
goods  now  to  get  rid  of  them. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  speak  of  the  distillers  not  having  them  on  hand.  What 
proportion  do  the  distillers  have  to  the  traders  ? — A.  Oh,  they  have  sold 
tliem  off.  If  John  M,  Atherton  here  had  his  90,000  barrels  of  whisky 
we  would  be  safe.  Instead  of  that  their  customers  have  got  them,  aud 
we  have  got  to  suffer. 

Q.  To  what  do  you  attribute  that  condition  of  things  ? — A.  Well, 
sir,  to  the  Carlisle  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Just  as  I  do. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  That  is  the  extension  of  bond  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  no  doubt  about 
that,  but  how  are  we  going  to  get  out  of  it  now  !  The  only  way  we 
can  get  out  of  it  is  to  extend  the  time  so  long  as  to  save  such  ware- 
houses. They  never  can  unload.  They  keep  them  in  there.  They 
have  done  that ;  nearly  all. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  There  was  no  trouble  under  the  law  of  1868  so  far  as  accumula- 
tions were  concerned  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  because  they  had  to  take  them  out, 
I  think,  at  the  expiration  of  one  year. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  these  sales  have  been  made ;  have  the  distillers 
sent  agents  over  the  country  to  traders  to  sell  them  ! 

The  Witness.  These  Kentucky  goods  I 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

A,  Yes ;  they  have  been  trying  that  now  for  two  years  from  one  to 
another  until  everybody  has  got  them. 

A.  What  were  the  arguments  used  t  Now,  j'ou  are  in  the  business 
and  know.  What  arguments  were  used  to  induce  purchasers  to  so 
large  an  amount! — A.  I  do  not  know.  It  was  past  Unding  out  to  me. 
I  knew  it  would  break,  and  never  owned  a  barrel  of  it,  and  didn't  want 
any  one  else  to,  but  they  were  foolish  enough  to  get  them,  and,  as  I  say, 
we  have  lost  three  customers  within  as  many  weeks. 

Q.  What  will  be  the  effect  if  the  whole  amonnt  is  thrown  upon  the 
market ! — A.  No  effect  at  all,  except  to  stop  our  works. 

Q.  You  cannot  afford  to  compete  with  the  whiskies  that  would  be 
turnea  loose  ? — A.  They  would  sell  at  a  less  price,  probably,  than  we 
could  make  similar  whiskies  for. 

Q.  What  is  the  number  of  the  membership  of  your  organization  f — 
A.  It  is  very  small  this  year.  We  used  to  have  a  membership  of  four 
or  five  hundred,  but  this  year  they  fell  out ;  didn't  pay  their  dues. 

Q.  What  were  the  dues ! — A.  Ten  dollars  on  the  wholesale  dealer, 
and  $20  on  a  house  of  a  certain  class,  and  $30  for  the  largest  amount 
paid  by  the  distiller. 

Q.  You  say  you  raised  $3,500  in  April.     Have  you  raised  any  other 
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money  within  a  year  I — A.  Xo,  sir ;  there  has  never  been  any  other 
money  raised  at  all. 

Q.  That  is  the  total  amonnt  you  have  received  ? — ^A.  Yes^  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  in  addition  to  the  regular  dues ;  is  it  contributions  outside 
of  the  regular  dues  f — A,  This  money  was  sent  me,  and  raised  b^-  me, 
for  use  by  me,  outside  of  the  National  Distillers'  Association. 

Q.  What  amount  has  the  National  Distillers'  Association  raised ! — A. 
When  I  was  in  Cincinnati,  Mr.  Stevens  told  me  he  had  collected  for  the 
whole  year  $1,800,  and  I  knew  that  the  expenses  for  the  past  year  were 
as  much  as  that,  if  not  more ;  and  I  thought  he  could  not  have  any- 
thing in  the  treasury.  And  1  was  astonished  when  he  said  the  other 
day  he  had  $1,300,  which  he  said  he  had  collected  by  drafts. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 
Q.  That  is  the  admission  fees  ? — A.  Yes,  made  in  the  form  of  drafts. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  special  efforts  to  increase  your  organization  I 
— A.  No,  sir ;  we  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  spent  any  time  in  W^a^hington. since  this  bill  has  been 
pending  f 

The  Witness.  The  bill  5656  ! 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  not  been  doing  anything  about  it ! — A.  I  have  not  been 
here  since  it  was  drawn,  except  one  day.  I  came  on  to  consult  with 
gentlemen,  and  was  called  home  at  night  by  telegram. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  about  any  effort  to  get  employment  here  by 
any  person  ! — A.  No ;  no  one  never  came  to  me  in  any  shape  or  man- 
ner. 

Q.  Have  you  any  information  from  others  on  that  point  f — A.  No,  sir; 
I  have  not.  I  have  not  been  here  since  the  5th  or  6th  day  of  Febru- 
ary'. When  1  left  here,  the  original  bill — that  is  the  bill  where  we  had 
all  these  different  matters  in,  helping  all  the  different  interests,  includ- 
ing one  or  two  that  I  have  not  stated  to  you — we  prepared  the  bill  after 
two  or  three  weeks,  hard  work,  ten  of  us,  and  we  could  not  get  it  right, 
and  we  worked  and  worked  and  worked,  and  finally  got  it  into  the  Ways 
and  Means  committee-room  perfected,  and  then  I  went  off.  I  have 
never  seen  a  member  of  the  House  on  either  of  the  bills.  I  have  nev^er 
spoken  to  a  member  of  Congress,  nor  to  anybody  else  except  just  mem- 
bers of  the  committee. 

Q.  You  are  a  member  of  the  Export  Association  too  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  read  Mr.  Miller's  testimony  on  that  point! — A.  No,  sir; 
I  heard  it. 

Q.  Does  he  state  the  facts  as  you  understand  them  f — A.  Perfectly. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  no  doubt  he  states  it  correctly. 

The  Witness.  Yes ;  and  our  house  paid  a  very  large  portion  of  that 
assessment,  and  we  not  being  exporters  did  not  have  anything  to  do 
with  getting  it  back. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  more  than  he  was  able  to  give  us  as  to  the  dis- 
position of  the  late  assessments  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  brought  it  down  to  a  certain  i)oint,  and  had  not  the  later  re- 
turns?— A.  No,  sir;  every  statement  he  made,  I  think,  was  perfectly 
true. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 
Q.  That  first  bill  embraced  the  extension  of  the  bonded  period,  and 
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also  the  reduction  of  the  tax,  did  it  not? — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  embraced  a 
still  more  important  thing  than  that,  we  think. 

Q.  What  was  tliat  f — A.  That  was  the  vinegar  clause.  I  have  been 
down  here  three  or  four  years  on  that  matter,  and  never  been  able  to 
get  it  through. 

Q.  What  was  the  point  desired  in  that ! — A.  The  point  desired  in 
that  was  to  get  a  return  of  the  law  as  it  was  in  1868,  I  think,  by  which 
a  vinegar  factory  nor  anybody  else  could  manu  Picture  except  from 
spirits  distilled  by  an  authorized  distilleiy.  Now  the  law  is  such  that 
a  vinegar  factory  can  make  spirits  just  as  well  as  we  can,  and  they  just 
get  up  an  apparatus  right  alongside  of  us.  We  have  to  pay  90  cents 
tax,  all  the  supervision,  kej'S  and  seals,  and  everything  that  a  revenue 
man  can  invent  ;  and  they  run  upon  that  and  have  nothing  to  pay — 
not  the  slightest  thing. 

Q.  How  do  you  say  they  make  spirits  f — A.  They  make  spirits  by 
distillation. 

Q.  The  same  as  you  do ! — A.  The  same  as  we  do,  except  the  still  is 
not  precisely  of  the  same  sort.  1  came  down  here  two  years  ago,  and 
brought  letters  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Cleans  from  all  the  dif- 
ferent collectors  of  the  country.  1  bad  one  from  3Ir.  Harvey,  collector 
at  Chicago,  also,  and  Mr.  Harvey  told  me  he  had  again  found  spirits  in 
a  vinegar  factory  in  Chicago  that  measured  73  to  94  per  cent.  That 
was  one  point  that  we  were  after  in  that  bill. 

Q.  Why  do  they  ihanufacture  it ;  for  the  purpose  of  making  vinegar! 
— A.  Yes,  sir;  for  the  purpose  of  makiug  vinegar ;  but  we  were  afraid 
they  would  use  it  for  something  else. 

Q.  Well,  I  mean  ostensibly  they  manufactured  it  for  making  vine 
garf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  large  quantity- of  that  manufactured? — A.  Yes;  a 
very  large  quantity. 

Q.  Where  is  it  manufactured  mostly?— A.  All  over  the  country, 
wherever  they  can  buy  corn. 

Q.  Is  it  manufactured  out  of  corn  ? — A.  Yes ;  out  of  corn,  just  pre- 
cisely as  we  make  our  whisky. 

Q.  Just  what  process  do  they  i)ut  it  through  to  make  vinegar  f — A. 
They  merely  run  it  through  generators,  heated  with  shavings  or  some 
thing;  that  is  known  as  alcohol  vinegar;  it  is  known  as  the  best  vine- 
gar made ;  and  what  we  were  trying  to  make  them  do  was  to  buy  the 
alcohol  from  us,  upon  which  we  pay  the  tax,  and  let  them  make  vine- 
gar out  of  that,  and  thereby  take  off  some  of  this  surxdus  that  we  were 
trying  to  get  out  of  the  country. 

Q.  I  do  not  understand  how  they  make  vinegar  out  of  it. 

Mr.  Hawley.  Please  give  the  committee  a  brief  statement  of  that 
vinegar  process. 

Mr.  CocKBELL.  Before  this  law  now,  how  did  they  make  vinegar  ? 

A,  They  would  come  to  us  and  buy  their  high  wines,  buy  fifty  barrels 
or  less,  and  they  would  take  them  out  and  reduce  them  with  water  until 
they  got,  for  instance,  ten  to  thirteen  i>er  cent,  in  the  water ;  they  mix 
that  together,  and  then  they  put  it  in  large  tanks  that  are  heated  ;*  they 
heat  themselves  by  fermentation  of  shavings,  and  they  i)ass  that  spirit 
through  from  ten  to  thirteen  degrees,  and  that  produces  what  is  known 
as  thirty  or  forty  grain  vinegai*,  which  are  the  usual  vinegars  of  com- 
merce.   But  Mr.  Atherton  is  more  familiar  than  1  am  with  that  process. 

Mr.  John  M.  Atherton.  Yes ;  that  is  the  old  process.  Now,  when 
alcohol  is  concentrated  up  towards  proof,  then  it  is  i)ermanent  and  stable 
in  its  composition  and  character ;  but  when  it  is  diluted  with  water 
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dowD  to  the  point  tbat  Mr.  Schnfeldt  indicates,  probablj'  ten  or  twelve 
per  cent,  strength,  then  that  alcohol  is  so  diluted  that  it  undergoes  a 
chemical  change  and  passes  into  acetic  acid.  That  is  one  of  the  ene- 
mies of  distillation,  the  tendency  incurred  to  pass  it  into  acetic  acid. 
That  is  the  great  enemy  of  the  distiller  in  the  manufacture  of  whisky. 

By  3Ir.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  Then  we  understand  that  process.  How  much  had  they  purchased 
of  your  distillations  before  this  law  took  effect  ? — A.  (T>y  Mr.  8chufeldt.) 
It  was  a  large  quantity. 

Q.  Since  the  passage  of  the  subsequent  bill,  the  present  law,  how  do 
these  vinegar  manufacturers  operate  f — A.  They  operate  just  exactly  as 
we  do;  they  mash  their  grain  and  ferment  it,  and  get  their  spirit  out  of 
it  precisely  as  we  do,  and  jjay  no  tax. 

Q.  Is  there  any  prohibition  or  restriction  upon  that  f  They  can  manu- 
facture any  quality  of  alcohol  they  desire;  cannot  they  put  it  into  vine- 
gar ? — A.  Xo,  sir;  they  cannot;  but  they  are  found  with  it  all  the  time 
on  their  hands. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  any  restriction  upon  the  strength 
of  alcohol  they  are  permitted  to  manufacture  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is,  sir;  they  say  not.  These  goods  that  I  was  telling  you  al>out, 
seized  three  weeks  ago  at  Chicago,  were  from  seventy-three  to  ninety- 
four  per  cent.,  were  released ;  no  law  could  hold  them. 

Q.  Then  they  dilute  them  with  water  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then,  really,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  them  from  making  just 
as  good  alcohol  as  you  do  ? — A.  Just  as  good ;  just  as  good  spirits,  not 
as  good  alcohol,  because  they  cannot  reach  so  high  proof. 

Q.  Well,  spirits,  just  the  same  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  then  they  dilute  it,  and  make  vinegar  ? 

Mr.  John  M.  Atherton.  Yes.  One  word  in  further  explanation. 
You  see  the  alcohol,  the  whisky  of  commerce,  is  brought  to  its  standard 
strength  of  proof  both  by  the  system  of  evaporation  and  condensation, 
elimiimting  the  water  out  of  the  alcohol  by  the  mechanical  fact  that 
alcohol  evaporates  at  a  lower  temperature  tlnn  water.  I  think  there 
is  in  the  present  law  a  provision  that  prohibits  the  manufacture  of  vin- 
egars from  condensed  spirit  above  a  certain  proof,  but  thei-e  is  nobody 
to  watch,  and  they  have  got  the  machinery  to  do  it,  and  nobody  around, 
and  if  they  see  proper  to  make  that  spirit  up  to  lUO,  or  above,  they 
could  do  so. 

Mr.  IIawley.  That  alcohol  they  make  as  well  as  yourself? 

Mr.  Atherton.  Yes ;  I  do  not  know  that  they  do,  but  that  is  the 
method  of  doing  it.  It  is  only  a  question  of  whether  they  continue  the 
condensation  of  the  alcohol  to  a  ))oint  that  is  tit  for  use. 

Q.  Then,  what  you  desire  concerning  these  vinegar  factories  is  that 
they  sball  be  forbidden  to  make  alcohol  by  distillation? 

Mr.  Atherton.  ]^o,  sir ;  not  forbidden.  What  we  want  is  that  they 
shall  be  as  liable  to  tax  as  men  who  make  varnish,  shellac,  &c.,  are. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  any  of  the  distillations  of 
the  vinegar  companies  have  been  sold  as  spirits! — A.  (By  Mr.  Schu- 
feldt.)  We  know  there  have.  I  have  had  letters  from  coHectors  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country  where  they  had  seized  them ;  I  think  this 
is  the  third  or  fourth  lot  they  have  seized  in  Chicago. 

Q.  What  did  they  do  witli  them  when  they  had  seized  them  ! — A. 
Well,  tliev  were  released. 
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Q.  Finally  released  ? — A.  Finally  released,  because  there  wa^i  no  law 
to  hold  thein. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  about  the  money  that  you  had  expended,  of  which 
you  spoke  there  in  your  address,  in  regard  to  prohibition  measures.  You 
spoke  of  getting  orders  from  Kansas,  and  so  on.  Now,  from  whom  do 
tliose  orders  come  ?    Take  for  exami)le  Kansas  or  Ohio. 

The  Witness.  For  money  ? 

Mr.  CocKRELL.  Yes. 

A.  Well,  they  come  from  customers. 

Q.  They  come  from  men  you  deal  with  ?-.-A.  They  demand  it  of  us. 

Q.  And  they  say  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  proceedings ;  has 
any  of  it  been  raised  for  the  jiurpose  of  contesting  the  laws  in  the 
courts? — A.  Yes,  sir;  there  has  been  in  Ohio  an  effort  to  defeat  the 
Pond  bill. 

Q.  Well,  in  Kansas  I  know  there  is  a  great  deal  of  litigation. — A. 
The  probability  is  that  this  money  was  spent  in  elections  the  same  as 
it  would  be  done  now  in  Iowa ;  this  election  comes  off,  I  think,  on  the 
27th  of  June,  upon  the  constitutionality  of  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  spirits  in  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Q.  lias  any  of  the  money  been  expended  in  the  publication  of  arti- 
cles on  that  question  f — A.  Y'es,  sir ;  tra<le  articles. 

Q.  Has  any  money  ever  been  expended,  so  far  as  you  know,  to  affect 
the  action  of  legislatures  or  of  Congress  f 

The  Witness.  In  Washington  City  ! 

Mr.  CoCKEELL.  I  mean  State  legislatures  or  Congress. 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  of  a  dollar. 

Q.  I  mean  to  affect  the  action  of  a  legislature  after  it  has  a^sembleil 
to  enact  laws  f — A.  I  do  not  know  what  becomes  of  the  money  after  it 
leaves  our  hands;  when  it  gets  out  of  the  State  it  is  four  or  live  hun- 
dred miles  away  from  us ;  but  we  have  never  spent  a  single  dime  in 
Washington. 

Q.  And  never  raised  money  for  that  i)urpose  f — A.  Xo,  sir ;  not  a  dol- 
lar. 

Q.  And  have  employed  no  persons  here  ? — A.  None  but  officers  of  the 
association  and  executive  committee.  We  have  had  them  here  from 
April.  , 

Q.  Were  they  paid  salaries  for  coming  here,  or  only  expenses  ! — A. 
The  secretary's  salary  will  most  probably  absorb  all  the  dues,  and  we 
have  to  go  outside  to  get  the  balance.  I  had  a  committee  of  ten  with 
me  this  spring.  Mr.  Atherton  was  one  of  them,  but  he  swore  the  other 
day  he  did  not  collect  his  dues.  Under  the  rules  he  is  entitled  to  send 
in  his  bill,  and  it  would  have  been  audited  and  paid.  All  the  rest  of 
them  have  been  paid. 

Q.  For  his  legitimate  expenses  ? — A.  Yes.  Some  of  them  were  paid, 
and  perhaps  $1,000  of  it  is  still  due.  I  do  not  know  what  it  did  cost  to 
come  here. 

Q.  Now,  these  bills  that  were  sent  in,  was  there  anything  more  than 
what  would  be  the  ordinary  legitimate  expenses  f — A.  No,  sir ;  not  a 
thing.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  charge  us  with  living  at  Welckcr  s 
or  at  the  hotel.  We  live  at  the  hotel  and  dine  at  Welckei-'s.  It  is  ex- 
pensive business.    There  is  another  matter  regarding  this  bill. 

Mr.  CocKKELL.  Go  on  and  explain  it. 

A.  W^e  have  been  exporters  of  alcohol  very  largely  in  the  Northwest, 
as  Mr.  Miller  said  here,  up  to  a  great  nmny  million  gallons  heretofore, 
because  the  crops  of  Europe  were  short.  Now,  we  can  do  that  no  more, 
because  Germany  has  been  a  favored  nation  with  France,  and  France 
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has  allowed  ber  alcohol  to  come  in  there  at  fifteen  franca  per  hectoliter; 
but  France  has*  charged  us  when  we  sent  alcohols  in  there  thirty  francs 
per  hectoliter,  thus  discriminating  against  us  while  we  had  in  this  bill 
a  clause  that  if  the  Pres^ident  of  the  United  States  found  that  France 
had  accepted  us  as  one  of  her  most  favored  nations,  that  our  Congress 
would  reduce  the  import  duty  on  imported  spirits  a  half  dollar  a  gallon. 
That,  we  thought,  would  appease  France,  and  we  had  seen  the  French 
minister,  and  had  had  a  delegation  in  the  Chambers  of  Paris  regarding 
it,  and  they  said  they  thought  France  would  accept ;  but  that  was  also 
stricken  out  of  our  bill.  We  did  not  get  anything.  Those  were  two 
important  points  for  the  commerce  of  our  country. 

Q.  So  that  you  were  not  on  equality  in  exporting  your  distillations 
'to  Germany  with  France ;  you  were  not  on  an  equality  with  France? — 
A.  We  were  not  on  an  equality  with  Germany.  We  could  send  the 
spirits  into  France,  but  we  had  to  pay  the  difference.  France  charges 
us  thirty  francs  a  hectoliter  and  only  charged  Germany  fifteen  fraucs 
per  hectoliter.  So  that  our  alcohol  imported  into  France  had  to  pay 
double  the  duty,  and,  consequently,  Germany  could  beat  us. 

Q.  France  has  been  the  place  where  you  exported  it  to  then  ! — A. 
Yes ;  but  not  a  gallon  of  it  has  remained  in  Fj  ance.  They  ship  it  in 
bond  along  down  the  Mediterranean. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  would  that  tax  be  per  gallon  f  You  use  a  term  I  am  not 
familiar  with. — A.  A  hectoliter  is  about  twenty-six  gallons.  France 
charged  Germany  fifteen  francs  and  charged  us  thirty  francs.  I  want 
to  speak  to  you  about  another  matter,  Mr.  Chairman.  We  have  been 
detectives  for  the  goverument  in  every  instance.  Whenever  we  could 
find  anything  we  always  reported  it  to  the  department.  We  have 
brought  the  officers  and  distillers  to  working  in  a  very  harmonious 
manner,  and  everything  with  that  association  has  been  done  for  the 
correction  of  crude  laws  and  worse  regulations.  Last  year  I  reported 
to  the  Internal  Kevenue  Bureau  that  1  ha<l  found  that  fhey  were  bring- 
ing alcohol  into  this  country,  a«  shellac  varnishes,  a  great  deal  cheaper 
than  our  people  could  make  them.  I  came  to  Washington  myself  at 
my  own  expense.  I  went  to  New  York,  inquired  everywhere;  could 
not  find  anybody  in  New  York  that  could  handle  it,  or  in  the  Treasury 
Department  at  Washington.  I  finally  got  a  detective  out  of  the  cus- 
tom-house at  Chicago,  and  we  found  they  were  buying  American  alco- 
hols, exporting  them  into  Canada,  put  a  little  gum  shellac  into  them, 
and  bring  them  back  under  our  tariff  itself  as  shellac  varnishes  at  a 
very  much  less  rate  than  our  alcohol  men  could  make  them ;  but  I  suc- 
ceeded after  hard  work  in  getting  every  one  of  them  seized,  and  stopped 
it.  Now,  that  is  the  class  of  work  we  are  doing  all  the  time,  and  do  it 
well. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  No  effort  to  evade  the  action  of  the  laws  of  Congress,  but  you 
have  been  assisting  them  all  the  way  through  t 

Mr.  William  H.  Thomas.  I  want  to  state,  to  have  it  as  a  part  of 
the  proceedings,  that  the  first  bill  drawn  by  the  committee  here  pro- 
vided for  a  reduction  of  fifty  cents  a  gallon  upon  brandies.  The  duty 
now  on  French  brandies  imported  from  France  is  two  dollars  a  gallon, 
and  the  first  bill  ]>rovides  that  it  should  be  reduced  to  one  dollar  and 
fifty  cents.  The  object  of  that  was,  we  were  informed  by  the  State 
Department  and  by  the  legation  in  France,  that  if  this  duty  could  be 
reduced  to  this  country,  then  France  would  be  more  liberal  in  relation 
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to  oar  exported  alcohol.  I  wish  that  to  be  thoroughly  uudcrsUod  by 
the  committee  that  the  first  bill  provided  for  that,  and  that  bill  was 
changed. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  As  I  understand,  that  bill  was  changed ;  all  those  features  stricken 
out,  and  it  was  made  simply  an  extension  of  the  bonded  period  ? 
Mr.  Thomas.  That  was  all. 

By  Mr.  Hawley: 

Q.  How  much  brandy  do  we  import!  I  should  think  we  should  lose 
•considerable  by  taking  the  tax  off  French  brandy. 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir ;  our  importations  of  brandy  are  very  light  in- 
deed. They  do  not  amount  to  much,  and  we  export  a  great  deal  the 
other  way. 

Mr.  John  M.  Atherton.  I  will  say  to  General  Hawley  that  it  is  be- 
lieved if  the  bond  period  is  extended,  so  that  we  can  age  Kentucky 
whiskies  at  a  moderate  price,  the  old  whiskies  will  entirely  supersede 
the  use  of  French  brandy,  and  be  exported,  and  that  is  one  object  we 
have  in  mind,  to  seei£jwe  cannot  build  up  a  trade  in  export  goods. 


Thursday,  June  8, 1882. 
J.  Hawthorne  Hill  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Mr.  Hill,  where  is  your  residence  ? — ^Answer.  Louisville,  Ky. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  t — ^A.  Journalist.  I  am  the  city  editor  of 
the  Louisville  Commercial,  a  daily  morning  newspaper. 

Q.  Did  you  have  an  interview  with  Mr.  Atherton  on  the  subject  of 
his  mission  here  in  the  passage  of  the  funding  bill  relating  to  whisky  in 
bond! — A.  I  had  an  interview  with  him  on  the  general  subject  of  the 
bill  and  its  passage  before  the  Senate. 

Q.  Did  you  publish  that  interview  in  the  Louisville  Commercial? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Of  April  28,  1882  ?— A.  I  think  that  is  the  date. 

Q.  What  have  you  to  say  as  to  the  correctness  or  otherwise  of  the 
report  of  Mr.  Atherton's  statements? — A.  I  believe  it  to  be  a  correct 
statement  as  published,  and  have  had  no  reason  since  to  thiuk  other- 
wise. 

Q.  I  will  call  your  attention  to  one  clause  in  it  specially.  You  pur- 
port to  ask  the  question,  "Are  there  no  other  sources  of  opposition?'' 
To  which  Mr.  Atherton  replies : 

There  is  a  very  strong  one  that  I  have  not  zuentioned,  said  Mr.  Atherton.    The 
'^Carlisle  biU''  it  was  intended  to  put  through  Congress  upon  its  merits.    A  delegation 
of  distillers  and  dealers  went  to  Washington  early  in  the  session  to  consider  what 
legislation  was  needed  for  the  protection  of  their  interests,  and,  after  several  confer- 
encesy  agreed  npon  the  present  bill.    A  number  of  lobbyist49  approached  that  delega- 
tion, of  which  I  happened  to  be  a  member,  and  suggested  that  their  services  might  be 
of  material  benefit  to  us,  but  all  their  offers  of  assistance  were  refused.    Some  of  the 
lobbyists  at  once  began  to  boa^t  publicly  that  they  tould  and  would  kill  the  bill.    It 
is  to  this  source  that  I  think  can  be  traced  the  sensation  of  the  New  York  Herald.    It 
was  also  hinted  that  unless  certain  influential  newspaper  correspondents  at  the  capita- 
were  well  feed — say,  at  1^1,000  apiece — they  would  greatly  damage  our  cause.  Mr.  Shiil 
feldt,  president  of  the  National  Distillers'  Association,  who  is  now  in  Washington,  has 
freqnently  written  to  me  that  there  was  danger  from  a  coalition  of  these  unemployed 
lobbyists  and  unfeed  correspondents,  and  I  have  been  watching  all  along  for  just  such 
publications  as  the  one  that  has  just  appeared  charging  that  a  gigantic  swindle  is  at 
the  bottom  of  all  this  legislation  asked  for. 
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Have  yoa  any  desire,  npon  thinking  of  it,  to  change  the  report  of 
Mr.  Atherton's  statements  which  yoa  made  in  the  paper  f    If  so,  what  f 

A.  I  have  no  desire,  sir,  to  make  any  change. 

Q.  Did  he  state  to  yoa  the  names  of  any  of  the  men  to  whom  he 
thought  this  opposition  was  attributable  f — A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  Did  he  indicate  the  name  of  any  newspaper  that  he  thought  waa 
intinenced  in  that  way  except  the  Herald! — A.  No,  sir.  The  Herald 
was  mentioned  in  this  connection  because  we  had  republished  from  the 
Herald  two  or  three  long  articles  which  had  been  referred  to  in  the  early 
part  of  the  interview. 

Q.  Are  yon  quite  certain  that  he  said  some  of  the  lobbyists  boasted 
that  they  would  kill  the  bill  if  they  were  not  feedt — A.  I  understood 
Mr.  Atherton  to  say  that  he  had  heard  that  they  had  boasted  they 
would  kill  the  bill  or  help  defeat  it. 

Q.  But  he  did  not  mention  any  names! — A.  No  names. 

Q.  Did  he  mention  any  names  of  correspondents  who  would  probably 
damage  the  cause  if  not  feed  ? — A.  No  names. 

Q.  You  stated  it  then  as  nearly  as  you  could  in  his  own  language 
here!  It  appears  to  be  quoted. — A.  I  tried  to  use  phrases  which  were 
his.  The  conversation  was  much  longer  than  could  be  printed  entirely 
in  one  newspaper  article. 

Q.  Would  the  conversation  ui>on  these  i)oints,  in  your  judgment,  if 
published  in  full,  give  any  other  impression  than  the  one  you  gave  in 
this  interview  ? — A.  It  would  have  no  other  impression  upon  myself. 

Q.  Could  you,  from  that  conversation,  in  any  way  put  us  upon  the 
inquiry  that  would  lead  to  the  names  of  the  persons  or  other  newspa- 
X>ers  than  the  Herald!  Was  there  anything  in  that  conversation  from 
which  you  could  ascertain  who  he  meant  further  than  is  expressed, 
here  ! — A.  I  could  not. 

Mr.  Hawxet.  You  know  what  we  are  inquiring  about  here  just  as 
well  as  the  committee  does.  If  you  have  any  information  to  help  us  to 
discover  any  wrongdoing  which  involves  fraud  in  connection  with  this 
bill,  I  would  be  glwl  to  have  you  state  it. 

The  Witness.  You  mean  wrong-doing! 

Mr.  Hawley.  In  connection  with  the  legislation,  I  mean  to  say  any- 
thing that  affects  the  purity  of  legislation  in  any  respect. 

A.  Outside  of  the  interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Atherton,  I  know  of  no- 
facts  in  connection  with  the  matter  whatever.  I  attempted  to  give  in 
this  interview  the  substance  of  our  entire  conversation.  I  have  given 
no  thought  and  no  attention  to  the  subject  further  than  this. 

The  Chairman.  If  Mr.  Atherton  desires  to  ask  you  any  questions,  as. 
it  is  a  difiterent  case  from  the  ordinary  one,  we  shall  give  him  the  priv- 
ilege. 

Mr.  John  M.  Atherton.  What  I  desire  to  say  to  the  committee  is 
that,  as  some  question  of  veracity,  probably,  and  certainly  of  accuracy 
of  memory,  ha.s  been  raised  between  Mr.  Hill  and  myself,  I  should  like 
to  ask  Mr.  Hill  a  few  questions. 

The  Chairman.  All  we  want  to  get  at  is  the  exact  facts. 

Mr.  Atherton.  The  question  I  desire  to  ask  Mr.  Hill,  with  reference 
to  the  interview,  is  something  as  follows:  Where  did  the  conversation 
with  me  occur  that  you  reported  as  an  interview;  at  what  time  of  day, 
and  on  what  day  of  the  month! 

Mr.  Hill.  It  was  at  the  residence  of  Mr.  Atherton,  I  think,  on  the^ 
27th  of  April,  in  the  evening,  probably  between  9  and  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Did  I  seek  you,  or  did  you  seek  me  ? 

Mr.  Hill.  1  called  upon  you  without  solicitation. 
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.  Mr.  Atherton.  Did  you  or  not  state  to  me,  in  explaDation  of  your 
call  at  my  residence  so  late  at  night,  that  you  had  called  on  several 
whisky  men,  and  had  found  them  out  of  town,  or  not  in  their  offices? 

Mr.  Hill.  I  did. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Who  directed  you  to  call  on  the  whisky  menf 

Mr.  Hill.  No  one. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Had  you  ever  heard  them  say  anything  about  a  set 
of  lobbyists  working  to  defeat  the  i)ending  bill  in  the  Senatef 

Mr.  Hill.  I  had  not,  because  I  met  none  of  them  before  I  met  3'ou? 

Mr.  Atherton.  Had  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  I,  or  any  other 
distiller,  was  afraid  correspondents  would  oppose  the  billf 

Mr.  Hill.  The  first  I  heard  on  the  subject  was  what  came  up  in  that 
conversation. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Had  you  heard  from  any  source,  or  any  conversation, 
of  opposition  or  effort  to  defeat  the  bill  t 

Mr.  Hill.  I  had  not. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Had  you  heard  that  any  correspondent  had  offered 
to  defeat  the  bill  f 

Mr.  Hill.  I  had  no  such  information. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Had  you  information  of  any  such  charge  against  any 
correspondent  f    If  so,  where,  and  when  did  you  hear  it  ? 

Mr.  Hill.  I  had  heard  no  such  charges. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Had  you  any  instructions  to  investigate  such  charges  ? 

Mr.  Hill.  I  had  no  such  instructions. 

Mr.  Atherton.  I  want  to  ask  if  that  letter  which  I  handed  to  the 
committee  Is  an  original  letter  f 

Mr.  HiLt  (examining  his  letter  as  printed  in  the  evidence).  The  letter 
is  genuine. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Does  not  that  letter  state  that  certain  errors  about 
correspondents  were  made  in  your  report  of  the  conversation  with  me ! 
Does  not  that  letter  state  that  there  are  certain  errors  about  your  re- 
port of  the  conversation  about  correspondents,  with  me  f 

Mr.  Hill.  This  letter  was  written  after  a  conversation  with  you  on 
the  subject,  in  which  conversation  I  stated  that  the  language  used  by 
yourself  had  not  been  followed  strictly.  This  letter  was  written  to  you 
after  the  conversation  held  with  you  on  the  subject,  and  the  errors  which 
are  referred  to  here  mean  errors  in  verbiage ;  in  other  words,  I  did  not 
report  you  verbatim.  But  it  was  not  my  intention  in  writing  this  letter, 
nor  did  I  mean  to  admit  that  any  errors  had  been  made  in  the  ideas— 
the  impressions. 

Mr.  Atherton.  But  you  did  state  in  the  letter  that  the  fact  that  you 
had  reported  the  conversation  from  memory  hastily,  and  had  not  seen 
the  proof  yourself,  and  had  not  shown  it  to  me,  might  account  for  certain 
errors  about  correspondents  in  your  i^eport  of  the  interview  f  Is  not 
that  the  substance  of  your  letter f 

Mr.  Hill.  This  may  explain  satisfactorily  some  errors  made  in  re- 
porting you,  which  means  the  verbiage  used. 

Mr.  Atherton.  We  do  not  care  what  it  means.  That  is  the  state- 
ment in  the  letter,  is  it  not  f 

Mr.  Hill.  That  is  the  statement. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Did  you  see  my  card  of  May  4  in  the  Courier- 
Journal,  correcting  the  report  of  the  interview  ! 

Mr.  Hill.  I  have  a  copy  of  the  card. 

The  Chairman.  Please  read  it,  as  we  have  not  got  it  in  the  evidence 
anywhere  else. 
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The  \Fitiie88  read  as  follows: 

To  the  Editor  of  the  Courier-Journal : 

Louisville,  Kt.,  May  4. 

The  Coramercial,  of  this  citj,  on  the  Sdth  of  April,  published  an  interview  between 
myself  and  one  of  its  reporters  concerning  the  bill  for  extending:  the  bonded  period  for 
distilled  spirits  now  pending  in  the  Senate.  The  conversation  which  appeared  in 
the  shape  of  this  interview  was  caeual,  and  wa«  not  taken  down  in  writing;  at  the 
time  nor  submitted  to  me  before  publication.  In  fact,  I  supposed  at  the  time  that 
I  was  giving  information  to  the  reporter  for  an  article  which  he  exx>ected  to  prepare 
on  the  subject,  as  I  had  done  several  times  previously  to  the  reporters,  and  did  not 
know  until  I  saw  the  Commercial  next  momine  that  the  conversation  had  been  re- 

Eorted  as  an  interview.  I  glanced  hastily  at  the  article,  laid  the  paper  aside,  and 
aving  been  very  busy  much  of  the  time  since  in  the  country,  did  not  read  the  entire 
interview  until  this  morning,  hence  the  delay  in  this  statement. 

In  reply  to  questions  of  the  reporter,  *'  What  is  the  source  of  opposition  to  the  bill  V* 
I  made  but  one  statement  of  fact,  to- wit:  Offers  of  aid  in  presenting  and  passing  the 
bill  were  made  to  me  while  in  Washington  last  winter,  by  persons  known  in  common 
parlance  as  ^ lobbyists/'  and  that  these  offers  were  not  accepted.  I  stated  to  the 
reporter  that  I  had  heard  since  I  left  Washington  in  February  that  threats  to  defeat 
the  bill  were  made  by  the  lobby,  but  in  no  instance,  where  lobby  aid  was  offered,  was 
there,  to  my  knowledge,  any  suggestions  of  any  improper  or  illegitimate  means  to  be 
employed ;  nor  was  the  name  of  any  Senator  or  member  of  Congress  mentioned'to  me 
by  any  lobbyist,  or  any  claibi  made  that  the  lobby,  or  any  meml^r  of  it,  could  control 
or  influence  any  member  of  House  or  Senate,  or  any  official.  I  was  not  approached 
then,  and  have  not  been  approached  since,  by  any  correspondent  of  the  press  for  any 
improper  purpose.  All  statements  to  the  contrsury,  both  in  the  Commercial  of  April 
28  ana  in  the  Courier-Journal  to-day,  are  mistakes  of  the  reporters. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  statements  of  what  I  said  on  the  above  occasiouH,  it  is 
manifestly  uqjust  to  the  gentlemen  who  desired  employment  to  aid  in  passing  the  bill 
to  give  names  and  thereby  subject  them  to  the  su8i>icious  of  misconduct  which  seem 
to  be  floating  around  Washington. 

This  is  all  that  concerns  the  public,  and  whatever  else  I  said  or  may  have  said  to 
either  reporter  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  individual  opinions  which  I  honestly 
entertained  and  had  a  perfect  right  to  express. 

The  Witness.  The  remaioder  of  this  relates  to  the  article  in  the  Xew 
York  Herald.    Shall  I  read  it  all? 

The  Ghaibman.  It  is  as  Mr.  Atherton  wishes  aboat  that. 

Mr.  Atherton.  The  remainder  of  it  is  just  simply  explanatory  of  my 
connection  with  the  bill.  The  part  referring  directly  to  the  interview 
is  what  Mr.  Hill  has  already  read.  I  want  to  ask  Mr.  Hill  when  he  first 
saw  that  card. 

Mr.  Hill.  I  saw  it  in  Bowling  Green  aboat  two  or  three  days  after 
its  publication. 

Mr.  Atherton.  When  you  saw  the  card  did  you  make  an  effort  to 
make  any  correction  of  that  card  ? 

Mr.  Hill.  I  made  none,  because  I  did  not  consider  it  as  a  contradic- 
tion in  any  sense  of  my  own  interview. 

Mr.  Atherton.  You  did  not  consider  it  as  a  contradiction  of  your 
interview  ?  Do  you  consider  the  card  now  as  in  contradiction  of  your 
interview? 

Mr.  Hill,  T  will  have  to  read  it  more  carefully  than  I  have  read  it, 
UbS  I  paid  no  attention  to  it  specially  when  it  was  first  written. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  further  questions  to  ask,  Mr.  Ather- 
ton! 

Mr.  Atherton.  I  shall  be  through  in  a  moment. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  not  hurrying  you,  but  I  thought  you  were 
through. 

Mr.  Hill  (having  careftilly  read  the  card  of  Mr.  Atherton).  Mr. 
Atherton,  you  asked  me  whether  I  regarded  this  card  as  a  contradic- 
tion in  part  of  my  interview. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Yes. 


112     DISTILLED    SPIRITS   IN    SPECIAL    BONDED    WAREHOUSES. 

Mr.  Hill.  I  would  prefer  you  to  specify  some  part  of  the  card. 

Mr.  Atherton.  You  have  read  the  entire  card  and  I  want  your  opin- 
ion as  to  whether  there  is  any  contrtidiction  between  my  card  and  the 
interview,  according  to  your  best  recollection  of  the  interview? 

Mr.  Hill.  My  impression  when  I  read  the  card  was  that  it  hatl  but 
slight  bearing — this  first  part  of  it — that  which  relates  to  the  article  in 
the  Commercial,  and  wliich  relates  to  the  article  in  the  Courier  Journal, 
which  I  had  never  seen,  had  but  slight  connection  with  our  interview. 
I  fail  to  see  any  contradiction  of  any  fact  I  stated. 

Mr.  Atherton.  At  the  Jockey  Club,  during  the  ra<5es,  did  you  not  in- 
troduce the  subject  of  the  publication  of  the  card,  which  you  said  had 
been  published  during  your  absence  from  the  city  I 

Mr.  Hill.  I  mentioned  to  you  on  the  stand  that  I  had  seen  that  card 
in  thQ  paper. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Who  was  present  when  you  mentioned  the  subject,  do 
you  remember ;  sitting  by  my  side  f 

Mr.  Hill.  I  cannot  remember  recognizing  any  one. 

Mr.  Atherton.  What  did  you  say  in  that  conversation  with  me  at  the 
Jockey  Club  about  the  card  ! 

Mr.  Hill.  I  do  not  remember  well  enough  to  make  any  statement  of 
the  conversation  I  had  with  you  then. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Well,  did  you  or  not  say  to  me  that  you  had  seen  the 
card  in  which  I  had  corrected  the  interview  about  the  correspondents, 
and  added  that  probably  in  the  article  you  had  also  reported  me  incor- 
rectly in  stfiting  that  certain  gentlemen  had  offered  to  assist  in  passing 
the  bill  I 

Mr.  Hill.  Repeat  the  question,  please. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Did  you  not  say  to  me  at  the  Jockey  Club  ground, 
introducing  the  subject  yourself,  that  you  had  seen  my  card  during  your 
absence,  and  saw  where  I  had  corrected  certain  parts  of  the  interview 
with  reference  to  correspondents,  and  in  that  article  you  had  also  failed 
to  report  nie  correctly  in  saying  that  I  had  been  approached  in  Wash- 
ington by  certain  gentlemen,  known  as  lobbyists,  to  aid  in  passing  the 
bill! 

Mr.  Hill.  My  recollection  of  that  conversation  is,  I  told  you  that  in 
the  interview  in  the  Commercial,  I  had  reported  you  as  saying  in  the 
interview  that  *'a  certain  number  of  lobbyists  approached  a  delegation 
of  which  I  happened  to  be  a  member,"  but  I  left  you  on  the  night  of  the 
interview  without  being  certain  that  the  lobbyists  approached  you  in 
person.    You  told  me  at  the  grand  stand  you  had  been  seen  by  lobbyist*. 

Mr.  Atherton.  No;  that  is  not  correct.  You  said  to  me  that  in  ad- 
dition to  the  correction  about  correspondents  you  had  probably  incor- 
rectly reported  me  as  saying  that  gentlemen  in  Washington  had  applied 
to  me,  and  I  replied  that  no  correspondents  had  approached  me,  but 
that  the  lobby  had — that  I  did  make  that  statement  to  you. 

Mr.  Hill.  I  fail  to  remember  the  substance  of  the  conversation. 

Mr.  Atherton.  You  do  not  remember  what  you  said  about  it,  then! 

Mr.  Hill.  I  do  not  remember  anything  further  than  mentioning  the 
subject  of  whether  you  had  been,  or  whether  you  were,  merely  a  member 
of  the  committee  which  had  been  approached  by  the  lobbyists. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Then  you  are  in  doubt  as  to  being  correct  about  that 
part  of  the  interview  which  you  reported! 

Mr.  Hill.  I  am  certain  it  was  mentioned  in  the  interview  about  the 
committee  or  delegation  having  l>een  approached.  It  was  not  touched 
upon  that  night  as  to  whether  you  were  present  yourself.  Consequently 
in  writing  tUe  interview  I  did  not  say  whether  you  were  present  or  not. 
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I  merelj^  said  "a  number  of  lobbyists  approached  that  delegation,  of 
which  I  happened  to  be  a  member.'^ 

Mr.  Atherton.  You  do  not  remember  that  I  said  to  you  during  the 
conversation  that  I  myself  was  approached  by  the  lobbyists. 

Mr.  Hill.  Not  in  the  original  conversation. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Well,  did  you  write  that  article  or  do  you  know  who 
wrote  the  article  in  the  Louisville  Commercial  of  June  2  f  Did  you 
write  that  article!  • 

Mr.  Hill.  Ko,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Please  read  it  if  it  is  short. 

The  witness  read  the  following  editorial  from  the  Louisville  Commer- 
cial of  June  2, 1882: 

One  of  the  striking  peculiarities  of  human  nature,  as  exhibited  by  public  meu^  is 
that  not  one  of  them  ever  made  a  mistake  in  a  newspaper  interview  that  he  did  not 
emphatically  charge  to  the  reporter  as  soon  as  he  learns  it  is  a  mistake.  Mr.  J.  M. 
Atherton  testified  before  the  Windom  committee  yesterday,  that  a  reporter  of  the  Com- 
mercial had  made  a  serious  error  in  making  him  say  in  an  interview  that  he  had 
heard  of  demands  made  by  lobbyists  and  newspaper  correspondents  at  Washington 
upon  the  whisky  men  for  money  to  buy  their  assent  to  the  passage  of  the  whisky  bill. 
As  a  simple  matter  of  fact,  the  Commercin.!  stated  several  days  before  that  interview 
appeared,  that  the  charges  against  Washington  correspondents  was  on  its  face  absurd. 
A  reporter  called  on  Mr.  Atherton  especially  to  obtain  information  on  that  point  and 
side  opinions  on  the  whisky  bill,  to  make  an  interesting  article.  If  Mr.  Atherton  had 
said  that  he  knew  of  no  demands  by  lobbyists  and  correspondents  it  would  have  been 
a  corroboration  of  the  CommerciaFs  opinion  that  we  would  have  found  valuable. 
There  is  no  probability  that  the  reporter  made  an  error.  He  went  to  find  white  or 
black,  and  he  could  not  have  confused  the  two.  Besides,  Mr.  Atherton  did  not  cor- 
rect that  interview  or  charge  any  errors  until  after  the  New  York  Herald  had  ma<le  it 
quite  hot  and  interesting  for  those  who  assailed  the  integrity  of  its  representatives. 
If  the  interview  reported  Mjf-  Atherton's  answer  incorrectly  upon  the  charge  that 
was  agitating  the  whole  country,  it  is  singular  that  he  did  not  correct  it  at  once  and 
indignantly.  Such  detail  as  the  reported  interview  contained  could  not  have  been  in- 
jected into' it  from  a  reporter's  imagination.  Xhe  newspapers  are  not  always  and 
solely  in  error.    But  it  is  quite  easy  to  charge  it,  and  it  always  sounds  well. 

In  the  meantime  Mr.  Atherton  is  right  on  the  main  question.  Mr.  Windom'n  whisky 
ring  is  a  ring  of  the  mind  altogether.    It  don't  exist,  in  fact. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Did  you  write  that  article  f 

Mr.  Hill.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Do  j'ou  know  who  wrote  it  ? 

Mr.  Hill.  I  think  I  do. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Did  you  furnish  any  information  upon  which  that 
article  was  written  f 

Mr.  Hill.  I  did  not.  The  article  was  written  without  my  knowledge 
and  without  consultation  with  me. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  all  I  want  to  say  is,  that  this 
very  article,  published  in  the  very  same  paper,  reports  me  as  testifying 
before  your  honorable  committee  that  no  one  had  approached  me,  either 
lobbyists  or  correspondents,  and  that  statement  is  made  in  the  same 
paper,  with  the  testimony  reported  on  another  page,  in  which  I  did  state 
to  the  committee  that  a  gentleman  had  approached  me ;  and  I  incurred 
the  displeasure  of  your  committee,  very  much  to  my  regret,  iix  being  iu 
a  position  where  I  felt  I  could  not  as  a  gentleman  give  the  names  for 
reasons  which  I  explained  to  your  committee  at  length. 

Furthermore,  this  article  states,  as  you  will  see,  that  this  correspond- 
ent was  sent  expressly  to  get  information  about  charges  that  were  made 
about  correspondents,  and  the  witness  himself  testified  before  the  com- 
mittee that  he  had  not  heard  of  any  charges  and  was  not  sent  to  get 
any  information  by  anybody.  And  furthermore,  T  believe  he  will  be 
unable  to  produce  in  the  files  of  his  papjer  or  any  other  paper,  up  to  the 
incorrect  report  he  had  made  of  that  interview  that  any  charges  had 
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been  made  against  anybody.  I  now  say  for  the  first  lime  to  Mr.  Hill 
that  incoiTCcting  the  interview  by  the  card  in  the  Courier-Journal  and 
before  this  committee,  1  had  no  intention  of  conveying  the  impression 
or  trying  to  convey  the  impression,  that  be  ha<l  purposely  or  intention- 
ally misreported  the  interview,  and  to  state  that  as  it  was  an  ex- 
tended conversation,  and  writing  from  memory  as  be  did  several  hours 
afterwards,  and  not  submitting  the  proof  tome,  it  was  very  natural  that 
he  should  have  made  mistakes  upon  that  point. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  we  will  make  the  inference  from  that,  Mr.  Alb- 
ert on. 

Mr.  Atherton.  Just  one  other  statement  I  desire  to  make  iu  justice 
to  other  gentlemen  who  may  be  sworn,  that  it  was  not  my  intention  to 
connect  the  name  of  aiiy  correspondent  whatever  with  any  publication 
in  any  of  the  newspapers,  but  1  was  simply  surmising  in  my  own  mind 
as  to  bow  such  information  as  contained  in  the  papers  could  have  made 
its  way  to  the  public  press ;  and  in  that  surmise  it  occurred  to  me  that 
possibly  somebody  in  Washington  had  become  offended  because  we  had 
not  given  them  employment,  and  they  had  imposed  upon  the  papers 
false  information,  and  with  that  statement  I  propose  to  leave  the  sub- 
ject. I  leave  the  Commercial  to  reconcile  its  editorial  statements  with 
the  sworn  testimony  of  its  own  reporter. 

The  Chairman.  Mt.  Hill,  do  you  want  to  ask  Mr.  Atherton  any  ques- 
tions f  If  you  would  like  to  ask  him  any  questions,  you  are  at  perfect 
liberty  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Atherton.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  answer  any  questions  on 
any  point  by  Mr.  Hill  or  any  one  else. 

Mr.  Hill.  At  the  conversation  at  your  residence,  Mr.  Atherton,  on 
the  evening  of  April  27,  you  remember,  I  called  your  attention  to  the 
articles  contained  in  the  New  York  Herald  on  this  i>ending  whisky  bill? 

Mr.  Atherton.  Yes,  I  remember;  no,  I  do  not  remember  that  you 
called  my  attention  to  any  articles  in  the  Herald.  I  remember  to  have 
stated  to  you  that  the  article  in  the  Herald  might  be  attributed  to  false 
information  or  to  the  work  of  men  who  had  not  been  employed  by  us 
4ind  who  had  become  offended  because  they  were  not  employed.  I  do 
not  remember  that  you  said  a  word  about  the  Herald  until  I  intro<luced 
the  subject. 

Mr.  Hill.  Do  you  remember,  or  do  you  not,  when  I  first  called,  that 
1  explained  the  object  of  my  call  by  saying  that  these  articles  had  a])- 
peared  in  the  New  York  Herald,  and  I  wanted  a  statement  from  the 
Louisville  distillers  on  the  other  side! 

Mr.  Atherton.  No;  I  do  not  think  you  made  any  such  statement. 
You  simply  stated  to  me,  as  an  apology  for  interrupting  me  so  late  at 
night  at  my  residence,  that  you  had  been  trying  to  find  whisky  men,  and 
you  found  them  out  of  town,  or  not  in  their  otfices,  and-  that  was  yoiu' 
excuse  for  asking  information  about  the  bill. 

Mr.  Hill.  And  you  do  not  remember  you  said  j'ou  had  no  knowledge 
or  information  on  the  subject  discussed  in  the  New  York  Herald  f 

Mr.  Atherton.  I  am  very  positive — my  recollection  is — ^that  you  did 
not  make  any  such  statement. 

Mr.  Hill.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  mention  the  sum  of  one  thousand 
dollars  as  a  fee  which  would  be  a  very  comfortable  sum  for  a  corre- 
spondent! 

Mr.  Atherton.  I  do  not  remember  mentioning  any  sum.  However, 
I  may  have  done  so  in  stating,  as  I  stated  before  the  committee,  that 
as  a  business  matter  it  would  have  been  a  good  investment  to  quiet 
men  who  were  mean  enough  to  give  such  false  information  or  to  pub 
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lish  such  articles  as  that  in  the  Herald.  It  would  have  been  cheap  to 
have  silenced  them  by— probably,  I  may  hare  said  $1,000  or  $5,000. 
On  that  point  I  do  not  remember,  but  if  I  mentioned  any  sum  it  was  in 
connection  with  that  statement,  that  it  would  have  been  a  good  invest- 
ment to  have  done  so — probably  at  that  price  or  a  higher  one. 

Mr.  Hill.  Do  you  or  do  you  not  remember  mentioning,  not  giving 
names,  but  mentioning  the  fact  that  there  were  certain  newspaper  cor- 
respondents at  the  Capitol  who  were  influential  enough  to  endanger  the 
passage  of  the  bill  if  they  were  so  disposed. 

Mr.  Atheeton.  I  did  not  say  one  word  about  correspondents.  State 
your  question  over  again;  I  did  not  exactly  understand  it. 

Mr.  Hill.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  mention  that  there  were  in  Wash- 
ington, at  the  Capital,  certain  influential  newspaper  men — not  giving 
names — men  who  had  influence  enough  to  endanger  the  passage  of  this 
bill  if  they  were  so  disposed  f  * 

Mr.  Atherton.  1  do  not  remember.  I  may  have  said  that  there  were 
correspondents  who  had  influence  enough  to  have  injured  the  bill  if  they 
were  imposed  upon  by  these  correspondents  or  by  these  lobbyists  who 
had  wanted  employment,  but  did  not  get  it.  I  do  not  remember  what 
I  may  have  said  on  that  point.  What  1  do  distinctly  remember,  and  say 
now,  is  that  I  never  said  to  you  or  any  one  else  in  the  world  that  influ- 
ential correspondents  or  any  kind  of  correspondents  applied  to  us  for 
employment,  or  intimated  they  wanted  money  to  be  retained  to  either 
aid  or  defeat  the  bill. 

Mr.  Hill.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no  more  questions  to  ask. 

A.  C.  BuELL  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  ? — Answer.  Washington. 

Q,  What  is  your  occupation! — A.  Journalist;  writing  for  the  news- 
papers. » 

Q.  Are  you  the  owner  or  editor  of  the  Critic! — A.  Well,  nominally, 
I  might  say. 

Q.  Nominally  the  editor,  do  you  mean! — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  would  not 
say  that  I  was  editor  of  the  paper  unless  I  exercised  suflficient  super- 
vision over  it  to  know  every  day  what  went  into  it,  and  was  willing  to 
be  responsible  for  everything  that  is  printed  in  it.  I  do  not  do  that 
with  the  Critic.  I  write  most  of  the  editorials,  and  in  a  general  way 
supervise  it,  but  there  is  a  great  deal  of  matter  goes  into  the  paper, 
owing  to  my  neglect,  that  probably  1  would  not  put  in  myself.  I  do  not 
devote  all  my  attention  to  it;  and,  for  that  reason,  I  say  nominally  the 
editor  of  it.  I  suppose  that,  upon  a  question  of  responsibility,Vcry 
little  goes  into  it  that  I  would  at  a  pinch  disclaim,  though  a  great  deal 
of  it  I  do  not  sanction,  because  I  do  not  see  it  before  it  is  printed. 

Q.  W^ill  you  be  good  enough  to  state  any  information  you  may  have 
with  reference  to  the  use  of  improper  means  for  the  raising  of  money  to 
influence  the  passage  of  the  bill  now  pending,  with  reference  to  bonded 
whisky  f — A.  Well,  my  information  on  that  subject  is,  I  may  say,  en- 
tirely general  and  of  a  cumulative  sort ;  the  result  of  an  infinite  num- 
ber of  conversations  with  men  and  newspaper  articles  that  I  have  read 
here  and  there,  and  the  whole  .mass  of  matter  analyzed  in  the  light  of 
the  character  of  the  measure  itself.  I  suppose  I  was  inclined  from  the 
start,  from  the  beginning  of  the  controversy  over  the  matter,  to  be  pre- 
judiced against  it.  I  regarded  it  as  a  job  from  the  start,  and  perhaps 
from  that  cause  was  inclined  to — well,  not  to  give  it  the  benefit  of  any 
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doubt  that  might  otherwise  have  existed  in  its  favor.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  have  any  specific  information  beyond  that  which  is  accessible  to 
everybody,  such  as  is  contained  in  Mr.  Shufeldt's  letter,  which  I  quoted 
several  times,  which  was  the  admission  of  the  raising  of  a  large  sum  of 
money  in  connection  with  tbe  matter,  and  in  view  of  the  legislation  that 
was  expected.  Then  the  interview  that  has  been  the  subject  of  the  ex- 
amination of  the  last  witness,  and  the  general  run  and  tenor  of  public 
discussion  of  the  matter,  I  may  say,  is  about  the  only  source  of  informa- 
tion I  have. 

Q.  Have  you  any  information  of  any  kind  whatever  as  to  certain 
newspaper  gentlemen,  who  were  mentioned  in  the  Critic — for  instance, 
Mr.  Nordhoff,  Mr.  Carson,  Mr.  Boynton,  or  any  others,  having  received 
any  contingent  or  other  fee  or  promise! — ^A.  I  do  not  know  that  Mr. 
Boynton's  name  was  ever  mentioned  in  the  Critic ;  certainly  not  by  me. 
If  it  was,  I  did  not  see  the  article  in  which  it  was  mentioned. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  I  do  not  see  his  name  here  (referring  to  news- 
paper-slip).   I  understood  it  was  here,  but  I  do  not  see  it. 

The  Witness.  I  have  mentioned  Mr.  Carson,  and  I  think  Mr.  Nord- 
hoff,  but  that  was  done  more  in  a  vein  of  chaff  than  anything  else.  It 
was  in  no  case,  as  I  remember,  a  direct  assertion,  because  I  had  no  ground 
to  make  a  direct  assertion  on.  I  remember  writing  paragraphs  some- 
thing like  this;  for  instance,  I  remember  one  about  Mr.  Carson.  Mr. 
Carson  owns  some  property  up  in  my  neighborhood,  my  part  of  the  town, 
and  I  wrote  a  paragraph  to  the  effect  that  the  rumor  that  Mr.  Caisson's 
fee  in  the  matter  was  contingent,  was  very  distressing  to  me,  because  I 
had  presumed  that  he  would  be  able  to  improve  his  lot  this  summer, 
and  build  a  house  on  it,  and  that  we  were  always  welcoming  improve- 
ments in  that  direction,  but  the  rumor  that  his  fee  was  simply  contin- 
gent, and  the  probability  that  the  bill  would  be  beaten  seemed  to  dispel 
that  hope.  That  was  about  the  general  tenor  of  these  things;  and,  as  to 
Mr.  Kordhoff,  I  was  rather  inclined  to  make  fun  of  the  implied  assertion 
regarding  him — or  not  implied  assertion,  but  the  insinuation  regarding 
Mr.  Nordhott"  which  appeared  in  Mr.  Atherton's  alleged  interview  with 
the  reporter  of  the  Louisville  Commercial.  But  if  any  one  should  read 
those  paragraphs  carefully,  he  would  discover,  I  presume,  what  I  in- 
tended by  writing  them,  and  that  was  to  make  light  of  the  whole  mat- 
ter ;  to  make  fun,  in  other  words,  of  what  I  understood  was  the  asser- 
tion of  the  ring  that  they  had  been  approached  by  newpaper  men.  I 
may  have  a  bungling  way  of  making  fun — I  presume  I  have — ^but  that 
is  the  best  I  could  do. 

The  Chairman.  For  instance,  you  say : 

The  story  in  circulation  on  Newspaper  Row  that  NordhofiTs  fee  from  the  whisky  ring 
was  ^,000  contingent  on  the  success  of  the  hill,  is  prohahly  untrue.  Nordhou  does 
not  do  business  that  way.  His  fee  is  much  more  likely  to  have  been  ^,000  ca«h  than 
$5,000  contingent.    Nordhoff  never  takes  a  contingency  except  on  a  sure  thing. 

The  Witness.  Assuming  he  was  ever  bought  at  all,  I  presume  he  was 
more  likely  to  be  doing  business  on  a  cash  basis.  Being  a  prudent  man 
and  belonging  to  a  race  not  much  inclined  to  take  long  chances,  I  pre- 
sume that  to  be  the  case. 

Q.  What  I  wau  going  to  ask  was  about  the  rumors. — ^A.  Well,  these 
rumors  go  about  from  mouth  to  mouth  in  the  hotel  lobbies  and  in  the 
street,  and  create  a  good  deal  of  excitement.  At  the  time  the  report 
came  out — Mr.  Atherton's  statement  that  he  had  been  approached  by 
newspaper  men — there  was  a  great  deal  of  curiosity  as  to  who  the  men 
were,  and  a  great  deal  of  speculation  grew  out  of  that,  and  this  rumor 
that  I  refer  to  was  probably  one  among  a  great  many  conversations  I 
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beard  on  the  subject.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  locate  them.  Yon 
would  hear  half  a  dozen  men  talking  about  it,  and  indulging  in  guesses 
and  speculations. 

Q.  Were  those  guesses  in  earnest,  or  were  they  passing  jokes  around 
from  one  to  another ;  how  was  that? — A.  I  do  not  know.  I  never  had 
any  means  of  knowing.  I  treated  it  all  as  a  farce;  and,  so  far  as  the 
allegations  of  corruption  on  the  part  of  newspaper  men  were  concerned, 
or  their  corrupt  proposals  to  the  ring,  I  endeavored  to  treat  is  as  a  farce 
from  beginning  to  end. 

Q.  All  tliat  we  want  to  get  at  is  whether  you  can  give  us  any  infor- 
mation that  will  tend  to  prove  or  disprove  that  any  lobbyists  or  any 
news])aper  men  had  any  connection  whatever  with  this  business. — ^A. 
No,  sir ;  I  have  no  information  to  that  effect  whatever.  My  whole  con- 
duct, and  that  of  my  newspaper,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned,  was  in- 
tended to  fetch  the  theory  into  ridicule.  I  have  had  suspicions  in  other 
directions,  though  no  positive  information.  I  do  not  think  there  was 
any  excessive  pressure  of  virtue  to  the  square  inch  in  the  methods  em- 
ployed to  get  that  bill  through  the  House.  For  example,  I  have  never 
before  seen  or  heard  of  a  measure  involving  sixty-odd  million  dollars 
as  between  the  government  and  individuals  put  through  the  House  of 
Eepresentatives  without  debate  under  a  suspension  of  the  rules,  and 
that  fact  itself  excited  nearly  all  the  suspicion  I  have  had,  or  the  origi- 
nal suspicions  I  had  about  the  matter.  I  knew,  in  a  general  way,  that 
a  great  deal  of  money  had  been  raised.  Mr.  Atherton,  I  think,  or  some 
witness  before  this  committee,  has  explained  that  it  was  raised  for  a 
philanthropic  purpose,  to  enable  weak  distillers  to  carry  the  large  stock 
that  they  were  producing,  or  something  of  that  sort,  and  I  did  not  know 
whether  that  was  true  or  not.  But  I  assumed  from  the  mysterious 
method  by  which  the  bill  got  through  the  House;  the  unexampled  celer- 
ity of  its  mQvements  there  after  it  left  the  committee ;  the  fact  that  no- 
body was  allowed  to  debate  it,  or  make  inquiry  as  to  its  provisions, 
that  it  came  from  the  committee  as  an  accomplished  fact,  and  was  put 
through  the  House  as  such — I  thought  that  was  an  indication  that  the 
beneficiaries  of  it  did  not  court  public  investigation  or  discussion ;  and 
all  those  things  together  raised  suspicion  in  my  mind.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  ought  to  cherish  suspicion  with  regard  to  the  nt^mbers  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

Q.  My  questions  were  only  put  for  the  purpose  of  getting  any  infor- 
mation you  might  be  able  to  give.— A.  1  was  getting  at  that  in  rather 
a  roundabout  way.  1  was  endeavoring  to  explain  to  the  committee, 
more  fully  perhaps  than  the  committee  wants  to  hear,  the  reason  that 
led  to  my  attack,  as  it  has  been  called,  upon  the  bill  and  ux)on  those  who 
were  pushing  it. 

The  Chairman.  No;  we  prefer  to  have  your  statement  just  asyou  are 
making  it. 

The  Witness.  This  statement  of  Mr.  Shufeldt  that  an  immense  sum 
of  money — some  $600,000 — had  been  raised  (six  hundred  and  odd 
thousand,  I  think),  and  his  further  statement  that  even  with  that  they 
had  found  themselves  short,  without  any  subsequent  explanation  of 
what  it  wa^s  raised  for  and  what  was  done  with  it,  was  enough  to  excite 
suspicion  in  anybody's  mind.  And  take  that  fact,  coupled  with  the 
mystery  of  the  passage  of  the  bill,  the  way  it  was  put  through,  and 
the  spirit  that  was  displayed  by  those  having  it  in  charge  towards  the 
few  gentlemen  in  the  House  who  endeavored  to  stop  it,  or  check  it 
long  enough  for  examination  or  explanation — all  those  things  together, 
I  subniif,  were  almost  necessarily'  provocations  of  suspicion,  and  that  is 
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what  I  based  my  suspicion  on.    Then  I  inferred  from  the  subsequent 
proceedings,  from  the  charge  made  by  Mr.  Atherton,  after  the  bill  got 
over  here  to  the  Senate  and  appeared  to  be  encountering  opposition, 
that  they  were  endeavoring  to  forestall  or  checkmate  the  eflfect  of  news- 
paper criticism  by  smirching  newspaper  men.    That  provoked  me  a  lit- 
tle, and  I  concluded  to  do  what  I  could  to  secure  ventilation  of  the 
matter.    That  was  the  Impulse  that  led  to  all  the  publications  I  have 
made  on  the  subject.    I  should  be  very  sorry,  though,  to  have  anybody 
believe  that  my  paragraphs,  so  far  as  the  newspaper  men  themselves 
were  concerned,  were  dictated  by  any  malice  toward  them,  because 
my  object  was  to  bring  the  charge  as  against  them  into  ridicule. 
As  I  said  before,  I  may  have  gone  about  it  in  a  bungliug  way,  but 
I  did  the  best  I  could.    I  have  no  specific  information  on  the  sub- 
ject that  I  could  locate.    I  have  had  a  great  many  conversations  with 
a  great  many  different  men  on  the  subject,  some  of  whom  are  gentle- 
men well  known  in  this  community,  and  1  mny  say  professionally — I 
won't  say  lobbyists,  I  will  say  obser\er8  of  legislation. 

The  Chairman.  A  modest  way  of  putting  it. 

The  Witness.  And  a  great  deal  of  important  information  has  come 
from  them ;  but  it  has  all  l>een  fragmentary.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
could  locate  any  one  man's  statement,  or  the  source  of  statements. 
If  I  undertook  to  give  testimony,  and  if  I  gave  names  of  individu- 
als whom  I  talked  with  from  whom  I  have  derived  information 
and  impression,  I  might  get  them  entirely  wrong;  I  might  get  one 
man's  words  in  another  man's  mouth.  I  should  say  I  have  talked  with 
twenty  men  about  it  who  are  neither  members  of  Congress  nor  news- 
pai)er  men;  .but  men  who  generally  watch  those  things  keenly, and  some- 
times I  suppose  are  interested  in  them. 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  have  prepared  a  general  question,  Mr.  Buell,  which 
I  would  like  to  have  you  answer.  .  Have  you  any  information  tending 
to  show  that  any  gentleman  connected  with  the  pres8,  in  any  capacity, 
has  received  or  been  promised,  or  has  reason  to  hope  that  he  will  re- 
ceive any  valuable  consideration  whatever  for  his  action  concerning  the 
whisky  taxi  Have  you  any  information  tending  to  show  that ! — A.  No, 
sir.  On  the  contrary,  I  would  not  believe  it  if  I  had,  because  the  con- 
dition of  the^ost  of  them,  so  far  as  I  have  followed  them,  has  been 
rather  tending  to  show  that  they  had  not  anything.  There  are  a  few 
men  on  Newspaper  Row — journalists  here — who  have  ignored  the  matter, 
or  did  ignore  it  up  to  a  certain  point ;  but  I  did  that  myself.  I  never 
really  knew  anything  about  it  until  this  charge  was  made  against  Sen- 
ator Voorhees.  That  was  really  the  first  time  my  attention  was  called 
to  it,  and  I  do  not  think  you  will  find  anything  in  my  newspaper,  or 
either  of  them,  published  about  the  matter,  or  any  mention  made  of  it, 
prior  to  that  date.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  curtains  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  were  kept  drawn  so  close  nobody  bad  any 
suspicion  of  what  was  going  on  in  there.  I  did  not,  and  I  think  it  would 
have  taken  a  pretty  watchful  newspaper  man  to  have  found  out. 

Q.  I  will  just  insert  in  that  question  "any  member  of  Congress," 
and  put  it  in  this  shape:  Have  jou  any  information  tending  to  show 
that  any  gentleman  connected  with  the  press,  or  any  member  of  Con- 
gress, has  received,  or  been  promised,  or  has  reason  to  hope  that  he  will 
receive  any  valuable  consideration  whatever  for  his  action  concerning 
the  whisky  taxi  Have  you  any  information  tending  to  show  that  f — ^A. 
Well,  I  do  not  know  whether  I  would  call  it  information  or  not.  I  do 
not  think  that  I  have  asserted  at  any  time  as  a  matter  of  knowledge 
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tha^t  any  member  of  Congress  had  received  any  money  or  any  valuable 
consideration. 

Q.  Or  expected  to  receive  any  ! — ^A.  Or  expected  to  receive  any.  I  do 
not  know  that  I  have  put  that  in  that  form.  I  have  probably,  not  to  put 
it  strongly,  intimated  a  suspicion  to  that  effect.  And  I  do  not  know  that 
I  would  to-day — at  least  until  I  have  an  opportunity  to  consult  \^ith 
some  other  gentlemen — whether  I  would  be  willing  to  indicate  the  source 
of  that  suspicion.  I  do  not  hesitate  -to  say,  though,  that  the  impression 
was  produced  on  my  mind  that  some  members  of  Congress,  and  per- 
haps one  Senator  (I  would  qualify  by  "perhaps") — that  perhaps  one 
Senator  had  an  interest  or  had  reason  to  be  interested  in  the  passage  of 
that  measure  beyond  any  natural  prompting  that  he  might  have  from 
his  connection  with  public  affairs  and  the  public  interest. 

Q.  Now,  if  you  had  that  belief  in  your  mind  it  must  have  been  based 
upon  something  in  the  nature  of  information,  must  it  notf  Some  sort  of 
fact  gave  you  the  belief! — A.  Well,  from  the  fact  that  all  the  impression 
that  I  have  on  that  subject  is  based  upon  conversations  with  members 
of  Congress  themselves,  and  that  those  conversations  were  of  a  de- 
cidedly personal  and  private  character,  I  should  be  very  loath  to  go  any 
further  on  this  line  until  1  have  an  opportunity  to  consult  them.  If  I 
had  received  any  information  of  that  sort  from  an  outsider,  that  is  to 
say,  from  a  civilian,  or  a  person  holding  no  office,  not  reflecting  upon  a 
member  of  Congress  either  directly  or  indirectly,  I  should  not  hesi- 
tate to  give  his  name;  but,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  all  the  impression 
I  have  on  the  subject  is  derived  from  conversations  I  have  held  with 
members  of  Congress,  who  are  under  certain  obligations  of  courtesy  to 
their  fellow-members  which  do  not  bear  upon  a  citizen,  I  would  dislike 
to  enter  into  any  statement  on  that  subject  without  consulting  the  gen- 
tlemen 1  have  tiilked  with  to  see  whether  they  were  willing  to  be  quoted 
or  not. 

Q.  Then  you  have  some  information  tending  to  show  that  there  has 
been  an  impression  ? — ^A.  Well,  I  won't  call  it  information ;  I  will  say  I 
have  had  conversations  with  gentlemen  which  produced  an  impression 
upon  my  mind  to  that  effect. 

Q.  The  impression  must  have  been  produced  by  some  assertion  of 
others,  some  professed  knowledge  or  fact,  was  it  notf     • 

The  Witness.  Do  I  understand  you  to  mean  some  distinct,  specific 
charge  f 

Mr.  Hawlby.  There  was  something  in  what  they  said  that  made  you 
believe  it  or  incline  to  believe  it  f — A.  Yes ;  undoubtedly  that  was  the 
source  of  my  suspicion,  or  of  my  impression,  rather,  which,  after  all,  is 
nothing  more  than  suspicion,  because  I  have  no  positive  knowledge  on 
the  subject. 

Q.  But  these  gentlemen  must  have  had  some  knowledge  to  have  given 
you  the  impression  that  there  was  corruption :  must  have  intimated 
that  they  had  knowledge  f — A.  Well,  none  or  them,  as  I  remember 
now,  made  any  distinct  statement  of  any  specific  act  5  that  is  to  say,  of 
the  promise  of  any  money  or  valuable  consideration  at  any  time  by  any 
member  of  the  so-called  ring  to  any  member  of  the  House.  It  was  not 
in  that  shape.  It  was  in  a  more  general  and  indefinite  shape  than  that, 
though  it  referred  to  individuals. 

Q.  Then  do  you  mean  to  say  that  all  they  said  was  they  thought 
that  somebody  was  dishonest? — A.  I  rather  think  it  was  stronger  than 
that  5  they  had  reason  to  believe,  I  expect. 

Q.  I  think  that  we  will  have  to  know  more  definitely  about  that,  Mr. 
Buell.    It  is  very  serious  business,  HiP  every  member  of  Congress  knows, 


120     DISTILLED    SPIRITS    IN   SPECIAL   BONDED   WAREHOUSES. 

and  every  press  man  knows.  If  anybody  has  given  you,  as  yon  appear  to 
intimate,  serious  reason  to  suspect  corruption,  I  think  we  must  know 
about  it. — A.  Well,  it  is  not  any  recusancy  on  my  part.  I  simply  ask 
the  privilege  of  consulting  some  gentlemen  whom  I  would,  if  they  re- 
quested it,  be  willing  to  protect;  but  1  do  not  suppose  they  will  request 
it.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  it  is  due  to  them  that  I  should  say  to  them 
that  I  had  made  some  publication  of  impi^ssions  derived  from  conver- 
sations both  with  them  and  with  others,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  would 
undertake  to  locate  any  single  phrase  or  assertion  in  set  terms  upon  any 
individual.  The  most  I  could  do  would  be  to  give  the  general  sub- 
stance of  conversations  in  any  event,  and  I  would  very  much  prefer  to 
consult  with  the  gentlemen  with  whom  I  had  those  conversations  be- 
fore I  undertook  to  give  them.  Even  if  I  knew  that  they  were  perfect- 
ly willing  that  whatever  they  said  in  the  matter  should  be  repeated.  1 
would  rather  consult  them  more  fully,  because  I  will  not  trust  my 
memory  to  repeat,  under  oath,  a  month  or  two  afterwards,  conversations 
vhich  i  had  with  any  man,  especially  in  a  matter  as  grave  as  this. 

Q.  I  will  ask  another  question.  From  whom  came  the  rumor  that  Mr. 
Carson  had  received  money  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  that  rumor! — A.  As  I  said  before,  I  heard  that  ru- 
mor in  the  form  of  chaff,  as  I  heard  a  great  deal.  I  heard  newspaper 
men  talking  about  it,  laughing  about  it.  That  is  the  only  toundation 
there  was  to  that,  and  I  suppose  I  heard  two  or  three  speiik  of  it — three 
or  four — I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  now,  Mr.  Buell,  that  there  is  really  among  the 
newspaper  men  here  anybody  who  will  speak  lightly  of  the  intimation 
that  these  gentlemen  received  money,  or  insinuate  that  they  did  or 
charge  that  they  did  ?— A.  1  am  afraid,  general,  that  the  disposition 
among  the  newspaper  men  here  has  the  tendency  to  be  humorous  at  the 
expense  of  their  fellow-men  ;  that  they  will  joke  about  a  thing  of  that 
kind ;  some  of  them. 

Q.  And  bandy  around  suspicions  ?  You  would  not  expect  them  to 
joke  about  you  jn  that  way? — A.  I  am  afraid  they  do. 

Q.  What  do  'you  ssiy  when  a  man  jokes  about  yon,  iibout  receiving 
money  in  that  way!  Do  you  knock  him  down  and  tell  him  he  is  a 
liar! — A.  IS^o.  sir. 

Q.  Well,  you  ought  to  if  you  are  an  honest  man. —  ^.  You  get  used 
to  a  great  many  things  in  journalism,  particularly  at  the  Capital.  I  am 
alraid  you  could  not  judge  the  journalism  here  by  the  standard  you 
have  established  at  Ilartford,  a  staid  old  town  like  that,  where  nothing 
new  ever  creeps  in.  You  cannot  judge  newspaper  men  here  by  that 
New  England  standard.  We  are  ixrobably  as  honest  here  as  anybody 
else ;  at  least  our  poverty  ought  to  be  suflBcient  testimony  on  that  point. 

Q.  Just  what  I  believe.  I  think  the  great  mass  of  them  are  just  like 
any  other  gentlemen.  Now  here  is  a  clipping  cut  from  the  Critic.  The 
article  says: 

'the  Critic  this  niomiug  bumped  up  agaiuBt  a  prominent  statesman  at  the  Capitol, 
who  is  usuaUy  informed  as  to  what  is  going  on  around  him,  aud  asked  him  promptly 
what  the  Wiudom  whisky  Investigation  would  amount  to. 

*^That  depends/' sen tentiously  replied  the  statesman.  *'*  There  is  a  lot  of  choice 
meat  in  this  matter  if  only  the  committee  can  get  at  it." 

"  Do  you  think  any  of  the  correspondents  are  mixed  up  in  it?*' 

"I  haven't  said  so,"  replied  the  statesman,  with  a  siguiOcant  smile.  ''But,"  he 
continued,  '^  the  committee  might  find  out,  say,  from  Mr.  John  M.  Carson,  clerk  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  why  it  is  that  the  whisky  bill  slid  through  that  com- 
mittee so  expeditiously,  got  into  the  House  without  any  particular  report,  and  was 
«neaked  through  that'budy  without  a  yea  aud  nay  vote  being  demanded  or  taken.'' 
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l^ow,  the  intimation  is  tbere  that  Mr.  Carson  had  some  improper  connec- 
tion with  slipping  the  bill  through.  Do  you  know  anything  that  juAtifles 
an  intimation  that  he  did,  or  is  that  mere  street  gossip  ? — A.  1  do  not 
know  anything  about  that  article,  except  haviug  seen  it  in  print.  We 
have  a  considerable  corps  of  reporters  employed  about  the  Capitol,  and 
that  matter  passes  through  the  hands  of  another  individual  in  the  office. 
I  do  not  really  edit  that  matter. 

Q.  This  is  not  your  article,  then  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hawley.  Well,  I  won't  go  any  further  with  that. 

The  Witness.  I  should  say  that  that  was  a  fair  sample  of  the  gossip 
that  has  been  prevailing  ever  since  the  raid  was  made  on  Senator  Voor- 
hees;  which  has  been,  so  far  as  I  know,  the  uppermost  topic  of  gossip 
about  the  corridors  and  halls  ever  since  that ;  at  least  I  have  heard 
more  about  it  than  anything  else. 

Q.  1  will  read  a  little  further  in  that  paragraph,  which  continues — 

Then,  Mr.  Nordhoff  may  be  able  to  furnish  a  satisfactory  explanatioTi  of  his  sudden 
and  fiery  zeal  In  this  matter  after  the  portentous  silence  of  the  Herald  while  the  Job 
was  going  through  the  House.  Again,  there  is  General  Boynton,  who  represents  a 
prominent  paper  m  Cincinnati  (the  Gazette),  a  large  whisky  mauofacturing  center. 
General  Boynton  and  his  paper  were  ominously  silent  about  this  latest  job  of  the ' 
whisky  ring,  and  Boynton  himself  singularly  indifferent  to  the  bill. 

You  say  you  know  nothing  whatever  about  any  foundation  for  that 
at  allf — ^A.  Ko,  sir;  that  is  not  my  production,  and  I  do  not  know  now 
whose  it  is.  It  is  probably  some  one  connected  wiih  the  paper.  But 
who  the  individual  is  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hawley.  Well,  1  think  in  the  interest  of  honest  legislation  as 
well  as  of  an  honest  press,  in  both  of  which  I  am  interested,  when  things 
of  that  kind  are  said  there  should  be  something  to  back  them  up  or  they 
should  be  squarely  and  absolutely  retracted,  Mr.  Buell. 

The  Witness.  Well,  1  have  no  doubt  about  the  propriety  of  that 
proj>osition  myself,  and  I  would  always  be  ready  to  retract  a  statement 
of  that  kind  whenever  it  is  shown  to  ine  it  is  untrue. 

Q.  But,  then,  that  is  not  the  ground  you  take.  You  sustain  it,  or  some- 
body who  is  guilty  of  this;  or,  if  he  has  got  fact«  (I  will  leave  out  the 
word  guilty  in  that  case),  whoever  has  got  facts  should  be  able  to  sus- 
tain it.  It  is  a  charge ;  it  is  in  the  nature  of  a  public  indictment,  and  a 
man  should  not  state  it  without  having  something  on  which  to  base  it. 
Fow  he  ought  to  bring  in  that.  If  you  have  done  a  thing  of  that  kind 
you  ought  to  do  it.  If  anybody  in  your  paper  has  done  it  we  would 
like  to  know  the  man,  and  whether  he  has  made  this  out  of  his  own 
head  or  whether  he  has  got  a  shadow  of  fact  to  base  it  upon. — A.  As  I 
say  now,  at  this  time  I  could  not  say  who  is  the  author  of  that  article; 
I  do  not  know.  It  did  not  pass  through  my  hands  in  manuscript  or 
proof  in  any  way,  and  1  did  not  see  it  until  it  was  printed. 

Q.  Here  is  another  of  these  personal  questions: 

We  hope  thornmor  that  John  Carsotf,  Nelson,  and  the  other  corn?spondent8,  except 
Nordhotf,  dealt  with  the  whisky  ring  on  a  contingent  banis  is  not  true.  The  laborer 
is  worthy  of  his  hire,  and  where  the  proposed  steal  amounts  to  sixty  millions  the  bene- 
ficiaries ought  to  be  willing  to  risk  a  little  cajah.  Twenty-five  thousand  dollars  cash 
-would  have  enlisted  the  *'  roformei-s," — 

which  is  quoted — 

of  Newspaper  Row  for  life.  We  cannot  credit  the  rumor  that  the  boys  **stood  in  "on 
a  contingency. 

Now,  if  you  have  any  fact  in  the  world,  any  reasonable  supposition 
of  a  fact  that  justifies  you  in  saying  that  twenty-five  thousand  dollars, 
or  twenty-five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  would  have  enlisted  the  re- 


122     DISTILLED   SPIRITS   IN    SPECIAL   BONDED   WAREHOUSES. 

formers,  the  editors,  the  correspondents  of  Newspaper  Row  for  life,  I 
think  you  ought  to  give  it. — A.  Well,  that  was  a  mere  expression  of 
opinion. 

Q.  Is  that  3'our  opinion — that  twenty-five  thousand  dollars  would 
have  enlisted  the  leading  correspondents  of  Newspaper  Row! — ^A.  I  do 
not  say  the  "leading  correspondents,'^  I  said  the  "reformers.'' 

Q.  You  have  in  that  article  named  Carson,  Nordhoff,  and  Nelson.— 
A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  would  join  the  two  statements  together.  I 
have  no  means  of  knowing,  to  state  under  path,  that  either  of  those 
gentlemen  could  be  retainol  for  any  sum  whatever.  I  may  have  opin- 
ions which  I  would  be  willing  to  utter  in  a  newspaper,  and  be  personally 
responsible  for,  that  I  would  not  be  willing  to  repeat  under  oath,  be- 
cause the  responsibility  of  an  oath  is  of  a  different  character  from  that 
I  have  that  impression  as  to  individuals.  I  think  there  is,  perhaps,  one 
man  named  there  (though  it  is  entirely  irrelevant  to  the  purposes  of 
this  investigation,  and  I  won't  name  him  here)  whom  I  have  reason  to 
believe,  as  the  phrase  is,  is  "on  it";  that  is,  that  he  sometimes  gets 
valuable  consideration  for  that  sort  of  thing.  But  I  do  not  know  that 
he  did  in  this  case,  and  I  have  no  particular  reasons  to  suppose  that  he 
did. 

Q.  You  have  named  three  gentlemen  of  the  press  there,  and  in  con- 
nection with  that  remark  that  "$25,000  cash  would  have  enlisted  the 
'  reformers'  of  Newspaper  Row  for  life";  I  want  to  know  whether  there 
is  any  fact  in  the  world  upon  which  you  base  an  insinuation  against 
these  three  men  in  connection  with  this  whisky  business ! — A.  I  did 
not  intend  the  insinuation  to  lie  against  those  three  men  in  particular. 
I  have  reason  to  believe  that  there  are  newspaper  men,  though,  who 
are  not  proof  against  the  blandishments  of  money,  and  I  used  that 
phrase  to  indicate  that  belief,  though  I  do  not  know  that  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  under  oath,  I  would  be  willing  to  state  that,  because  I  never  bought 
any  of  them  myself,  general,  and  would  not  like  to  say  that  I  thought 
a  mjln  was  purchasable  unlei?s  I  had  either  bought  him  myself  or  seen 
somebody  else  do  it.  I  presume  in  your  career  as  an  editor  you  have 
written  a  great  many  things  with  the  reservation  that  you  were  not 
writing  under  oath,  even  in  reference  to  individuals — ^persons. 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  do  not  wish  to  admit,  Mr.  Buell,  that  I  would  make 
a  charge  against  a  fellow-citizen  in  my  newspaper,  or  in  a  conversation 
different  from  what  I  would  make  under  oath.  I  do  not  think  I  would. 
I  do  not  think  I  would ;  I  could  give  suspicions,  and  reasons  for  inquiry 
and  all  that  as  well  under  oath  as  I  could  otherwise.  I  do  not  think 
you  ought  to  say  a  thing  in  the  press  In  that  way  that  you  would  not 
say  under  oath.  1  do  not  think  that  that  oath  adds  anything  whatever 
to  the  obligation  of  a  man  to  tell  the  truth. 

The  Witness.  Perhaps  the  juxtaposition  of  these  two  sentences  would 
imply  an  intention  on  my  part  that  really  did  not  exist ;  that  is  to  say, 
it  would  imply  the  intention  on  my  p^  to  describe  these  three  men 
named  as  the  ones  to  whom  I  referred  as  "  reformers."  But  that  is  not 
the  case  altogether. 

Mr.  Hawley.  There  are  paragraphs  of  a  similar  character  with  re- 
gard to  Senators.  I  do  not  care  to  follow  them  up  unless  the  committee 
should  so  decide.  I  have  not  consulted  the  committee  about  that,  and 
do  not  know.    I  will  waive  any  further  questions  for  the  present. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Buell,  we  will  not  conclude  your  examination 
to-day.  We  would  like  to  have  you  consider  the  propriety  of  answer- 
ing the  question  as  to  giving  those  names. 

Mr.  Charles  Nordhoff.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  my  name  has  been 
mentioned  to  a  considerable  extent,  and  as  you  seem  to  make  a  little 
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allowance,  I  should  like  to  ask  Mr.  Baell  one  or  two  questions,  with  your 
permission. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well,  you  may  do  so.  We  did  this  morning 
practice  upon  tbe  theory  that  you  suggest.  1  do  not  know  whether  we 
shall  get  into  trouble  about  it,  but  you  may  ask  such  questions  as  you 
desire  to.  v 

Mr.  KoRDHOFF.  I  only  want  to  ask  him  one  or  two  questions. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  you  may  proceed. 

Mr.  ]SroRDHOFF.  The  only  question  I  want  to  ask  is  whether  he  ever 
knew  me  to  take  any  money  of  anybody  in  a  corrupt  way  f 

Mr.  BuELL.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  NoRDHOFF.  Whether  he  believed,  or  ever  has  believed,  that  I 
would  take  money  in  a  corrupt  way  f 

Mr.  BuELL.  No;  I  never  have  known  anything  of  the  kind.  I  have 
no  special  reason  to  believe  anything  of  the  sort. 

Mr.  NoRDHOFF.  If  you  have  no  special  reason,  then  you  have  no  rea- 
son ;  therefore,  I  will  let  that  pass  now.  I  want  to  ask  a  final  question, 
whether  he  thinks  it  is  a  just  and  proper  matter  to  make  insinuations 
against  men  whom  he  believes  to  be  men  of  honor,  against  men  who 
cannot  possibly  defend  themselves,  and  whether  he  does  not  believe 
that  it  is  a  degrading  thing  to  journalism  to  do  that  f 

Mr.  BuELL.  If  tbe  insinuations  were  made  maliciously,  and  with  ma- 
licious purpose,  I  agree  with  Mr.  Nordhoff  in  the  theory  implied  in  his 
question.  There  are  a  great  many  things  which  happen  in  the  conduct 
of  a  daily  newspaper,  I  presume  in  any  man's  experience  in  journalism^ 
that  will  not  stand  the  test  of  ciitical  review  or  philosophical  analysis. 
That  is  one  of  them.  A  newspaper  published  daily,  and  particularly 
an  afternoon  newspaper,  does  not  give  a  man  any  chance  for  reflection 
at  all.  It  is  nothing  more  than  the  publication  of  what  otherwise  might 
be  current  conversation.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  in  estimating  the 
gravamen  of  any  particular  thing  in  a  newspaper,  I  never  attach  any 
more  importance  to  it  than  I  would  to  the  utterance  of  the  individual 
who  wrote  it,  made  to  me  privately,  except  from  the  fact  that  it  is 
printed  and  gets  a  wider  circulation.  I  never  took  any  stock  in  the  im- 
personal theory  of  journalism,  that  a  man  acquired  either  superior  char- 
acter or  superior  credibility  or  any  other  element  of  superiority  over  his 
fellow-men  from  the  accident  of  his  having  an  ink-pot  and  printing- 
press  at  his  disposal.  For  that  reason  I  say  that  Mr.  Kordhoff's  ques- 
tion is  unjust. 

Mr.  NoRDHOFF.  Well,  I  will  let  it  go  without  any  further  answer,  as 
the  time  is  precious,  Mr.  Chairman.  If  you  will  allow  me  to  ask  one  other 
question,  I  will  be  obliged. 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

Mr.  !NoRDHOFF.  I  suppose  Mr.  Buell  reads  the  newspapers? 

Mr.  Buell.  Some  of  them. 

Mr.  NoRDHOFF.  He  must  naturally  have  seen,  as  he  was  paying  at- 
tention to  this  thing,  that  the  Herald  was  the  first  paper  to  take  up 
the  question  of  the  propriety  of  this  whisky  bill. 

Mr.  Buell.  Well,  now,  I  do  not  recollect  where  I  saw  the  first  at- 
tack. 

Mr.  NoRDHOFF.  Then  did  you  see  also  that  in  the  Herald,  and  in 
my  correspondence,  appeared  the  first  notice  of  what  Mr.  Atherton  was 
reported  to  have  said,  and  what  he  substantially  admits  to  have  said, 
and  calling  upon  Mr.  Atherton  for  the  names! 

Mr.  Buell.  I  think  I  saw  that  in  the  Washington  correspondence 


124     DISTILLED    SPIRITS   IN   SPECIAL    BONDED   WAREHOUSES. 

of  the  Herald,  but  I  canDOt  remember  now  whether  I  saw  it  imme- 
diately upon  its  publication  or  some  time  afterwards. 

Mr.  XoRDHOFF.  You  did  not  see  it  until  it  reached  here,  undoubt- 
edly. 

Mr.  BuELL.  I  mean  to^say  the  day  of  its  publication  or  afterwards. 

Mr.  NORDHOFF.  Ko. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Buell,  we  will  not  conclude  your  examination  to- 
day, because  we  would  like  to  have  you  think  about  t'»e  question  we 
asked  and  be  prepared  to  answer  at  the  next  meeting. 

Charles  Nordhoff  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Please  state  your  occupation  and  residence. — Answer.  I 
am  a  journalist ;  special  correspondent  of  the  New  York  Herald  here 
in  Washington  ;  one  of  the  editors  of  the  Herald. 

Q.  Please  state  any  information  you  may  have,  if  you  have  any,  tend- 
ing to  inform  the  committee  upon  the  subject  of  its  investigation.  I 
will  ask  that  general  question,  and  then  I  will  put  more  specific  ones ; 
if  yqu  have  any  general  information  upon  that  subject,  as  to  the  raising 
of  money  or  the  use  of  money  in  connection  with  this  pending  whisky 
bill. — A.  I  have  not  any  information  upon  that  subject  at  all.  I  want  to 
add,  injustice  to  myself,  that  1  never  professed  to  have. 

Q.  No,  I  do  not  think  you  have.  But  as  your  name  has  been  men- 
tioned in  some  places  in  connection  with  it,  if  you  ever  heard  of  any 
use  of  money,  or  any  proposed  use  of  it,  or  any  promise  implied,  direct 
or  indirect,  please  state  it. — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  interview  or  conversation  with  any  gentlemen 
upon  the  subject  of  the  bill  and  upon  the  subject  of  Mr.  Atherton's 
statement  as  to  the  employment  of  lobbyists,  &c.,  on  this  subject! — A. 
Not  on  the  subject  of  the  bill,  of  which  I  knew  nothing  until  the  Herald 
publication  concerning  it,  which  was  not  of  my  writing,  I  should  say. 
But  concerning  Mr.  Atherton's  publication,  I  have  had  a  good  many 
conversations,  because  it  interested  me. 

Q.  With  whom! — A.  With  Mr.  Carlisle,  who  is  a  member  of  Congress 
from  Kentucky,  and  with  Mr.  Wharton. 

Q.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  state  the  substance  of  those  inter- 
views ? — A.  I  should  like  to  have  my  dispatches  before  me  to  refresh 
my  memory  of  events. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  one  here  (handing  a  newspaper  cutting  to 
witness). 

The  Witness.  The  interview  of  Mr.  Atherton  was  brought  to  my  atten- 
tion by  one  of  the  gentlemen  in  my  office  on  my  return  from  New  York, 
and  he  told  me  that  Mr.  Atherton  was  chairman  of  the  Democratic  State 
Central  Committee  of  Kentucky.  I  read  it  and  said  thereupon,  "  There 
is  a  man  who  charges  corruption  against  influential  newspaper  corres- 
pondents. I  am  a  correspondent.  He  seems  to  be  a  respectable  man. 
It  is  the  first  time  in  my  experience  here  in  Washington  that  a  reputa- 
ble man  has  come  out  (a  man  who  has  got  a  little  character  to  lose,  or 
a  good  deal  perhaps)  publicly  and  said  *  I  was  approached,'  or  '  I 
know  of  approaches  by  the  lobby ;  I  was  approached,  or  I  know  of  the 
approach  of  influential  correspondents.'  Now,  then,  if  there  is  a  lobby, 
and  if  there  are  corrupt  correspondents,  this  is  a  good  time  to  find  it 
out."  Thereupon  I  published  Mr.  Atherton's  statement  in  a  dispatch 
to  the  New  York  Herald,  and  said  one  of  two  things  should  be  estab- 
lished :  either  Mr.  Atherton  must  give  the  names  of  those  correspondents 
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and  of  those  lobbyists,  or  else  he  must  acknowledge  that  he  does  not  know, 
and  that  he  therefore  has  made  a  statement  that  has  no  foundation. 
Those  are  my  exact  words.  The  next  day  I  met  Mr.  Carlisle — not  by 
chance,  because  I  put  myself  in  the  way  of  meeting  him — and  I  said  to 
him,  <<  I  hear  that  Mr.  Atherton  is  a  prominent  man  in  Kentucky,  and  a 
respectable  person  !  "  He  said  he  was.  I  said,  "  If  he  has  got  any  char- 
acter, you  ought  to  write  to  him  and  say  that  he  should  make  those  names 
public."  He  said,  ^^  I  think  so,  too;  I  thought  so  at  the  time  I  first  heard 
this."  That  is  Mr.  Carlisle's  language.  "  That  was  my  opinion,"  said 
Mr.  Carlisle.  "  I  urged  several  men  who  told  me  that  such  approaches 
had  been  made,  to  make  known  the  names  and  circumstances  at  once. 
I  was  the  stronger  in  that  urging,"  said  Mr.  Carlisle,  "because  Mr. 
Vdorhees's  name  was  used.  It  was  said  to  me  by  one  of  the  gentlemen 
who  had  relations  with  this  bill,  that  a  person  had  come  to  theui  and 
said  he  could  control  Mr.  Voorhees's  vote.  Now,"  said  Mr.  Carlisle — I 
am  quoting  him  all  the  time — "I  said  to  this  gentleman,  publish  this  at 
once.  Now  it  is  known  who  the  scoundrels  are  who" said  these  things; 
nobody  believes  Senator  Yoorhees  could  be  thus  used ;  any  of  our  names 
might  be  thus  used  in  this  way.  I  myself  might  have  some  scoundrel 
behind  me  who  would  say,  and  make  people  believe,  that  he  could  con- 
trol my  vote,  and  it  might  be  a  blot  on  my  good  name.  Therefore,"  said 
Mr.  Carlisle,  "I  was  extremely  anxious."  Mr.  Carlisle  told  me  he  had 
never  heard  the  names  other  than  those;  that  the  reason  they  refused 
to  tell  was  because  they  feared  it  would  injure  their  bill.  Mr.  Carlisle  - 
said  to  me  that  Mr.  Willis,  of  Kentucky,  if  I  remember  right — and  I 
think  I  do — was  one  who  mentioned  to  him  some  names,  and  he  urged 
that  nothing  should  be  said,  because  Mr.  Voorhees  might  be  angry 
and  hurt,  and  it  was  not  worth  while.  It  was  therefore  better  to  con- 
ceal. In  my  opinion  Mr.  Carlisle  was  exactl}"  right.  1  have  always  found 
him  an  honest,  upright,  and  courageous  man,  and  I  was  very  much 
pleased.  I  said  to  him,  "Then  who  knows  these  names  if  you  do  not!" 
He  said,  "Colonel  Wharton;  if  you  can  see  him  he  can  tell  you."  He 
said,  "Mr.  Stagg  knows."  *  I  think  he  told  me  Mr.  Thompson,  mem- 
ber of  Congress,  knew.  He  said,  as  I  remember,  "Colonel  Wharton 
will  tell  you  in  a  minute ;  he  is  square  and  honest."  I  said  I  should  like 
to  see  Colonel  Wharton,  and  I  told  him  I  would  see  him  that  afternoon. 
He  said  he  would  send  him  to  me,  and  I  said  to  one  of  the  young  men 
in  the  office,  "Go  down  and  find  Colpnel  Wharton  and  ask  him  to  come 
here."  W^hen  he  came  I  was  naturally  pleased.  I  said  I  shall  now  make 
a  discovery.  I  had  never  seen  Colonel  Wharton  before.  I  said,  "Mr. 
Carlisle  tells  me  that  you  know  the  names  of  certain  people  who  ap- 
proached your  whisky  people  in  this  matter."  He  said  "  Yes."  I  said  then, 
"You  are  a  very  fortunate  man  for  me  to  see.  I  want  to  hunt  this  matter 
to  the  bottom.  If  there  is  any  newspaper  coi  respondent  who  ought  to 
be  kicked  out,  and  if  there  is  any  lobbyist  who  has  approached  respec- 
table people,  now  is  the  time  to  find  it  out."  Colonel  Wharton  grinned 
and  said,  "  1  am  counsel  and  cannot  tell  you  these  men's  names.  I  know 
them  only  as  counsel."  Well,  I  was  a  little  irritated,  and  I  said  to  Col- 
onel Wharton  what  perhaps  he  was  a  little  irritated  at  me  for  saying, 
and  perhaps  I  should  regret  it.  I  said  that  in  the  last  dozen  years  I  had 
never  known  a  piece  of  rascality  but  what  I  found  a  lawyer  standing 
before  it  to  hide  it.  Then  Colonel  Wharton  said  to  me  if  he  could 
know  the  name  of  the  man  who  wrote  that  article  in  the  Herald,  per- 
haps he  could  give  the  names  of  these  people.  Now  I  do  not  know  the 
name  of  the  man  who  wrote  that  article  in  the  Herald.  I  told  Mr. 
Wharton  if  he  or  his  people  would  write  to  Mr.  Connery,  who  is  the^ 
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managing  editor  of  the  Herald,  doubtless  he  would  get  it.  I  think  that 
is  substantially  all  there  was. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Willis  on  the  subject! — A. 
I  did  not ;  but  Mr.  Preston,  one  of  the  gentlemen  in  my  office,  had,  and 
that  conversation  is  quoted  in  here  (referring  to  the  newspaper  slip),  and 
I  have  no  doubt  is  correct,  because  we  are  very  correct  about  these 
things. 

Q.  Was  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Thompson  also  by  Mr. Preston!— 
A.  That  was  also  by  Mr.  Preston. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  further  you  can  give  us ;  any  information  about 
this  question ! — A.  Nothing  more  than  that.  I  have  been  trying — ^I 
think  my  first  dispatch  was  the  4th  of  May — I  have  been  trying  all  this 
time  to  discover  who  it  was  that  a|)proached  those  whisky  gentlemen 

By  Mr.  Hawley  : 

Q.  Do  you  mean  as  lawyers  or  as  pressmen! — A.  I  mean  as  pressmen 
or  lawyers,  because  there  was  never  so  good  a  chance  since  I  have  been 
in  Washington — seven  or  eight  years — to  detect  the  lobby.  A  lobby  is 
not  easy  to  detect,  because  the  fellows  who  deal  with  the  lobby  are  gen- 
-erally  themselves  a  set  of  scoundrels.  Now,  here  is  Mr.  Atherton  and 
Mr.  Wharton ;  they  are  gentlemen ;  they  are  people  of  character.  They 
cannot  afford  to  sacrifice  their  character,  and  I  said  to  myself,  therefore, 
that  these  gentlemen  are  men  of  property,  character,  and  standing,  and 
if  they  were  approached,  and  they  say  they  were,  their  duty  is  to  tell, 
and  if  they  do  not  tell,  they  will  leave  it  in  a  bad  situation. 

Q.  You  know  what  their  testimony  has  been,  I  suppose! — ^A.  I  have 
read  it  only  in  the  papers. 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  understand  them  to  deny — if  not,  they  will,  of  course, 
correct  me — ^that  emy  man  connected  with  the  press  solicited  employ- 
ment; that  they  were  lawyers,  to  their  knowledge. 

Mr.  G.  C.  Whabton.  Yes,  sir,  lawyers,  to  my  knowledge,  or  professed 
to  be  lawyers. 

The  Witness.  I  have  nothing  to  say,  except  that  I  tried  to  do  my 
duty  as  a  member  of  the  press;  as  a  man  who  believes  that  the  honesty 
of  the  press  is  as  important  to  the  country  as  the  honesty  of  Congress, 
as  you  believe  also,  Mr.  Hawley. 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  do. 

Mr.  John  M.  Atherton.  I  should  like  to  state,  just  for  the  informa- 
tion of  Mr.  Nordhoff,  that  I  have  never  at  any  time  in  Washington  or 
out  of  it  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Carlise,  nor  Mr.  Willis,  nor  Mr. 
Thompson  with  reference  to  any  offers  of  assistance  of  any  kind  in  re- 
gard to  this  bill,  and  the  first  information  I  had  about  the  use  of  Sena- 
tor Voorhees's  name  was  in  the  dispatches,  and  I  was  very  much  aston- 
ished to  see  my  name  connected  with  the  use  of  Senator  Voorhees's  name 
in  any  way.  1  never  heard  the  gentleman  I  spoke  of  use  the  name  of 
any  member  of  Congress,  government  official,  or  correspondent  in  any 
way  connected  with  it,  neither  here  nor  anywhere  else. 

Mr.  NoBDHOFF.  My  advice  to  Mr.  Atherton  is  that  the  next  time  he 
sees  an  interview  of  his  published  in  a  newspaper,  as  doubtless  he  did 
see  it  that  evening,  in  which  charges  are  made  of  corrupt  approaches 
by  newspaper  men  or  people  of  that  kind,  he  had  better  sit  right  down 
instantly,  without  the  least  delay,  and  say,  "  I  did  not  say  anything  of 
the  kind,  and  I  know  of  nothing  of  the  kind."  Mr.  Atherton  did  not  do 
that,  but  waited  until  I  published  my  dispatch  in  the  Herald,  and  when 
that  came  to  him  he  made,  what  seemed  to  me,  a  very  lame  denial,  and 
I  must  confess  that  the  young  gentleman  who  sat  here  this  morning  did 
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Iiirnself  ci^edit  as  a  newspaper  raan.  I  judge  he  left.Mr.  Atherton  not 
whei-e  I  should  like  to  stand.  I  do  not  mean  that  offensively  to  Mr. 
Atherton. 

Mr.  John  M.  Atherton.  I  do  not  care  anything  about  your  opinion  at 
all.  When  I  saw  the  imputaWon  in  the  Herald  I  did  not  know  that 
any  such  charge  was  contained  in  any  interview,  because  1  did  not  read 
it.  We  had  a  break  in  our  warehouse,  in  which  I  lost  several  thousand 
dollars  worth  of  whisky.  I  took  up  the  paper,  and  it  was  the  first 
knowledge  that  I  had  there  was  an  interview  when  I  took  up  the  paper. 
It  was  nine  o'clock,  and  I  went  to  bank  meeting,  and  the  next  day  I 
went  to  the  country.  On  coming  back  Sunday  I  did  not  go  to  the  oflSce, 
except  in  the  morning,  and  most  of  the  week  I  was  out  at  New  Haven, 
where  the  distilleries  were  located,  and  on  my  return  I  had  a  dispatch 
i'rom  Colonel  Wharton  that  the  Herald  was  excited  by  my  reputed  in- 
terview. I  had  not,  up  to  that  time,  seen  the  interview.  When  I  got 
back  the  paper  was  mislaid — when  I  came  back  from  New  Haven  Wednes- 
day evening — and  Thursday  morning  I  went  to  the  Commercial  office  to 
get  a  copy  of  the  paper  of  the  28th,  and  I  wrote  my  card  in  an  hour  after 
reading  it. 

Mr.  NoRDHOFF.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that,  because  I  thought  badly 
•of  you  before.  I  take  back  anything  I  may  have  said,  because  tliat  is 
the  proper  thing  to  do. 


Wednesday,  June  14, 1882. 
John  A.  Eudd  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Hawxey  : 

Question.  There  was  a  clipping  from  the  Critic  read  the  other  day, 
it  is  on  page  120  of  the  record.    I  will  read  it : 

Tbe  Critic  this  morniDg  bumped  np  against  a  prominent  statesman  at  the  Capitol, 
who  is  usually  informed  as  to  what  is  going  on  aronnd  him,  and  asked  him  promptly 
what  the  Windom  whisky  investigation  wonld  amount  to.  • 

^' That  depends,''  santentionsiy  replied  the  statesman.  '*  There  is  a  lot  of  choice 
meat  in  this  matter  if  only  the  committee  can  get  at  it.''* 

*'Do  you  think  any  of  the  correspondent-s  are  mixed  up  in  it  1" 

"1  haven't  said  so/'  replied  the  statesman  with  a  significant  smile.  ''Bnt,"  he  con- 
tinned,  "the  committee  might  find  out,  say,  from  Mr.  John  M.  Carson,  clerk  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  why  it  is  that  tbe  whisky  bill  slid  throngh  that  commit- 
tee so  expeditiously,  got  into  the  House  without  any  particular  report,  and  was 
sneaked  through  that  body  without  a  yea  and  nay  vote  being  demanded  or  taken." 

Was  that  your  article,  Mr.  Budd  t — ^Answer.  You  wilj  have  to  see  Mr. 
Harris  about  that.  He  is  the  editor.  I  cannot  give  information  out  of 
the  office. 

Q.  Do  you  decline  to  answer  ! — A.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  obligation  to  your  chief 
that  forbids  your  answering,  in  a  lawful  investigation,  on  oath. 

The  Witness.  Well,  if  he  says  answer  the  question,  I  will  answer  it. 

Q.  Do  yon  think  he  is  higher  authority  than  Congress  t — ^A.  Well,  he 
is  to  me  on  those  questions ;  being  an  employ^  of  the  newspaper  I  can- 
not give  it  away. 

Mr.  Hawley.  If  an  employ^  of  my  newspaper  should  be  called  as  a 
-witness  on  the  stand  and  would  not  answer  I  would  discharge  him. 

The  Witness.  I  suppose  if  he  did  answer  yon  would  discharge  him. 

Mr.  Hawley.  Well,  if  he  confessed  a  mean  thing,  confessed  a  slan- 
vder,  I  would  discharge  him  right  away,  answer  or  no  answer.    Mr. 
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Ohairman,  I  turn  the  witness  over  to  you.    I  have  no  further  inquiries 
to  make. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  write  that  article,  Mr.  Buddf — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Do  you  know  who  did  write  itt — A.  N'o,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Hawley  : 

Q.  Was  not  that  substantially  what  I  asked  you  ? — A.  Yon  asked 
me  if  I  knew  who  wrote  it. 

By  Mr.  Harbison  : 

Q.  Did  not  you  answer  to  Mr.  Windom  that  you  did  not  knovf  who 
wrote  itt — A.  I  do  not  know  who  wrote  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  furnish  the  information,  then,  contained  in  the  article ! — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  know  who  did  furnish  the  information  ! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  you,  in  answer  to  Mr.  Hawley,  say  you  must  refer  it  to 
Mr.  Harris  if  you  did  not  know  anything  about  it  f — A.  He  asked  me 
if  it  is  my  article. 

Q.  You  know  whether  it  is  your  article  or  not ;  why  did  you  refer  to 
Mr.  Harris ;  what  did  you  mean  by  referring  to  Mr.  Harns  f — A.  He  is 
the  managing  editor  of  the  paper. 

Q.  What  did  you  think  Mr.  Hawley's  question  was  f — A.  I  inferred 
from  his  question  that  he  thought  I  wrote  it. 

Q.  Would  you  iwimit  that  you  wrote  it  upon  reference  to  Mr.  Harris 
if  you  did  not  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  why  did  you  want  to  refer  it  to  Mr.  Harris  f — A.  Well,  there 
are  a  great  many  things  that  I  would  not  care  to  mention. 

Q.  If  you  did  not  write  it,  or  did  not  furnish  the  information,  and  if 
you  do  not  know  who  did  write  it,  as  1  understand  you  to  say,  what  is 
there  in  it  to  refer  to  Mr.  Harris  I — A.  I  could  refer  the  whole  article 
for  information  now,  but  I  do  not  know  who  did  do  it. 

Q.  So  you  say  now  that  you  know-nothing  about  who  did  write  it  f — 
A.  I  know  nothing  in  the  world  about  it. 

Q.  You  did  not  furnish  the  information  upon  which  it  was  based  f — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  had  no  talk  with  the  man  who  wrote  iit  t — A.  I  do  not 
know,  because  I  do  not  know  who  wrote  it. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  any  clue  as  to  who  did  do  it  f — A.  The  only  man 
I  can  refer  you  to  in  the  matter  is  the  editor  of  the  paper. 

By  Mr.  Hahbison  : 

Q.  You  can  give  us  the  names  of  the  local  editors  of  your  paper? — 
A.  Mr.  Harris  is  the  name  of  the  editor,  and  Mr.  ^d.  Brady  is  the  as- 
sistant. 

Q.  I  was  not  asking  you  about  the  managing  editor  or  assistant,  but 
your  reporters,  yourlocals.  Who  is  your  reporter  here  at  the  Capitol  f — 
A.  I  am  one  of  them;  Mr.  Heath  is  another,  and  Mr.  Smith  has  been 
doing  Mr.  West's  work. 

Q.  Those  are  the  only  three  gentlemen  connected  with  the  paper  who 
have  the  ordinary  duty  of  collecting  news  at  the  Capitol  f — ^A.  Yes, 
sir;  I  report  the  Senate  part;  gather  up  all  the  news  on  the  Senate 
side;  and  those  other  two  gentlemen  run  the  House. 

Mr.  Hawley.  If  you  had  told  me  those  things  when  I  first  asked 
you  the  question  I  would  see  no  difficulty  about  it. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Mr.  Harris  in  inanaging  editor  1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 
*Q.  What  is  Mr.  Harris's  given  naniet — A*  Oscar. 

A.  C.  BijSLl  recalled. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Question.  Mr.  Buell,  we  will  continue  for  a  little  while  yonr  exam)  . 
ination,  if  you  please.  When  examined  the  other  day,  you  stated  in 
answer  to  a  question  from  Mr.  Hawley  as  to  whether  you  had  any  in- 
formation tending  to  show  that  any  gentleman  connected  with  the 
press,  or  any  member  of  Congress,  has  received,  or  been  promised,  or 
has  reason  to  hope  that  he  will  receive  any  valuable  consideration  what- 
ever for  his  action  concerning  the  whisky  tax,  among  other  things : 

A.  I  do  Dot  know  that  I  have  pat  that  in  that  form.  I  have  probably  pot  it  strongly^ 
intimated  a  Buspicion  to  that  effect.  And  I  do  not  know  that  I  wonld  to-day — at 
least  nntil  I  have  an  opportunity  to  consnlt  with  some  other  gentlemen — whether  I 
woald  be  wiUing.  to  indicate  the  source  of  that  suspicion.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  eay^ 
tbongh,  that  the  impression  was  produced  on  my  mind  that  some  members  of  Congress, 
and  perhaps  one  Senator  (I  would  qualify  by  *' perhaps'')— that  perhaps  one  Senator 
had  an  interest  or  had  reason  to  be  interested  in  the  passaj^e  of  that  measure  beyond 
any  natural  prompting  that  he  might  have  from  his  connection  with  publio  affairs  and 
the  publio  interest. 

Are  you  prepared  to  state  any  more  fully  in  answer  to  that  question 
to-day,  what  you  know  about  it  t — Answer.  Mr.  Chairman,  1  wonld 
like  to  refer  somewhat  to  other  i>ortions  of  my  testimony  the  other  day 
as  a  matter  of  privilege. 

The  Chaibman.  You  may  state  whatever  you  desire  in  connection 
with  it,  and  then  come  to  this  question  which  I  have  asked. 

The  Witness.  It  will  be  in  the  nature  of  an  explanation,  a  more  com- 
plete setting  out  of  intention  in  some  portions  of  it,  and  in  order  that 
misrepresentations  which  have  been  made  in  the  newspapers  may  not 
be  repeated,  I  have  reduced  what  I  have  to  say  in  this  personal  matter 
to  writing.    It  is  short. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  read  it.  Put  it  in  any  shape  you  please. 
Make  any  explanations  you  please. 

The  Witness.  If  the  committee  please,  before  proceeding  further,  I 
desire,  as  a  matter  of  privilege,  to  call  attention  to  certain  portions  of 
my  former  testimony.  My  object  is  to  explain  or  set  out  more  clearly 
the  meaning  and  intent  of  my  language,  so  as  to  avoid  the  possibility 
of  misrepresentation  or  distortion.  I  shall  not  consume  much  time.  I 
have  written  the  things  I  wish  to  say,  so  that  there  may  be  no  dispute 
as  to  the  text  and  no  excuse  for  misreporting  it.  I  ask  this  indulgence 
because  my  testimony  has  been  subjected  to  most  extraordinary  mis- 
representation as  to  its  character  and  most  extravagant  distortion  of 
its  text  by  those  whose  business  it  is  to  create  public  opinion  from  this 
point  through  the  press  of  the  country  :  while  the  able  editors  in  the 
home  offices  have  seemed  to  consider  those  misrepresentations  and  dis- 
tortions of  sufficient  consequence  to  call  for  a  very  considerable  fusil- 
lade of  abuse. 

The  misfortune  is  that  the  testimony  which  I  gave  will  never  be 
read,  except  perhaps  by  the  proof  readers  at  the  Government  Printing- 
office,  the  members  of  the  committee,  and  •myself;  while  the  public 
must  draw  its  conclusions  from  the  testimony  which  it  pleased  the  re- 
porter or  agent  of  the  Associated  Press  to  impute  to  me.  When  to  this 
is  added  the  ingenuity  of  the  special  correspondents  who  were  person- 

S.  Rep.  878 9 
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ally  involved  iu  the  issue,  it  will  readily  be  seen  that  my  chauce  of  fair 
treatment  was  small  indeed. 
Let  me  show — 

A  SAMPLE  OF  THE  MISREPRESENTATION  TO  WHICH   MY  TESTIMONY 

WAS  SUBJECTED. 

General  Hawley  referred  to  a  paragraph  that  had  appeared  in  the 
Critic,  upon  which  the  following  colliquy  took  place,  as  reported  by  the 
^official  stenographer  to  the  committee : 

Q.  Yon  have  \u  that  article  named  Carson,  Nordboff,  and  Nelson. 

A.  1  do  not  know  that  I  wonldjoin  the  two  statements  together.  I  have  no  means 
/^f  knotting,  to  state  jonder  oath,  that  either  of  those  gentlemen  conld  be  retained  for 
any  sum  whatever.  I  may  have  opinions  which  I  would  be  willing  to  ntter  in  a  news- 
paper, and  be  personally  responsible  for,  that  I  would  not  be  wiiliug  to  repeat  under 
i»ath.  iMTause  the  responsibility  of  an  oath  is  of  a  different  character  from  that. 

Then  there  is  a  sentence,  "  I  have  that  impression  from  individuals.-' 
There  were  one  or  two  verbal  errors.  The  word  "from"  should  be 
"Stricken  out,  and  ''as  to"  inserted,  making  me  say,  " I  have  that  im- 
pression as  to  individuals."  And  I  will  say  here  that  I  used  that  phrase 
in  order  to  draw  a  distin(*.tion  between  the  two  or  three  individuals 
whom  I  had  in  mind  and  the  newspaper  men  as  a  class,  whom  I  had 
been  accused  of  traducing.    Then  I  add : 

1  think  there  is,  perhaps,  one  man  named  there — 

That  is,  among  those  three — 

-^'hom  I  have  reason  to  believe,  as  the  phrase  is,  is  ''on  it'';  that  is,  that  be  some- 
^injirs  gets  valuable  consideration  for  that  sort  of  thing. 

Then  there  is  a  parenthetical  clause  to  the  effect  that  it  is  apparently 
entirely  irrelevant  for  the  purposes  of  this  investigation,  and  I  would 
not  name  him. 

Now  that  is  the  stenographic  report,  and  here  is  the  "testimony'' 
which  the  able  agent  of  the  Associated  Press  gave  on  the  same  poiiit: 

Mr.  Hawley  then  read  an  article  clipped  fn>m  the  Critic,  in  which  were  mentioned 
the  names  of  Messrs.  Nordboff,  Carson,  and  Boyntcm,  and  inqnired,  *'  Whence  came  the 
rumor  that  justified  you  iu  associating  tht?  names  of  influential  Journalists  with  the 
subject  of  bribery  and  corrupt  influences." 

Witness  did  not  know  ;  he  heaid  it  passing  around  as  a  joke,  as  mere  chaff,  and 
laughed  at  it. 

Now  let  it  be  borne  in  mind  that  these  two  extracts  refer  to  the  same 
colloquy.  One  is  the  report  of  the  official  stenographer,  and  the  other 
that  of  the  agent  of  the  Associated  Press. 

Now,  I  stated  in  my  newspaper  the  other  day  that  in  the  seven  or 
eight  pages  of  the  official  report  which  I  had  gone  over  carefully,  criti- 
cally, 1  did  not  detect  but  three  mistakes.  Those  were  Verbal  inaccu- 
racies, where  one  preposition  was  substituted  for  another.  They  did 
not  affect  the  sense  at  all ;  so  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  official  report 
was  perfectly  accurate.    The  other  is  that  of  the  Associatad  Press. 

I  submit  this  as  a  sample.  If  there  is  any  similaritj'  between  the  two 
in  verbiage,  context,  or  spirit,  I  cannot  dew^ct  it. 

Here  is  another  sample,  which  I  introiluce  by  way  of  showing  that 
the  Associated  Press  reporter  or  agent  was  trying  or  pretending  to  try 
to  report  mj*  testimony — of  which  fact  the  former  sample  may  have 
raised  some  doubt.    The  following  is  from  the  official  report : 

Q.  Yon  have  nnmed  three  gentlemen  (if  the  press  there,  and  in  connection  with  that 
remark  that  ^5,000  cash  would  have  enlisted  the  **  reformers"  of  Newspaper  Row  fur 
life ;  Iwant  to  know  whether  there  is  any  fact  in  the  world  upon  which  yon  base  au 
insinuation  against  these  three  men  in  connection  with  this  whisky  business  f 

A.  I  did  not  intend  that  insinuation  to  lie  against  those  three  uien  iu  partiealar. 
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And,  perhaps,  I  should  have  added  there,  to  make  myself  perfectly 
clear,  "  in  relation  to  this  particular  business."  1  have  reason  to  believe 
that  there  are  newspaper  men  who  are  not  proof  against  the  blandish- 
ment ot  money,  and  I  used  that  phrase  to  indicate  that  belief,  though 
I  do  not  know  that  a«  a  matter  of  fact,  under  oath,  I  would  be  willing 
to  state  that,  because  I  never  bought  any  of  them  myself,  and  would 
not  like  to  say  (under  oath)  that  I  thought  a  man  was  purchasable  un- 
less I  had  either  bought  him  myself  or  seen  somebody  else  do  it. 

The  last  **  under  oath"  I  would  like  to  have  put  in  parenthesis,  be- 
cause it  does  not  appear  in  the  official  text.  It  comes  in  between  "  say" 
and  "  that "  in  next  to  the  last  line. 

That  is  the  official  report  I  have  just  read. 

And  this  is  the  way  that  colloquy  appeared  under  the  necromancy  of 
the  Associated  Press  man. 

Mr.  Hawley  coDtinned:  "  Is  there  any  fact  whatever  apon  which  yoa  can  base  the 
iDsmaatioD  against  the  three  geutlemen  named  in  that  articled 

Answer.  No ;  I  cannot  say  information.  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  one  of  the 
gentlemen  named  sometimes  gets  valuable  consideration.  I  cannot  say  that  I  have 
any  information  or  reason  to  suppose  that  either  of  the  three  gentlemen  were  in  any 
way  corrnptly  inflnenced  in  this  connection. 

]S"ow,  that  shows  that  the  reporter  was  endeavoring  to  report  what 
I  was  saying,  and  I  introduce  that  as  a  sample  to  show  that  fact.  The 
other  was  so  entirely  unlike  the  colloquy  which  it  was  supposed  to  re- 
port that  there  might  have  been  some  doubt  as  to  his  intention. 

Now,  at  this  point  I  will  explain  briefly.  Three  men  were  named  in 
one  of  my  paragraphs.  For  the  present  I  will  deal  with  two  of  them — 
Kelson  and  Xordhoff.  I  said  in  my  testimony  "  one,"  but  I  think  I  did 
injustice  by  that  limitation.  I  said  ''one"  because  I  happened  to  have 
that  individual  particularly  in  mind  at  that  moment.  But  I  ought  not 
to  separate  Mr.  Nelson  from  his  congenial  companion,  and  I  will  not. 
At  a  subsequent  stage  of  the  inquiry,  as  officially  reported,  Mr.  Nord- 
hoff  asked  as  follows:. 

Do  you  believe,  or  have  yon  ever  believed,  that  I  wonld  take  money  in  a  corrapt 
woyf 
To  which  I  replied  :  **  I  have  never  known  anything  of  the  kind.'' 

With  emphasis  on  the  word  "known,"  I  have  no  special  reason  to 
believe  so;  with  emphasis  on  the  word  "special." 

[According  to  my  recollection  I  used  the  word  "specific"  instead  of 
si)ec]al,  but  it  is  immaterial.  The  shade  of  diflterence  in  meaning  is  not 
sufficient  to  vitiate  the  sense.] 

When  I  said  I  "had  never  Jcnown,^  I  meant  simply,  as  explained  in 
a  prior  portion  of  my  testimony,  that  I  had  never  bought  Mr.  Nordhott* 
myself.  That  is  my  idea  of  what  "knowledge"  ought  to  mean  under 
oath. 

When  I  said  that  I  "had  no  specific  (or  special)  reason  to  believe," 
I  meant  simply  that  I  had  never  seen  anybody  else  buy  Mr.  Nordhoff. 
That  is  what  I  understand  by  the  terms  "specific  reason  to  believe" 
under  oath. 

But  E  did  not  state  or  admit  anywhere  in  my  testimony  that  I  did 
not  believe  or  think  that  either  Mr.  Nordhoflf  or  Mr.  Nelson  was  on  the 
make.  I  had  no  intention  to  so  state  or  admit,  because  I  do  believe  and 
do  think  that 

THEY  ARE  BOTH  ON  THE  MAKE. 

^Nevertheless,  the  Associated  Press  report  would  lead  its  readers  to 
suppose  that  I  retracted  everything  my  newspaper  had  said  about  these 
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two  men,  leaving  them  in  sole  charge  of  the  situation.  1  do  not  now 
say,  nor  did  1  say  in  my  testimony,  nor  have  I  said- in  my  newspaper, 
that  I  could  prove  that  Nelson  and  Nordhoff  were  venal.  That  is  the 
most  difficult  of  all  charges  to  prove;  because,  as  a  rule,  there  are  but 
two  parties  to  the  act  of  bribery,  and  both  equally  interested  in  keep- 
ing it  secret,  for  obvious  reasons.  Therefore,  I  suppose  a  man  may  go 
along  for  years  levying  contributions  on  everything  that  comes  in  his 
way,  and 

BLACKMAILING  EVERYBODY 

who  gets  in  his  power,  and  the  public  will  have  no  means  of  finding  it 
out  except  by  the  suspicions  and  inferences  that  his  acts  and  associa- 
tions may  naturally  or  logically  give  rise  to,  and  these,  though  often 
conclusive  as  bases  of  opinion  or  belief,  can  never  be  conscientiously 
adopted  as  the  foundation  of  a  sworn  statement. 

I  have  probably  devoted  mor«^  space  to  this  subject  than  it  is  worth. 
I  shall  not  devote  any  more.  Mr.  Nelson  and  Mr.  Nordhoff  are  wel- 
come to  my  opinion  of  them;  and  they  are,  or  ought  to  be,  aware  that 
the  cherishing  of  such  an  opinion  does  uot  make  me  an  eccentric  citizen 
in  this  community. 

Now  that  is  all  I  have  to  say  on  that  point,  and  I  thank  the  committee 
for  the  permission  to  say  it. 

Q.  Well,  Mr.  Buell,  you  have  intimated  some  pretty  hard  charges 
against  both  of  those  gentlemen,  which  have  been  called  out  in  the  or- 
dinary prosecution  of  this  investigation.  Will  you  give  us  any  reasons 
you  have  to  base  those  opinions  upon! — A.  Well,  I  have  said  two  or 
three  times  that  I  had  nothing  that  I  was  willing  to  swear  to  or  upon 
which  I  would  base  a  sworn  statement  that  either  one  of  them  had  been 
corruptly  influenced  by  tlie  so  called  whiskj^  ring  or  had  any  connection 
with  this  pending  business,  and  1  would  not  have  introduced  this  ex- 
planation but  for  the  fact  that  those  two  gentlemen  in  their  correspond- 
ence have  seen  fit  to  take  a  view  of  my  testimony  the  other  day  which 
rather  made  me,  unwillingly,  furnish  them  a  certiticate  of  good  character, 
which  I  did  not  intend  to  do,  and  this  explanation  I  have  put  in  here 
solely  with  a  view  to  revoke  that  forged  certificate  of  good  character. 
That  is  all  on  that  point.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  those  gentle- 
men. I  have  never  had  much  to  do  with  them,  and  nothing  for  the  la«t 
two  years  or  three.  I  have  not  watched  their  movements  very  closely. 
My  opinion  of  them  is  based  upon,  as  I  said  in  this  statement,  suspicions 
and  inferences,  and  upon  current  report  and  gossip.  1  sui)pose  I  have 
heard,  1  won't  undertake  to  say  how  many,  men,  but  a  good  many  men 
of  rank  and  consequence  in  this  country',  from  Cabinet  officers  down, 
utter  that  opinion. 

Q.  It  may  be  somewhat  out  of  the  strict  line  of  the  investigation  this 
committee  is  directed  to  make,  but  it  is  due  to  the  committee,  it  seems 
to  me,  Mr.  Buell,  that  you  should  give  us  any  reasons  you  have  for  re- 
flecting upon  these  gentlemen  ! — A.  I  do  not  understand  that  this  is  an 
investigation  into  the  character  of  these  men,  personally-. 

Q.  No ;  but  you  have  given  your  statement  this  morning  which  goes 
outside  of  the  line  of  the  investigation.  You  have  cast  some  pretty 
strong  imputations  upon  them,  and  it  strikes  me  it  is  due  to  the  commit- 
tee, as  well  as  to  yourself,  and  to  these  gentlemen,  that  you  should  give 
your  reasons  for  them. — A,  Well,  if  1  am  to  enter  into" a  formal  prose- 
cution with  these  men  on  any  charges  I  may  have  made,  or,  if  I  am  to 
enter  into  a  defense  against  any  action  they  may  see  fit  to  take  against 
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me  on  account  of  these  statements  for  libel,  or  any  other  purpose,  I 
shall  have  to  have  some  time  to  consult  and  prepare.  I  would  not  un- 
dertake to  go  into  an  investigation  of  the  personal  character  of  these 
two  men,  or  any  other  two  men,  without  special  preparation,  which  I 
have  not  made.  I  have  simply  been  uttering  my  opinions.  They  may 
be  utterly  valueless.  I  have  foundation  for  them  that  is  satisfactory  to 
me  as  opinions.  A  charge  of  bribery  or  venality  is  the  hardest  thing  in 
the  world  to  prove,  and  I  do  not  suppose  1  could  prove  any  charge  of  that 
kind  against  these  two  men,  or  against  any  other  two  men,  unless  the 
other  party  to  the  transaction,  for  some  reason  or  other,  might  be  willing 
to  swear  to  it,  and  then  his  testimony  would  probably  need  corroboration. 

Q.  It  is  not  the  proof  of  these  things  we  are  asking,  but  the  founda* 
tion  you  have  for  your  opinion. 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  think  Mr.  Buell  ought  to  name  somebody  who  has 
spoken  to  him  about  it. 

A.  Well,  I  would  have  no  hesitation,  if  it  is  a  matter  of  satisfaction 
to  the  chairman  of  the  committee;  but  I  would  not  do  it  for  the  benefit 
of  the  public,  for  the  reason  that  it  will  involve  gentlemen  in  this  con- 
troversy who  have  no  business  in  it  whatever,  who  do  not  believe  in  it 
and  probably  do  not  want  to  be  dragged  into  it.  As  a  matter  of  per- 
sonal information,  I  would  give  a  number  of  names  cheerl'ully  of  gen- 
tlemen from  whose  utterances  1  have  perhaps  derived  a  good  part  of  my 
opinions,  but  I  do  not  want  to  throw  out  a  drag-net  and  drag  a  large 
number  of  men,  or  any  number  of  men,  into  a  controversy  in  which 
they  cannot  possibly  have  any  interest.  I  would  not  like  to  have  a 
man  do  that  with  me. 

By  Mr.  Harrison  : 

Q.  Well,-  if  I  understand  you,  as  to  these  gentlemen  you  have  no 
personal  knowledge  of  any  corrupt  act  on  the  part  of  anyone  of  them  t 
— A.  Not  relating  to  this  x)articular  affair  or  to  any  other  particular  atiair. 

Q.  Do  you  not  say  as  to  any  affair  !— A.  Well,  I  say  knowledge  of  an 
act  of  that  kind,  for  if  I  were  to  say  that  I  knew  a  man  had  been 
bought  the  committee  might  assume  from  that  fact  that  I  had  done  it 
myself,  because  I  would  not  know  it^unless  I  had. 

Q.  Well,  not  to  go  into  an^--  metaphysics  about  the  matter  at  all,  if  I 
understand  your  statement,  you  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  any 
corrupt  or  venal  act  on  the  part  of  any  of  these  gentlemen  you  have 
named  ? — A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  that  character  which  would  war- 
rant me  in  stating  of  my  own  knowledge  that  I  knew  they  were 

Q.  You  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  any  corrupt  act  of  theirs  t 
All  you  know  about  it  is  upon  information  and  hearsay. — A.  Informa- 
tion, hearsay,  and  inference. 

Q.  Inference,  suspicion? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  the  sum  of  your  testimony  is  that  you  undertake  to  say  that 
their  reputation  as  journalists  is  tainted  ? — A.  Well,  you  can  put  it  in 
that  form. 

Q.  Well,  it  is  a  fair  statement  of  what  you  say,  is  it  not. — that  their 
reputation  is  tainted  f — A.  Well,  I  did  not  use  that  language. 

Q.  I  do  not  undertake,  of  course,  to  repeat  your  language.  Your 
statement  was  voluminous.  I  can  only  try  to  epitomize  it ;  that  their 
reputation  as  journalists  is  tainted. — A.  Rather  than  flatly  assent  to 
that  proposition,  I  would  prefer  to  leave  my  testimony  just  as  I  gave 
it ;  leave  my  own  language  in  the  statement  I  have  made  hero. 

Q.  I  do  not  see  what  objection  you  can  have,  Mr.  Buell,  to  answer- 
ing the  question,  whether  their  reputation  as  journalists  is  tainted. 
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You  stated  you  liare  no  personal  knowledge.  Now,  does  it  not  follow 
as  a  matter  of  necessity,  if  what  yon  said  is  based  ui>on  hearsay  and 
suspicion,  that  the  sum  of  it  is  that  their  reputation  is  bad  T — A.  Well, 
I  say  that  I  have  the  impression  concerning  those  gentlemen  that  I  ut- 
tered in  my  statement. 

Q.  Then  you  would  not  be  willing  to  go  so  fur  as  to  say  that  their 
general  reputation  as  journalists  was  that  the^'  were  venal  and  corrupt 
men  ! — A.  Why,  I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  say  that  at  all.  1  have 
said  all  I  desire  to  say  on  that  point. 

Q.  I  know;  but  then  you  know  the  limit  of  your  desires  may  not  be 
the  limit  of  an  examination  here,  and  I  think  it  is  due,  as  that  matter 
has  come  in A.  Well,  I  will  say  in  answer  to  your  question  that 

Q.  I  do  not  know  these  gentlemen  personally,  but  I  think  it  is  due  to 
them  that  we  should  get  as  near  the  exact  fiwX  as  ])ossible  about  it. — A. 
I  would  not  pretend  to  make  my  personal  opinion  of  anybody  the  basis 
of  a  statement  as  to  his  general  reputation.  I  may  have  a  very  poor 
opinion  of  a  man  and  yet  his  general  reputation  be  good. 

Q.  That  is  just  what  I  am  saying.  It  resolves  itself  into  this,  then  : 
That  you  yourself  know  of  no  corrupt  act:  that  you  are  not  willing  to 
state  that  their  general  reputation  is  bad,  but  you  do  state  that  in  your 
individual  opinion,  they  are  corrupt  menf — A.  Xo;  I  do  not  think  I 
stated  that. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  not  state  that  in  your  opinion  you  believe  them  to 
be  so  I — A.  I  do  not  think  I  used  the  word  '*  corrui)t." 

Q.  Perhaps  not ;  but  did  you  not  mean  to  convey  the  idea  that  there 
was  corruption  ;  being  "  on  it,"  as  you  expressed  it,  your  opinion  was 
that  they  were  for  sale.  I  want  to  distinguish  between  that  expres- 
sion and  the  one  I  used — "  corruption  1 " — A.  I  prefer  to  let  every  man 
draw  his  own  distinction  between  these  two  terms. 

Q.  You  make  a  distinction  ? — A.  W^ell,  I  do  not  care  to  testify  on 
that  point,  whether  I  do  or  not. 

Mr.  Harrison.  Well,  that  is  all. 

By  Mr.  Hawley  :  • 

Q.  Do  I  understand  Mr.  Buell  to  say  that  he  has  no  knowledge — J^e 
has  no  knowledge — that  these  gentlemen  are  purchasable  ?  Is  that  so, 
Mr.  Buell ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  said  that. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  anybody  else  say  that  he  had  knowledge  that 
they  were  purchasable ! 

The  Witness.  Do  you  mean  by  that  to  ask  if  I  ever  heard  anybody 
say  that  he  had  bought  these  men  ! 

Mr.  Hawley.  No;  you  refer  to  prominen't  people;  you  had  heanl 
prominent  people  say  they  were  corrupt ;  that  is  the  essence  of  your 
language.  I  wish  to  know  whether  you  ever  heanl  anybody  in  the 
world  say  that  he  had  knowledge  that  these  gentlemen  were  pur- 
chasable 1 

A.  Well,  general,  with  your  pennission,  I  will  say  that  the  Associ- 
ated Press  and  newspapers  of  the  country  generally  have  been  making 
so  free  with  the  essence  of  my  language,  or  what  they  assume  to  be  its 
essence,  in  the  last  few  days,  that  I  prefer  to  stick  to  the  text  exactly. 

Q.  I  thought  I  was  doing  that  very  closely.  What  is  the  text  you 
refer  to  f — A.  Well,  I  did  not  use  the  word  ''corrupt." 

Q.  Well,  purchasable.  I  do  not  know  that  you  used  the  word  "pur- 
chasable." Did  you  mean  to  say,  then— just  state  it  again,  please, 
because  I  want  to  get  exactly  at  your  meaning. — ^A.  I  think  I  used  the 
phrase  "on  the  make." 

Q.  Well,  that  is  to  say,  purchasable,  is  it  nott    We  will  confine  our- 
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selves  to  the  words  "on  the  make; "  that  is  slang;  that  ip  not  very  good 
English.  Have  you  heard  any  person  in  the  world  say  that  he  had 
knowledge  that  these  two  journalists  were^"on  the  make!"  I  will 
adopt  your  own  words. — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  ever  heard  a 
man  8ay  he  would  swear  to  it. 

Q.  But  did  you  ever  hear  a  man  say,  in  the  ordinary  acceptation  of 
these  words  as  they  pass  among  men,  that  he  had  information  or  knowl- 
edge of  any  sort  that  would  justify  him  in  saying  that  they  were  "on 
the  make f" — A.  Well,  I  could  not  recollect  the  exact  shape  in  which 
the  assertion  was  put. 

Q.  Then  you  woula  not  say  yes  to  that  question;  you  would  say  no 
to  that  question,  would  you  not!— ^A.  I  would  say  I  have  heard  men 
had  an  opinion  or  belief  to  that  effect,  but  I  do  not  know  that  J  ever 
asked  specifically  on  what  the  opinion  was  based. 

Mr.  Hawley.  Well,  that  will  do  so  far. 

The  Witness.  I  might,  if  it  were  necessary,  elaborate  it 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  am  not  particular.  I  do  not  care  about  its  being 
elaborated.  That  answers  the  purpose.  1  do  not  understand  that  you 
know  anything,  or  ever  heard  anybody  else  say  that  he  knew  anything. 
It  amounts  to  this,  does  it  not;  that  you  have  heard  people  speak  bit- 
terly against  them! — A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  was  any  bitterness 
in  it. 

Q.  Are  you  not  personally  at  odds  with  these  gentlemen! — ^A.  Well, 
I  do  not  like  either  one  of  them  very  well. 

Q.  An<l  say  on  oath  here  that  you  think  they  are  "  on  the  make,"  and 
you  have  nothing  in  the  world  to  justify  it! — A.  I  do  not  say  that, 
general. 

Q.  You  say  you  believe  they  are  "  on  the  make,"  do  you  not ! — A.  I 
do,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  have  not  a  fact  in  the  universe  to  justify  it.  Have  you 
even  a  tact;  have  3'ou  anything  more  than  suspicions  and  personal 
hostility  to  base  it  on  ! — A.  Well,  I  do  not  ba«e  it  on  personal  hostility 
at  all.  I  had  that  opinion  before  I  ever  had  any  personal  hostility  to 
them. 

Q.  Have  you  any  fact  in  the  world,  or  do  you  know  anybody  else  that 
you  ever  heard  who  had  a  fact  to  base  it  on  ! — A.  Now,  general,  if  you 
want  to  go  into  an  investigation  of  the  character  of  these  gentle- 
men  

Mr.  Hawley.  No,  I  do  not;  that  is  a  fair  question. 

The  Witness.  And  if  you  will  clear  your  room  I  will  give  you  a  list 
of  witnesses  you  can  summon  on  that  point.  If  it  is  the  object' of  the 
committee  to  investigate  the  character  of  these  gentlemen,  I  have  no 
objection. 

Q.  It  is  entirely  a  side  issue,  but  I  think  it  is  simply  decent  justice 
to  the  gentlemen  referred  to  to  follow  it  for  a  moment  at  any  rate. 
They  are  not  on  trial ;  we  do  not  expect  to  put  them  on  trial,  but  I  do 
not  think  the  committee  ought  to  let  any  person  in  the  world  go  off  with 
charges  of  that  sort  without  a  brief  answer.  1  do  not  understand  you 
to  say  that  you  have  a  fact  or  know  anybody  else  to  say  that  he  had  a 
fact  to  justify  charging  those  gentlemen  with  corruption, — A.  I  said  in 
my  statement,  which  the  committee  was  kind  enough  to  admit,  that  I 
had  no  knowledge  that  I  called  personal  knowledge.  I  meant  by  that 
that  1  had  never  either  purchased  these  gentlemen's  opinions  myself, 
nor  had  I  seen  the  transaction  in  which  anybody  else  purchased  them. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  heard  anybody  say  that  he  had  done  so  him- 
self—seen it  done. 
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Q.  Then  il  is  purely  amatter  of  opinion.  You  believe  they  are"  on  the 
make ;  ^  that  is  the  amount  of  it. — A.  Well,  I  would  give  the  same  an- 
swer to  that,  that  I  gave  before. 

Mr.  Hawley.  Oh,  I  do  not  care  to  follow  it  any  further,  unless  some 
gentleman  of  the  committee  thinks  it  is  necessary. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  1  will  repeat  the  question  I  asked  in  the  first  place,  Mr.  Buell. 
On  page  119  of  the  testimony,  in  speaking  of  what  you  had  been  in- 
formed, as  I  understood  it,  by  members  of  Congress  and  others,  you 

say :  ^ 

I  do  not  besirate  to  say,  tbougb,  that  tlie  impressioD  was  prodnced  on  my  mind 
tbac  some  members  of  Coogress,  and  perhaps  od6  Senator  (I  would  qualify  by  **  per- 
haps")— that  perhaps  one  Seuator  bad  an  interest  or  had  reason  t-o  be  interested  in 
the  passage  of  that  measure  beyond  any  natural  prompting  that  he  might  have  from 
bis  connection  with  public  affairs  and  the  public  intere^^t. 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  stated  here,  on  page  120,  line  10,  in  reply  to  General 
Hawley's  question  : 

The  most  I  could  do  would  l)e  to  give  the  general  substance  of  conversations  in  any 
event,  and  I  would  very  much  prefer  to  consult  with  the  gentlemen  with  whom  I  had 
those  con versai  ious,  before  I  undeHook  to  give  theu^.  Even  if  i  knew  that  they  were 
perfectly  wiDing  that  whatever  they  said  in  the  mutter  should  be  repeated,  I  would 
rather  consult  tUem  more  fnliy.  because  I  will  not  trust  my  memory  to  repeat,  under 
oath*  a  month  or  two  afterwards,  conversations  which  I  had  with  any  man,  especially 
in  a  matter  as  grave  as  this. 

Now.  I  have  been  unable  to  see  one  of  those  gentlemen  on  acconnt  of 
his  absence  from  the  city,  and  he  will  not  be  here  until  next  week. 
I  have  not  communicated  with  him  by  letter,  because  I  do  not  know 
exactly  where  a  letter  would  find  him,  and  I  would  therefore  ask  that 
my  examination  be  postponed  until  he  comes. 

By  Mr.  HARBISON : 

Q.  Is  that  necessary  as  to  others  who  are  here  I  If  there  were  others, 
as  1  infer,  with  whom  you  have  had  an  opportunity  to  confer,  might  we  not 
very  well  go  through  with  that,  and  then  defer  any  further  examination  f 
— A.  Well,  of  the  others  I  have  talked  with  two,  and  I  find  that  at  this 
stsige  their  recollection'  of  our  conversation  does  not  embody  anything 
that  would  be  worth  anything  to  this  committee. 

Q.  Does  it  agree  with  your  recollection o^  the  conversation!  because 
that  is  what  we  want. — A.  Well,  the  substance  of  their  communications 
to  me  was  the  utterances  of  suspicion  and  belief.  I  asked  them  more 
particularly,  or  one  of  them  at  least.  I  did  not  have  much  conversation 
with  the  other.  He  simply  said,  "You  must  not  mention  my  name  in 
this  connection,  because  it  would  do  no  good,  because  I  know  nothing 
about  the  matter,  and  do  not  want  to  be  mixed  up  with  it.  I  merely 
gave  you  the  benefit  of  my  suspicions,  which  resulted  from  my  observa- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  the  bill  passed,  and  the  temper  of  those 
who  had  it  in  charge."  •  ^ 

Q.  Well,  did  that  agree  with  your  recollection  of  what  he  had  said 
to  you  t — A.  Oh,  yes;  my  recollection  was  not — I  could  not  recollect  any 
phrase  he  used,  or  anything  of  that  sort.  I  certainly*  could  not  recol- 
lect his  stating  to  me  that  he  knew 

Q.  Then,  as  I  understand  it,  that  man  has  said  to  you  that  what  he 
said  to  you  was  mere  matter  of  suspicion,  based  upon  what  he  regarded 
as  suspicious  circumstances  attending  the  passage  of  the  bill,  and  that 
that  agrees  with  your  recollection  of  what  he  said  to  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  as  to  the  other  with  whom  you  talked? — A.  Well,  I  really 
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had  but  one  conversation  of  any  great  length  or  importance  whatever 
with  any  member  of  Congress  on  that  subject.  That  gentleman  is  not 
here. 

Q.  Well,  now,  I  want  the  other  one,  the  one  who  is  here. — A.  The 
statement  that  I  made  would  substantially  cover  both  these  cases. 
Both  those  gentlemen  refused  to  be  mentioned  in  any  way  in  connection 
with  the  matter,  and  said  they  had  simply  uttered  to  me  their  suspicions 
and  belief  5  they  were  opposed  to  the  bill,  both  of  those  men  ;  but  that 
they  had  no  personal  knowledge  of  any  comiption  in  connection  with  the 
matter  at  all,  or  any  improper  conduct  on  the  part  of  a  member  of  Con- 
gress or  anybody  else,  but  wer«  merely  suspicious  by  reason  of  what 
they  regarded  as  suspicious  features.  That  was  about  the  substance 
of  it. 

Q.  And  that  agrees  with  your  recollection  of  the  conversation  you 
had  with  these  men  ! — A.  It  is  bound  to. 

Q.  Well,  it  is  not  bound  to.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  that  you  adopt 
their  memory  for  your  own  recollection,  do  you  f — ^A.  1  do  not  exactly 
catch  your  meaning. 

Q.  Well,  this  is  what  you  say ;  your  memory  is  bound  to  agree  with 
their  present  statement  to  you  as  to  your  conversation  with  them  ! — A. 
As  to  the  substance  of  it,  yes. 

Q.  That  is,  you  would  not  surrender  your  recollection  to  theirs  f — A. 
Well,  I  have  no  particular  minute  recollection  to  surrender;  only  a  gen- 
eral one. 

Q.  Therefore  you  accept  as  probably  true  their  present  recollection  of 
what  was  said  between  you! — A.  Yes;  that  our  conversation  was  about 
the  circumstances  attending  the  passage  of  the  bill  which  were  extraor- 
dinary, unprecedented,  and  calculated  in  themselves  to  furnish  a  tone 
of  circumstantial  evidence  against  the  morality  of  the  modes  employed. 

Q.  Now,  we  have  disposed  of  those  two.  Now  as  to  the  gentleman 
who  is  absent :  Is  it  your  recollection,  in  your  conversation  with  him, 
that  he  processed  to  have  any  knowledge  or  information  tending  to  show 
that  corrupt  means  of  any  kind  had  been  used  in  Congress,  or  about 
Congress;  or  was  his  statement  to  you,  according  to  your  recollection, 
like  these  othei^s  I — A.  Well,  as  that  gentleman  will  return  in  about 
four  or  five  days,  and  as  I  suppose  the  matter  of  tin^e  is  not  vital,  I  would 
prefer  seeing  him  before  I  answer  even  that  question. 

Q.  Well,  you  know,  of  course,  in  examinations  of  this  kind,  it  is  im- 
portant to  have  the  independent  recollection  of  the  witness  rather  than 
the  recollection  conveyed  of  the  conversation  by  the  person  with  whom 
he  talked. — A.  It  is  not  with  a  view  to  altering  my  recollection  of  his 
conversation.  I  rather  consider  myself  in  the  position  of  a  reporter  of 
a  conversation,  having  derived  a  certain  impression  from  it.  Now,  I 
do  not  want  to  consult  him  to  see  if  my  impression  was  particularly 
correct. 

Q.  Well,  what  is  your  objection  to  giving  your  present  impression? — 
A.  I  have  already  done  that.  My  impression,  derived  from  that  con- 
versation with  that  gentleman  and  others,  was  that  the  whisky  bill  was 
a  job  put  through  here  by  corrupt  means ;  that  was  the  impression  I 
derived. 

Q.  Now,  we  want  to  get  right  at  these  facts,  if  there  are  such  facts 
here ;  and  the  question  I  asked  is,  whether  your  recollection  of  the  con- 
versation you  had  with  this  other  gentleman  who  is  absent  is  that  he 
stated  in  that  conversation  that  he  had  knowledge  of  any  corrupt  act 
or  anytliing  indicating  corruption  other  than  these  general  circum- 
stances of  suspicion  which  accompanied  the  hasty  passage  of  the  bill  in 
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the  House? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  stated  of  his  own  knowledge 
that  there  had  been  anything  of  that  sort. 

Q.  Did  it  differ  in  that  respect  from  the  conversation  with  the  other 
two  men  substantially f — A.  Well,  it  was  stronger;  no  doubt  ubout 
that ;  but  whether  the  basis  of  what  he  said  was  actual  knowledge  or 
simple  inference  that  is  what  I  am  not  prepared  tx)  say. 

Q.  That  you  are  not  prepared  to  say.  He  did  not  disclose  in  his 
conversation  whether  it  was  actual  knowledge  or  inference? — A.  No, 
sir;  he  did  not  say  A  had  corrupted  B,  or  B  had  corrupted  A. 

Mr.  Hawley.  1  would  like  to  ask  one  question :  Do  you  know  any 
Congressman  or  member  of  the  press  who  has  bought  whisky  on  spec- 
ulation, or  secured  options  in  the  whisky  market? — ^A.  ^o,  sir;  1  do 
not  know  anything  about  the  whisky  market. 

Q.  I  am  probably  rather  green  in  this  matter  for  not  asking  that 
question  before,  for  there  are  various  ways  of  corrupting  people,  and  it 
is  said  that  people  have  been  corrupted  in  that  way,  bought  options ; 
and  I  did  not  know  but  that  we  might  have  escaped  some  knowledge. 
Have  you  any  knowledge  of  that? — A.  No,  sir;  if  I  had  I  would  have 
given  it  in  reply  to  one  of  the  many  general  questions  you  asked. 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  do  not  care  to  know 
what  any  gentleman,  in  Congress  or  out,  may  have  said,  because  they 
are  entitled  to  say  it  themselves ;  but  if  he  has  heard  people  6i>eak  a^s 
if  they  had  knowledge,  he  ought  to  give  us  their  names,  and  then  we 
will  ask  them  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  what  we  desire  to  get. 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  should  not  ask  Mr.  Buell  what  they  said,  because 
that  is  not  fair.  If  there  are  any  gentlemen  who,  from  what  they  have 
said  to  him,  appear  to  have  such  suspicions  we  should  have  their  names, 
and  then  we  will  summon  them  and  settle  it  in  a  very  few  moments 
whether  they  do  know  anything  or  whether  it  is  mere  gossip.  For  that 
reason  I  do  not  think  it  is  of  much  consequence  whether  Mr.  Buell  sees 
these  men  or  not.  I  do  not  think  it  is  of  any  consequence  at  all. 

The  Witness.  I  will  say  that  I  feel  bound  to  protect  these  men  in 
case  they  should  a«k  it,  and  if  you  will  give  me  an  opportunity  I  will 
explain  the  reason  why  iu  a  few  words. 

A  newspaper  man  has  usually ^<;quaintances  who  are  his  sources  of 
information  as  to  public  affairs.  Those  men,  a«  a  rule,  for  purposes  of 
their  own,  enjoin  upon  the  reporter  or  correspondent  when  they  give 
him  a  piece  of  news  that  it  shall  not  be  put  in  the  form  of  an  interview. 
I  suppose  every  Senator  on  this  committee  ha«  given  information  to  jour- 
nalists before  now  with  the  request  that  it  be  not  put  in  the  fbrm  of  an 
interview,  but  simply  stated. 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  understand  perfectly  that  relation,  and  everybo<ly 
does  in  these  days  of  universal  press,  and  I  do  not  think  the  law  or  the 
usage  of  society  acknowledges  that  that  relation  is  analogous  to  that 
of  the  counsel  to  his  client,  or  the  physician  to  his  patient.  It  is  not 
protected  in  a  court  of  justice. 

A.  Well,  it  may  not  be  in  a  court,  or  anywhere  else  so  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  It  is  an  honorable  obligation  in  general  society  or  in  the  press, 
bat  when  you  come  to  a  court  of  justice  it  is  not  protected,  and  ought 
not  to  be,  where  the  rights  and  character  of  other  j^eople  are  at  stake. — 
A.  Well,  I  prefer  to  protect  them  until  I  have  their  permission  anyhow. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  You  are  not  willing,  then,  to  give  their  names? — A.  Not  to-day,  no, 
sir ;  I  wish  to  say,  as  I  said  before,  that  I  am  actuated  solely  by  a  desire 
to  conform  to  the  wishes  of  these  gentlemen. 
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By  Mr.  Harrison  : 

Q.  As  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Buell,  you  have  already  seen  two  of 
them,  and  they  were  not  willing  to  allow  you  to  give  their  names. — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Therefore  as  to  them  your  refusal  to  mention  names  is  final,  is  it 
not! — A.  It  don't  amount  to  anything,  anyhow.  It  would  not  if  you 
knew  their  names.  I  do  not  think  either  one  of  them  wouid  appear 
before  this  committee,  but  if  they  were  notified  to  they  would  get  up 
and  make  a  personal  explanation  in  th^  House;  at  least  that  is  what 
one  of  them  said. 

Q.  Well,  they  have  declined  to  allow  yoti  to  mention  their  nayies; 
your  refusal  to  give  their  names  is  final! — A.  Yes,  so  far  as  they  are 
concerned. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  so  far  as  the  other  is  concerned  you  will  wait  for  consulta- 
tion ! — A.  Yes.    Probably  he  will  be  here  next  Tuesday. 

Q.  Will  you  give  us  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  who  expressed  a 
suspicion  as  to  Mr.  Kordhofl:*  and  Mr.  Nelson  I 

The  Witness.  What  do  you  mean — ^in  relation  to  this  particular 
matter  f 

The  Chairman.  Ko,  in  relation  to  their  general  character. 

A.  I  do  not  know ;  I  could  not  do  that.  I  have  been  hearing  that  for 
two  or  three  years.  I  could  give  some,  perhaps,  and  if  you  want  a  list 
of  them  I  will  make  one  out. 

Q.  To  the  committee  ? — A.  For  you  personally. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  no  personal  use  for  it. 

The  Witness.  Well,  you  could  submit  it  to  the  committee  if  you 
chose  to.  I  would  not  care  to  have  it  made  public  as  part  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  committee,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  a  side  issue. 

Mr.  Hawley.  My  friend  Mr.  Cockrell  suggests  a  very  proper  in- 
quiry :  '*  If  the  witness  declines  to  give  the  names  of  persons  who  have 
intimated  that  Mr.  Kordhoflf  and  Mr.  Kelson  were  on  "  the  make,"  ought 
not  his  statement  of  mere  suspicion  to  be  stricken  from  the  record  t" 
I  think  it  ought.  I  think  everything  he  has  said  here  should  be  stricken 
from  the  report.  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  to  attack  men  who,  in  my 
opinion,  are  honorable  gentlemen.  I  have  no  desire  to  have  that  state- 
ment go  into  the  report. 

Mr.  Harrison.  Do  you  refer  not  simply  to  the  statements  ftirnished 
this  morning,  or  does  this  proposition  to  strike  from  the  record  extend 
to  statements  in  previous  testimony  of  the  witness  as  to  these  news- 
paper men  ! 

Mr.  Hawley,  I  do  not  press  a  motion.  The  committee  can  consider 
the  proposition. 

One  more  suggestion.  There  are  a  number  of  gentlemen  of  the  press 
here,  and  I  would  like  to  say  as  one  member  of  the  committee  that  if 
there  is  anybody  in  the  world  that  knows  anything  pertinent  to  this 
investigation  I  hope  he  will  come  and  let  us  know,  or  forever  hold  his 
peace.  If  anybody  has  been  bought,  or  has  purchased  options,  or  has 
a  contingent  interest  of  any  sort  or  description,  or  if  there  be  anything 
that  afi'ects  the  purity  of  legislation  in  the  matter  under  consideration 
that  this  committee  ought  to  know,  I  hope  it  will  be  brought  to  us,  and 
no  complaint  hereafter  be  made  that  this  committee  has  not  been 
thorough. 

Mr.  Cockrell.  They  can  make  the  statement,  and  need  not  give  the 
names  if  they  do  not  want  the  names  known. 
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Mr.  Hawley.  Yes ;  give  us  the  names  of  any  witnesses  who  know 
anything. 

The  Chairman.  We  shall  be  very  glad  to  receive  that  information. 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  a  proper  request,  but  I  should 
like  to  suggest  to  the  committee  the  name  of  a  witness,  and  1  would 
like  to  accompany  my  suggestion  of  his  name  with  some  outline  of  h\^ 
probable  or  possible  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  We  shall  be  glad  to  hear  it. 

The  Witness.  And  I  would  prefer  to  do  that  executively.  It  will 
not  take  me  more  than  three  minutes. 

Mr.  CocKRELL.  The  committee  will,  of  course,  be  glad  to  have  tbo 
names  of  any  parties. 

Edwin  Stevens: 

The  chairman  submitted  the  following  letter  and  statement,  which 
he  had  received  from  Mr.  Edwin  Stevens  to  be  included  in  his  testi- 
mony: 

iSteveiiK,  Dair  &  Co., cniumi anion  mcircbaotfl.  Elwln  StereDS. OtncinDati. O  :  Win.  Dair,  Harriaon.O. ; 
C.  £.  Dalr,  HaiT  ROD.  O  ,  ^eiieial  agenta  for  ilistilleta  and  deakrs  in  whiskj,  flonr,  malt,  bopa.  aoil 
grain,  No.  96  Sjcaiuuit*  Btre«t.] 

Cincinnati,  June  T,  1882. 

Drar  Sir  :  Please  find  iuctoeed  statetiient  of  my  account  as  treasurer  of  National 
Pistillors  aud  Spirit  Dealers'  Association  from  October,  1H80,  to  May  1,  1882,  sbowiujf 
total  rrceipts  from  all  sources  of  $9,0UU.ll,  aud  ex|)euditure8,  $7,527.51. 
Yours,  truly, 

EDWIN  STEVENS. 

lYeatfura'. 

9 

Hon.  Wm.  Win  DOM, 

Chairman  Senate  Investigating  CommitteCy  Washiugtonf  D.  C, 

Xational  DintiUera*  JsHociation,  in  account  with  Edwin  Stecfns^  treasurer, 

DI8liLHSKMENT8. 

1880. 

June    20.  Cusb  :   D.  V.  Rusb,  traveling expeuhen $225  00 

20.                D.  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

22.               Kx|»r«-8a^u  of  drafts  trom  Sliufeldt 2  95 

Dec.       9.               D.  Y.  RuhIi,  salary ir>0  00 

17.               C.  L.  Peytou  iV  Co.,  printing 145  00 

1881. 

Jan.      5.                I)  Y.  Ruvh,  salarv 150  CK) 

Fell.       R.                1).  Y.  KuHh,  salarV  150  00 

Jan.       (i.                D.  Y.  Rush,  exin-uses.  I|9H;  Sbufeldt,  $116 212  00 

27.                Monarch  DistilLng  Company,  expense  draft 40  00 

Ffcb.     25.                Peyton,  Prutt  &  Co.,  printing 14  60 

March   2.               D  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

IH.               H.  B.  Miller,  salary  as  president,  one  year 600  00 

29.  F  xpense  drafts,  $5  aud  $7 $12  00 

2l».  W.  H.  Thomas,  expense 570  54 

— — —  582  54 

April      2.               D.  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

5.               C.  L.  Peyton  <&  Co.,  printing  .•ind  bindiog 492  00 

7.               C.  L.  Peyton  &  Co.,  printing,  Chicago 100  00 

11.                C.  L.  Peyton  &,  Co.,  printing,  Chicago 72  00 

May       4.,              D.  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

June      3.               D.  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

17.               Collection  expenses,  Keutucky  drafts 6  00 

July       2.               D.  Y.  Rush,  salary *. 150  00 

Aug.       6.                n.  Y.  RuHh,  salarv 150  00 

Sept.     13.                D.  Y.  Rush,  salafv..,. ♦....  150  00 

Oct.        6.               D  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

7.               Charges  for  colltrctions  of  California  drafts 6  96 

4,299  «> 
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CONTRA.— RECEIPTS. 

ColleotioDB  from  Massachusetts 330  00 

Missonri 440  00 

Mississippi 10  00 

Keotacky 450  00    , 

lllioois 580  25 

PennsylTania 460  00 

New  York 220  00 

Maryland 170  00 

California 320  00 

Ohio 860  10 

iDdiana 150  00 

Tenuesstfe, 60  00 

Iowa 60  00 

Virginia 20  00 

Texas 10  00 

New  Hampshire 10  00 

Kansas 10  00 

Rhode  Island 30  00 

Wisconsin 140  00 

Georgia 30  00 

Nebraska 00  00 

Michigan 70  00 

Connecticut 10  00 

Minnesota 20  00 

Received  from  former  treasurer 109  76 

4.630  11 

1881.  

Oct.       8.  Balance  on  hand 331  05 

EDWIN  STEVENS,  TreaBurer. 
yational  DUtWert^  Jtaocta/ion,  in  acamnt  with  Edwin  StevenSf  treasurer. 

DISBURSEMENTS. 

1881. 

Ocr.     28.  Cash :  W.  H.  Jayne,  printing $75  00 

Nov.     11.  Expressage  draf r8 25 

n.  Pratt  &  Co.,  printing 235  10 

16.  D.  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

18.  Expressage  drafts 25 

Dec.       3.  D.  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

1882. 

Jan.      5.  D.  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

9.  Expressage  Baltimore  drafts 1  35 

Feb.      6.  C.  S.  Clarke,  transportation  expenses  ....  $151  00 

6.  H.  H.  Shufeldt,  transportation  expenses.     107  00 

6.  H.  H.  Shufeldt,  salary 600  00 

858  00 

8.  D.  Y.  Rush,  expenses  at  Washington,  D.  C 209  50 

16.       .      D.  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

23.  Shufeldt,  expenses  at  Washington,  D.  C 355  00 

March  2.  D.  Y.  Rush,  salary 1.50  00 

13.  H.  H.  Shu teldt,  expense  account 94  01 

24.  D.  Y.  Rnsh,  expense  account 150  00 

April    13.  D.  Y.  Rush,  salary 150  00 

13.  D.  Y.  Rush,  expense  account 200  00 

29.  D.  Y.  Rush,  expense  account 150  00 


$3,228  46 


GONTRA.-^RBCElPT8. 


Oct.      8.  Balance  from  last  settlement 331  06 

Collections  from  Minnesota 10  00 

Virginia 10  00 

Kentucky 380  00 

Texas 10  00 
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New  Hampshire 10  00 

Iowa 50  00 

Michigan 40  00 

Nebraska r»0  00 

Rhode  Island 20  00 

Maryland 230  00 

Tennessee bO  00 

Massaobnsetts 390  00 

New  York 280  00 

Missouri 360  00 

Wisconsin 120  00 

Pennsylvania 450  00 

Ohio 770  00 

Illinois 660  CO 

Georgia 30  00 

Indiana 160  00 

California 260  00 

Conneotiont 10  00 

Kansas 10  00 

4,701  06 

May      1.  Balance  in  hand  this  date  1,47260 

EDWIN  STEVENS,  Treasurer. 


June  16, 1883. 
Oscar  K.  Harris  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Qaestion.  Are  you  connected  with  the  Critic  in  any  way,  Mr.  Har- 
ris?—Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  capacltj' ! — A.  I  am  managing  editor  of  the  paper. 

Q.  On  page  120  of  the  evidence  taken  by  this  committee  I  find  the 
following : 

The  Critic  this  morning  bumped  np  against  a  prominent  stat^esman  at  the  CapiWl 
who  is  usnany  informed  as  to  what  is  going  on  around  him,  and  asked  him  promptly 
what  the  Windom  whisky  investigation  would  amount  to. 

''That  depends/' sen tentiously  replied  the  statesman.  ''There  is  a  lot  of  choice 
meat  in  this  matfur  if  only  the  committee  can  get  at  it." 

"Do  you  think  any  of  the  correspondents  are. mixed  up  in  itf 

"  1  haven't  said  so/'  replied  the  statesman,  with  a  significant  smile.  '*  But,"  he  con- 
tinued, "  the  committee  might  find  out,  say,  from  Mr.  John  M.  Carson,  clerk  of  tbe 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  why  it  is  that  the  whisky  bill  slid  through  that  commit- 
tee so  expeditiously,  ^ot  into  the  House  without  any  particular  report,  and  was  sneaked 
through  that  body  without  a  yea  and  nay  vote  being  demanded  or  taken." 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  wrote  that ! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  furnished  the  facts  t — A.  I  know  who  furnisbe<l 
the  manuscript  to  the  office. 

Q.  Who  was  it  f — A.  That  I  decline  to  tell,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  statement — as  to  who  is  re- 
ferred to  ? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  know  who  furnished  the  manuscript! — A.  Yes,  sir;  all 
manuscript  passes  through  my  hands. 

Q.  You  decline  to  give  us  that  iDlbrmation  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  one  of  your  editors  T — A.  Mr.  Windom,  I  decline  to  say 
anything  about  that. 

Q,  On  what  ground  do  you  decline  to  answer! — A.  Well,  I  think  the 
secrets  of  a  newspaper  office  ought  to  be  kept  so  far  as  that  is  con- 
cerned. 

Q.  That  is  the  only  answer  you  have  to  give! — A.  That  is  all,  sir. 
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Q.  And  your  answer  that  you  will  not  give  the  name  is  final,  is  it  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Hawley  : 

Q.  I  wish  to  ask  whetuer  you  have  ever  heard  of  any  law  that  would 
justify  you  in  that! 

The  Witness.  What? 

Q.  Is  there  any  justification  in  law  for  your  claim  that  your  commu- 
nications are  privileged  t — A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  exactly,  but 
I  think  it  has  got  to  be  very  much  of  a  custom. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  that  claim  being  successfully  made  in  a  court 
of  justice! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  particularly  now. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  legal  advice  that  you  could  make  that 
claim  successfully? 

The  Witness.  Have  I  ever  had  what,  sir? 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  apy  legal  advice  that  you  could  make  that 
claim  successfully  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  then,  this  is  all  your  own  notion  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  if  you  want 
to  put  it  that  way. 

Mr.  Hawley.  No  lawyer  would  so  advise  you,  Mr,  Harris.  It  is  an 
unreasonable  doctrine.  I  am  sorry  you  take  that  ground,  because  this 
is  a  matter  that,  if  it  is  untrue,  is  very  severe,  a  very  cruel  slander,  and 
if  there  be  truth  in  it,  it  is  a  matter  that  affects  the  purity  of  legisla- 
tion. We  are  charged  with  this  duty  of  investigation,  and  a  certain 
class  of  the  public  will  say — as  they  will  anyhow,  I  do  not  bother  my- 
self about  that — they  will  say  that  the  committee  did  not  search  as 
fully  as  they  might — a  certain  class  of  newspapers  will  make  that  kind 
of  charge.  The  newspaper  that  has  been  foremost  here  in  Washington 
in  intimating  corruption  utterly  declines,  through  yourself  and  Mr. 
Buell,  to  give  any  of  the  sources  of  your  information.  There  is  where 
the  case  stands  now.  The  committee  can  afibrd  to  leave  it  so,  but  the 
Critic  cannot ;  neither  can  the  newspaper  press  afford  to  leave  it  so. 
Having  made  charges,  as  honorable  men,  as  citizens  and  press  men, 
they  should  either  back  them  up  or  ba<;k  out.  You  cannot  stand  on 
that  ground  reputably  in  the  community;  that  is  all.  I  do  not  care  to 
press  it. 

The  Witness.  We  will  accept  all  that  responsibility. 

Mr.  Hawley.  A  man  who  accepts  that  kind  of  responsibility  must 
suffer  for  it.  There  are  men  who  accept  responsibility  for  beiug  very 
bad  men,  and  they  suft'er  the  penalty. 

By  Mr.  PuGH : 

Q.  Does  the  rule  of  secrecy  cover  all  manuscript  from  whatever 
•source,  of  whatever  character  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  invariably  refused 
to  give  the  name  of  the  author  of  anything,  except  by  the  consent  of 
the  party  furnishing  it. 

Q.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  what  it  relates  to,  or  what  its 
character  may  be,  it  is  a  secret  as  to  who  the  author  is  ? 

Mr.  Hawley.  That  is  a  rule  outside  of  a  court  of  justice.  That  is 
the  rule  in  newspaper  offices. 

Mr.  PuGH.  I  understand. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hawley.  That  is  all  right  enough  as  a  matter  of  curiosity,  but 
it  is  not  right  .as  against  a  matter  of  justice. 

By  Mr.  PuGn : 
Q.  Is  there  any  special  reason  why  the  name  of  the  author  of  this 
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inauu8cript  sbould  be  kept  secret  t — A,  Not  any  special  reason,  any  fur- 
ther than  it  would  be  violating  a  rule  we  have  laid  down  that  we  will 
not  disclose  what  we  think  to  be  the  secrets  of  the' office. 

Q.  There  is  no  other  reason  than  that  it  is  a  violation  of  the  rule  of 
the  office  f — A.  It  would  be  a  violation  of  confidence, 

Q.  Was  the  manuscript  given  you  in  confidence? — A.  It  was  handed 
to  lue  in  such  a  way  that  I  feel  under  obligations  not  to  disclose. 

Q.  Did  the  author  of  the  manuscript  know  of  the  rules  of  the  office?— 
A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  enjoin  secrecy  on  you  as  to  authorship  ? — A.  I  do  not  rec- 
collect  whether  he  did  or  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  circumstances  mentioned  in  the 
article,  Mr.  Harris? — A.  No,  sir;  no  further  than  what  you  have  read. 

Q.  No  further  than  you  find  it  in  the  statement ;  you  have  no  other 
information  except  what  is  conveyed  by  the  article  itself  ?— A.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  all  for  the  present.  You  will  not  consider 
yourself  discharged,  though,  Mr.  Harris. 

William  N.  Hobart  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  ? — Answer.  Cincinnati. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  any  organization  having  to  do  with  the 
manufacture  or  trade  in  whisky  f — A.  I  am  a  member  of  the  firm  of 
Maddux,  Hobart  &  Co.,  and  I  am  treasurer  of  the  Western  Export  As- 
sociation. 

Q.  You  are  treasurer  of  the  association  of  which  Mr.  Miller  is  presi- 
dent ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Miller  was  here  the  other  day  and  gave  his  testimony.  Have 
you  read  it  ? — A.  I  was  just  glancing  over  it  at  the  time  you  called  me. 

Q.  Mr.  Miller  gave  us  a  statement  of  the  assessments  and  amount  of 
money  paid  in  and  disbursed  by  you,  or  by  your  organization,  coming 
down  to  a  certain  time  ;  but  he  could  not  complete  it,  and  our  purpose 
is  to  ask  yoa  to  complete  that  statement,  if  you  can.  Have  you  the 
papers  with  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  the  figures  almost  complete  so 
far.  The  association  is  not  quite  wound  up,  but  the  figures  will  not 
vary  a  thousand  dollars  from  what  I  have.  There  may  be  a  few  little 
items  that  are  not  perfected,  but  the  details  are  almost  complete.  I  can 
read  the  figures  as  I  have  them,  if  you  wish  it. 

Q.  Is  it  a  long  table  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  you  may  read  it,  if  you  please. 

The  witness  read  as  follows : 

Total  assessments  from  November  21, 1881,  to  May  1, 1882,  omittiDg  those 
who  claimed  to  withdraw,  did  oot  pay  afterward 1713, 701  66 

Credits  to  distillers : 

Overassessments  refanded 8,109  26 

Cost  to  association  for  exporting  3,068,742  gallons  alcohol ....  535,760  14 
Bonns  on  capacity  less  than  50  per  cent,  ran  in  distilleries.. .  111,290  40 
Paid  losses  in  high  wines  stored  in  Cincinnati  and  sMpped....  41, 117  44 
Paid  cost  of  running  free  high  wines  into  alcohol  ana  selling.    11,766  95 

Salaries 5,000  00 

Expense  account,  printing,  postage,  traveling  expenses  of  ex. 

com.,  telegraphing,  d:o 1,493  47 

714,537  66 

Deficiency 835  78 
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Of  theae  credits  there  are  yet  uDpaid  asseaements 16,728  85 

AgaiDBt  which  there  are  collectible  debts  due  aasociatioD 14, 623  17 

And  cash  on  hand ^ 1,269  90 

15.893  07 

Leaving  deficiency  as  above 835  78 

Actual  cash  passing  through  treasurer's  hands 324,787  43 

Exports  have  been  paid  for  as  follows : 

93,444   gallonsat    7  cents 6,54106 

146,641    gallons  at  10  cents 14,664  10 

4*25,003   gallonsat  12  cents 51,000  38 

267.017    gallons  at  13  cants 34,712  16 

335.350i  gallons  at  15  cents 00,302  52 

222, 390i  gallons  at  17  cents 37,806  26 

1, 598, 896i  gallons  at  20  cents 319,779  30 

3, 0H8, 742i  514, 805  78 

Additional  loss  on  alcohol  exported  by  association,  included  in 

above  statement 20,954  36 

$535, 760  14 

Average  cost  to  association  per  gallon,  17}  cents. 

Q.  You  submit  those  papers,  do  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  those  I  propose 
to  leave  with  you. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  That  covers  the  entire  business  of  the  association,  as  I  understand 
it? — A.  That  covers  the  entire  business.  That  table  covers  the  entire 
business,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  hundred  dollars  not  yet  fully  settled. 
It  covers  the  entire  liability,  I  think,  unless  there  may  be  some  little  ex- 
X>ense  items. 

Q.  Well,  it  covers  the  aggregate  amount  collected  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  aggregate  amount  expended  thus  far  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  These  assessments  began  in  November,  1881 1 — A.  Xovember  21, 
1881. 

Q.  That  was  the  first  assessment  f — A.  That  is  the  first  assessment. 

Q.  When  was  the  last  one  f — A.  The  last  one  was  made  about  the 
middle  of  May,  to  cover  a  deficiency  found  to  exist ;  but  the  association 
terminated  on  the  first  day  of  May. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  last  assessment  in  May;  is  that  in- 
cluded in  here  ? — ^A.  That  is  included  in  there. 

Q.  What  was  the  total  amount  of  the  last  assessment ! — A'  I  can  tell 
you  in  a  moment.    I  think  I  have  got  it  here.    ' 

Bv  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  May  be,  if  yon  have  the  nssossnient  list,  you  had  better  give  the 
amount  of  each  assessment,  and  the  date  of  it? — A.  I  do  not  know  that 
I  have  got  it  exactly  in  that  shape.  I  have  got  the  reports  of  each  col- 
lection. 

Q.  Well,  then,  give  what  the  last  assessment  asked  for, — A.  The  last 
assessment  amounted  to  $44,962. 

Q.  When  was  that  levied  f — A.  That  was  made  May  12. 

Q.  That  was  made  to  pay  up  the  debts  of  the  concern,  you  say? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  last  assessment  previous  to  the  one  you  have  just 
given  us  T — A.  The  one  previous  to  that  was  the  Ai)rii  assessment.  I 
think  I  have  that  here.    That  is  the  regular  April  assessment — the  as- 

S.  Rep.  878 10 
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sessuieiit  as  collected.  What  I  mean  by  assessments  as  collected  is 
that  assessments  were  made  on  what  the  distiller  was  expected  to  masU 
during  the  month,  and  this  required  adjustment,  of  course,  at  the  close 
of  the  month,  and  varied  very  frequently  irom  the  printed  assessment 
list.    As  collected  it  was  $91^878. 

Q,  Which  ^  the  April  assessment  f — ^A.  That  was  the  April  assess- 
ment ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  assessment  as  made  was  larger  f — A.  The  assessment  as  made 
was  somewhat  larger ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  larger ! — A.  I  could  not  tell  without 
footing  these  figures.    I  could  tell  in  a  few  minutes. 

Q.  But  you  have  given  the  total  amount  that  was  received  t — ^A.  I 
have  given  the  total  amount  of  the  assessment  as  collected.  It  was  not 
all  collected.  On  that  the  distillers  were  notified,  and  they  sent  notices 
to  me  of  the  actual  amount  they  mashed,  and  I  sent  the  assessment. 

Q.  Then  $713,701.88  is  the  total  amount  from  every  source  that  your 
association  has  received? — A.  Yes,  sirj  I  think  I  made  a  foot-note  of 
the  actual  amount  of  cash  that  passed  through  my  hands.  I  will  ex- 
plain that  by  saying  that  the  distillers  are  charged  with  assessment*. 
They  are  charged  with  the  assessments  and  credited  with  the  bonus, 
and,  consequently,  the  balance  is  what  I  collected. 

Q.  "  Three  hundred  and  twenty-four  thousand  seven  huuudred  and 
eighty-seven  dollars  and  forty-three  cents" — that  is  the  amount  of 
actual  casht — ^A.  That  is  the  amount  of  actual  cash  that  passed  through 
my  hands. 

Q.  The  balance  was  settled  by  adjustment  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  the 
items  of  credit  contain  the  entire  sums. 

Q.  I  was  going  to  ask  what  these  credits  to  distillers  meant  t — A.  I 
put  it  so  because  there  is  about  $16,000  not  paid  j'et.  So,  in  order  to 
bring  it  out  clearly  I  simply  put  it  down  as  a  credit. 

Q.  "  Over-assessments  refunded,  $8,109.26,''  What  does  that  mean ! 
— A.  That  occurred  very  frequently.  Assessments  were  really  payable 
the  first  part  of  the  month  ;  and  very  frequently  a  house  which  had  a 
certain  mash  at  the  beginning  of  the  month  would  cut  down  daring  the 
month,  and  at  the  end  of  the  month,  were  consequently  entitled  to  re- 
bate for  what  they  had  not  mashed,  and  those  were  credited  as  over- 
asspssments 

Q.  "Exporting  3,088,742  gallons  of  alcohol,  $535,760.14.''  That  is 
made  up  of  these  items  on  the  other  sheet  that  you  have  given  us  f — ^A. 
Yes,  sir ,    That  is  made  of  those  items  on  the  other  sheet. 

Q.  "Additional  loss  of  alcohol,  exported  by  association,  included  in 
above  statement,  $20,954.36."  What  does  that  mean! — A.  There  are 
some  distillers  in  certain  localities,  mostly  in  the  neighborhood  of  Cin- 
cinnati, that  it  was  necessary  to  place  on  alcohol.  They  could  not  run 
alcohol  as  profitably,  consequently  the  association  employed  Stevens, 
Dare  &  Co.  to  take  the  alcohol  ofi'  their  hands  and  ship  it  East,  and  thei*c 
was  a  loss  on  that  amounting  to  $20,954.36.,  and  that  was  paid  to  Stevens, 
Dare  &  Co. 

Q.  So  Stevens,  Dare  &  Co.  were  paid  that  amount! — A.  They  were 
paid  that  amount;  yes,  sir;  except  what  is  due  them;  that  is  their 
credit. 

Q.  "Bonus  on  capacity  less  than  50  per  cent,  run  in  distilleries, 
$111,290.40."  What  does  that  mean?— A.  When  the  association  was 
formed  it  was  on  the  basis  of  half  capaeity.  The  assessments  all  stated 
the  one-half  capacity  of  the  distillery,  and  what  they  are  assessed  ou. 
The  Garden  City  Distilling  Co.  was  allowed  1,045  bushels  for  one-half 
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capacity,  and  its  average  daily  mash  was  300  bushels.  Now,  if  these 
distillers  mash  less  than  half  capacity  they  were  allowed  a  credit,  were 
paid  a  bonus  for  the  amonnt  less  than  half  capacity  which  they  mashed. 

Q.  That  was  to  induce  them  to  produce  less  1 — ^A.  Yes,  they  varied. 
We  had  to  advance  the  bonus  on  capacity  as  we  advanced  it  on  alcohol ; 
as  we  advanced  the  alcohol  bonus,  we  advanced  the  bonus  paid  for  less 
than  50  per  cent. 

Q.  Your  purpose,  then,  in  the  whole  thing  was  to  send  it  out  of  the 
country,  or  have  less  production  f — A.  Yes ;  it  made  no  difference  to  us 
which  was  done.  In  fact  it  costs  us  less  to  cut  down  capacity  than  to 
export.  A  house  that  could  not  cut  down,  we  had  to  take  the  goods 
off  their  hands  and  export  them.  We  paid  losses  on  high  wines  stored 
in  Cincinnati,  and  shipped  to  other  points  $41,117.44. 

Q.  Please  explain  that. — A.  The  Cincinnati  market  is  the  controlling 
market  for  the  whole  country,  on  the  price  of  high  wines;  and  the  price 
of  high  wines  controls  the  entire  product  of  domestic  goods;  these 
domestic  goods  are  exclusive  of  bourbon  and  rye  whiskies.  Bourbon 
whiskies  were  not  brought  into  this  in  any  way.  These  were  merely 
high  wines,  spirits,  alcohol,  &c.  The  price  of  high  wines,  as  sold  in 
Cincinnati,  controls  the  price  of  everything  in  the  United  States.  The 
price  of  domestic  goods  is  much  over  the  market  price  of  high  wines 
in  Cincinnati.  Consequently  the  Cincinnati  market  wasavery  important 
one,  and  I  do  not  know  if  we  had  not  kept  the  Cincinnati  market  up 
to  the  price  that  would  justify  distillers  in  running,  but  our  association 
would  have  been  a  failure.  And  we  found  after  the  tax  agitation  com- 
menced, that  even  at  50  per  cent,  there  were  altogether  too  much  high 
wines.  Owing  to  the  tax  agitation  in  Congress,  the  trade  did  cut  down 
cousiderablyduringthemonths  commencing  with  the  middleof  February, 
running  through  March,  and  toward  the  latter  part  of  April,  and  the 
amount  of  high  wines  made  on  the  50  per  cent,  capacity  basis  was 
more  than  the  Cincinnati  market  could  stand,  and  the  decline  in  that,, 
making  a  decline  in  the  whole  country,  it  was  necessary  that  those  high 
wines  should  be  taken  care  of  in  some  way;  so  the  association  arranged 
with  the»  same  firm  that  they  had  with  the  alcohol  stocks,  Stevens,  Dare 
&  Co.,  it  being  a  commission  house,  that  they  should  take  care  of  these 
surplus  high  wines,  and  they  were  disposed  of.  They  were  sent  where  it 
was  thought  they  would  do  best.  The  result  was  a  pretty  heavy  loss 
which  the  association  would  stand.  That,  as  you  have  seeu,  was  a  little 
over  $40,000  I  think.  I  might  have  brought  the  exact  number  of 
barrels  taken  out  of  the  Cincinnati  market.  My  impression  is  that  it 
was  between  three  and  four  thousand  barrels. 

Q.  These  figures  were  taken  from  the  exact  disbursements  made  t — 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  even  brought  the  vouchers  with  me  in  case  the  commit- 
tee might  want  them. 

Q.  *'  Paid  cost,  of  running  free  high  wines  into  alcohol  and  selling, 
$11,766.95."  What  does  that  mean  I — A.  That  was  another  way  of  dis- 
posing of  these  surplus  high  wines.  After  we  found  the  expense  of 
shipping  away,  consigning  to  other  markets,  was  so  great,  that  is,  the 
loss  was  so  heavy,  we  adopted  another  i)lan ;  we  took  the  free  high  wines 
and  made  them  into  alcohol  and  sold  the  free  alcohol.  That  is,  of 
course^  a  good  deal  more  expensive  to  make  tlian  alcohol  in  bond,  be- 
cause m  one  case  the  government  stands  the  shrinkage,  and  in  the  other 
case  the  seller,  of  course,  has  to  stand  it.  I  mean  slirinkage  on  the 
tax^  and  that  costs  about  $11,000;  very  much  less  than  the  same  amonnt 
of  high  wines  would  in  shipping  away  from  there. 
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« 

Q.  "  Salaries  $5,000."  What  was  that »— A.  There  was  $2,500  salary 
voted  at  a  meeting  of  the  association  to  Mr.  Miller,  as  president,  and 
$2,600  to  myself. 

Q.  "Expense  account,  printing,  posta<re,  traveling  expenses  of  ex- 
ecutive committee,  telegraphing,  &c.,  $1,493.47."  What  is  that,  a  sum- 
mary of  the  detail  items  ? — A.  Yes ;  that  is  the  ordinary  expenses  of 
meeting  of  the  association,  printing  of  the  reports,  telegraph,  postage, 
&c.,  and  the  traveling  expenses  of  the  executive  committee  to  any  point 
of  meeting.  They  met  regularly  every  month,  and  sometimes  had  a 
meeting  oltener  than  that.  They  met  almost  entirely  at  Cincinnati  and 
Chicago.  That  includes  the  expenses  of  the  executive  committee  to 
those  two  points. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  all  these  from  that  item  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  This  is  the  correct  footing  ! — A.  There  is  no  question  about  it  at 
all.    I  have  got  it  very  carefully  made  up. 

Q,  Have  you  been  hei-e  at  all  before  during  this  winter! — A.  No;  I 
have  not  been  here  before  this  winter.  I  have  not  been  in  Washington 
since  last  winter. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  use  of  any  money  in  any  way  directly 
or  indirectly  to  promote  legislation ! — A.  I  never  heard  of  the  use  of  a 
dollar,  and  never  suspected  anything  of  the  kind  until  I  saw  the  state- 
,  ments  in  the  paper.  In  fact  I  may  say  I  did  not  suspect  then,  but 
that  is  all  the  information  I  have  in  regard  to  it;  that  is  what  I  mean 
to  say. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  Any  person  connected  with  Congress,  either  mem- 
ber or  Senator,  or  any  newspaper  man,  or  any  other  person  having  busi- 
ness about  Congress,  buying  any  whisky  in  bond  f — A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  one  being  interested  in  any,  then  t — A.  I  do 
not  know  of  any  one  in  Congress. 

Q.  I  .mean  newspaper  correspondents,  or  any  one  about  Congress.— 
.A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  one  connected  with  newspapers  or  Congress. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  speculations  on  margins,  of  buying  or  selling 
of  high  wines,  alcohol,  or  whisky  of  any  kind  f — A.  I  have  not'heard  of 
•  anything  of  the  kind.  I  think  there  has  been  very  little  of  that  done 
this  winter.  The  fact  became  apparent  a  year  ago  nearly,  that  there 
was  an  overproduction,  and  there  has  been  very  much  less  trading  in 
whisky  since  then. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  there  has  been  any  speculation  of  that  kind  f — 
A.  I  do  not  think  there  has,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  >ou  have  not  been  here  at  Washington  before  during  this 
session  f — A.  I  have  not  been  here  during  this  session. 

By  Mr.  Harrison  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  of  any  whisky  or  high  wines,  or  any  of  these 
cologne  or  other  spirits  being  bought  with  a  view  of  the  effect  of  legis- 
lation upon  the  price  f — A.  I  never  heard  of  anything  of  the  kind.  I 
am  pretty  well  posted  in  regard  to  the  stocks  of  high  wines,  spirits,  and 
alcohol,  everything  of  that  sort,  and  I  am  confident  there  is  nothing  of 
that  kind  held.  1  cannot  say  anything  about  the  Bourbon  whisUes, 
but  I  never  heard  of  anything  of  the  kind. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Are  you  interested  in  the  Bourbon  whiskj^nanufacture  or  trade  t 
— A.  No,  sir;  one  of  my  partners  is ;  but  1  have  no  interest  beyond  our 
own  distilleries  located  in  Cincinnati. 
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Q.  And  they  manufacture  high  wines? — A.  We  manufacture  what 
are  termed  continuous  goods,  whiskies  made  by  continuous  process ; 
we  do  not  make  high  wines. 

By  Mr.  Cockrell  : 

Q.  Were  you  in  favor  of  the  House  bill  being  introduced,  and  the  bill 
that  passed  the  House,  and  passed  as  proper  legislation? — A.  Well,  I 
will  have  to  go  back  a  little  to  explain,  perhaps,  about  the  matter. 
About  a  year  ago  or  not  a  year  ago,  last  fall,  in  Chicago,  I  Was  opposed 
to  the  distillers  coming  to  Congress  and  asking  any  legislation  at  all. 
I  think  Major  Thomas  and  myself  were  probably  almost  the  only  two 
who  took  strong  ground  against  it.  1  believed  then  that  the  distillers 
might  get  along  very  much  better  if  they  did  not  go  to  Congress ;  that 
they  would  simply  disturb  the  trade,  and  would  do  no  good.  My  im- 
pression was,  that  the  action  of  Congress  would  be  influenced  by  other 
matters,  that  the  tariff  question  would  enter  largely  into  it,  and  that  a 
simple  request  from  the  distillers  would  not  make  much  difference.  For 
that  reason  at  that  time  I  opiK>sed  the  attempt  of  the  distillers  to  in- 
fluence the  introduction  of  any  bill  whatever,  either  for  the  reduction 
of  the  tax  or  extension  of  the  binded  period.  I  thought  that  if  the  distil- 
lers would  not  overproduceduringthewinter.if  they  would  not  do  any- 
thing at  all,  it  would  have  a  tendency  to  cut  down  the  production,  which 
was  the  main  point.    But  they  decided  differently. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  Major  Thomas  here  ? — A.  Yes.  They  decided  differ- 
ently, and  the  result  was — that  as  I  look  upon  it — the  result  was  a 
large  overproduction  again  this  ^ast  winter,  and  while  I  am  still  opposed 
to  the  reduction  in  tax,  I  came  to  see  that  an  extension  of  the  bonded 
period  might  be  a  very  large  relief  to  a  great  many  people,  and  conse- 
quently I  did  feel  in  favor  of  that ;  so  that  I  was  not  thoroughly  in 
sympathy  with  the  indefinite  extension  in  bond.  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred the  bill  as  it  was  submitted  to  the  Senate.  ' 

.Q.  That  is,  as  it  was  reported  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  five 
years? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  should  have  preferred  that  to  an  indefinite  ex- 
tension. 

Q.  What  will  be  the  effect  if  there  is  no  legislation? — A.  Well,  I  feel 
very  much  afraid  a  good  many  people,  not  distillers  alone,  because  a 
very  large  number  of  distillers  have  sold  their  product,  but  a  great 
many  of  the  trade,  those  with  whom  we  deal  directly,  will  be  very 
much  hurt  by  it,  because  they  are  holding  large  stocks  of  whiskies 
which  must  come  on  the  market  now — I  do  not  mean  old  whisky — but 
the  view  they  will  take  of  it  will  probably  induce  them  to  place  their 
'81  and  '82  whiskies  on  the  market  at  once  at  low  prices,  and  I  am 
afraid  it  will  injure  the  trade. 

Q.  What  class  of  persons  will  suffer  mostly  by  it  ? — A.  Mostly  the 
wholesale  dealers  in  the  country ;  some  distillers,  of  course,  those  who 
are  holding  their  stocks,  but  the  wholesale  dealers,  those  to  whom  we 
sell,  the  jobbers.  The  distillers  generally  sell  to  the  jobbing  interests 
of  the  country. 

Q.  The  distillers,  then,  as  a  rule,  were  not  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of 
the  tax  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  think  the  distillers  generally  were  in  favor  of 
it.  Our  house  is  rather  outside  in  the  matte.r.  That  is  one  reason  I 
have  not  been  in  Washington.  Our  house  rather  stood  alone  in  Cin- 
cinnati. I  think  all  the  other  distillers  in  Cincinnati  favored  the  re- 
duction of  the  tax. 

Q.  Do  they  all  favor  extension  of  the  bond  ? — A.  I  think  all  the  dis- 
tillers favor  the  extension  of  the  bond.    I  do  not  think  there  is  any- 
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body  who  disseuts  from  that  unless  some  of  those  who  thought  that  if 
it  was  kept  out  of  Congress  it  would  be  better  than  to  disturb  it. 
After  the  distillers  once  got  into  trouble  by  having  too  much  whisky 
on  hand,  I  think  there  was  a  general  feeling  in  favor  of  the  extension 
of  the  bonded  period. 

Q.  At  that  discussion  in  Chicago,  was  there  anything  about  pooling 
issues  with  the  tariff  men  in  order  to  secure  this  legislation  f — A.  I  do 
not  remember  that  there  was ;  I  think  not. 

Q.  Nothing  was  said  that  they  would  join  their  influence  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reducing  the  internal  reveiuie  tax  ? — A.  J^uch  a  remark  may 
have  been  made,  but  1  do  not  recall  it  now.  It  did  not  take  any  definite 
form.    There  was  no  action  in  any  way. 

Q.  When  will  this  stringency  or  bad  effect  be  felt;  when  will  that 
commence  in  the  event  of  no  legislation! — A.  I  look  for  it  during  the 
coming  summer  and  fall.  I  believe  that  the  whiskies  made  in  Ken- 
tucky the  last  year,  a  great  many  of  them  at  least,  made  last  year 
under  a  low  price  for  corn — I  mean  '81  whiskies  made  under  a  low  price 
for  com,  which  have  been  held  without  any  very  great  expense,  of 
course — will  be  put  on  the  market.  Holders  will  think  it  wise  to  put 
them  on  the  market  and  work  them  off  as  cheap  goods,  rather  than  run 
the  risk  of  waiting  for  the  bonded  period  to  mature. 

Q.  Well,  the  bonded  period  of  that  kind  of  whisky  is  off*  some  dis- 
tance, is  it  not! — A.  It  is  1884.  It  would  not  be  until  1884  or  1885; 
but  I  think  people  will  be  afraid  to  hold  whiskies.  I  think  they  will 
think  it  is  better  to  realize,  to  stand  t^je  loss  on  them,  than  to  run  the 
risk  of  holding  them  until  the  bonded  period  ends.  That  is  what  I  am 
afraid  of— making  trouble  in  the  country.  These  whiskies,  forced  on 
the  market,  will  cause  a  very  great  depression. 

William  H.  Jacobs  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  t — Answer.  Louisville,  Ky. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  f — A.  I  am  a  book-keeper. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  any  distiller's  association  f — A.  I  am. 

ii.  In  what  capacity  t — A.  I  am  secretary  and  treasurer  of  the  Ken- 
tucky Distiller's  Association. 

Q.  What  is  that  organization;  what  is  the  nature  of  it;  when  was  it 
organized ;  what  is  its  purpose^  &c.  t — A.  I  have  not  been  connected 
with  it  since  its  first  organization,  and  am  only  temporarily  connected 
with  it  now.  It  was  organized,  I  understand,  in  April,  1880 — about 
that  time. 

Q.  You  became  connected  with  it  at  that  time  ! — A.  No ;  it  was  or- 
ganized at  that  time.  I  became  connected  with  it  sometime  in  April, 
1881,  temporarily. 

Q.  Where  are  its  headquarters,  if  it  has  any  f — A.  Louisville. 

Q.  How  large  an  association  is  it ! — A.  We  have  thirty-two  paying 
members,  I  think. 

Q.  What  are  its  puiposes  and  objects  f — A.  The  object  is  a  sort  of 
union  to  obtain  and  carry  forward  any  measure  that  would  promote  the 
general  interest  of  distillers  in  Kentucky ;  holders  of  whisky. 

Q.  It  is  composed  of  distillers  who  make  a  certain  class  of  whisky, 
I  suppose  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is  composed  of  Kentucky  distillers. 

Q.  Does  it  include  dealers,  or  only  distillers  ! — A,  Both.  There  are 
some  dealers  and  distillers  as  well. 

y.  Do  nearly  all  of  your  members  reside  at  Louisville,  or  are  they 
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scattered  over  the  State  f — ^A.  We  have  one  in  Cincinnati,  and  the  bal- 
ance are  in  Kentucky. 

Q.  Have  you  levied  any  assessments  upon  your  society  of  any  kind  f — 
A.  We  have. 

Q,  Please  state  when,  and  how  muc^. — ^A.  These  assessments  were 
ordered  levied  the  28th  of  September  lant,  the  date  of  our  annual  meet- 
ing for  election  of  officers,  &c.,  $25  a  member. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  f — A.  That  is  to  pay  the  general  expenses  ofe 
the  association. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  general  expenses  ? — A.  Well,  we  have  at- 
torneys employed,  resident  and  foreign,  and  telegrai>hin<r,  printing,  &c. 

Q.  What  use  have  you  for  attorneys ;  what  is  thoir  business  f — A. 
We  frequently  get  into  trouble  about  the  government  assessments  in 
which  distilleries  are  not  run,  or,  if  not  run,  some  technicality  in  the 
law,  that  we  must  have  assistance  in  making  up  our  papers,  making 
application  for  rebate  claim,  &c. 

Q.  Have  you  employed  attorneys  for  any  other  purpose  ! — A,  Noth- 
ing further  than  to  assist  and  advise  the  association  here  and  at  home. 

Q.  Mr.  Wharton  is  your  attorney,  is  he  not  ? — ^A.  Yes ;  at  this  point. 

Q.  What  compensation,  do  you  pay  him  ! — A.  $5,000  a  year. 

Q.  How.  much  of  it  have  you  paid  him? — A.  We  have  paid  him 
$4,000. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  foreign  attorneys  ! — A.  Well,  he  is,  in  that 
sense,  our  attorney  here.  We  have  an  attorney  at  home.  Col.  John  Ma- 
son Brown. 

Q.  Have  you  levied  any  other  assessment  than  the  one  named! — A. 
We  have.  Our  executive  committee  has  a  right  to  levy.  This  $25  a 
member  did  not  cover  the  amount  necessary  to  pay  our  general  ex- 
penses, and  our  executive  committee  has  ordered  a  further  levy  to  be 
made  upon  the  distillers  generally,  a  few  of  whom  only  have  responded. 
Perhaps  we  have  collected  $300  or  $400. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  second  levy  ? — A.  Well,  the  levy 
w»s  ordered  to  be  25  cents  per  bushel  for  an  average  daily  mash.  It 
was  a  matter  in  which  we  could  not  tell  what  it  would  yield,  for  we  did 
not  know  the  mash  of  the  different  distilleries.  Perhaps  there  are  400 
distillers  in  Kentucky,  many  of  the  names  of  which  I  have  never  had. 

Q.  Did  you  make  no  estimate  of  what  that  would  produce  f — ^A.  No, 
sir ;  we  just  simply  made  an  assessment. 

Q.  Was  that  made  only  upon  m^bers  f — A.  It  was  made  upon  all 
as  far  as  we  had  the  names.  That  is,  it  was  made  in  this  way :  I  will 
state  that  a  number  of  gentlemen,  distillers,  were  named  in  Kentucky 
to  act  as  agents  at  the  different  points  to  make  this  levy  and  to  rate 
them  accordingly ;  that  was  the  action  and  direction  of  the  executive 
committee.  W,  H.  McB raver,  of  Lawrenceburg ;  William  Tarr,  of  Lex- 
ington, I  believe;  Mr.  McKibben,  and  I  don't  remember,  there  were 
some  five  or  six  gentlemen  selected  in  that  way. 

Q.  As  a  committee  to  make  the  assessment  at  the  different  points  t 
— A.  Lexington,  Frankfort,  and  other  points.  The  Lawrenceburg 
people  have  sent  us  about  $400. 

Q.  Your  assessment,  as  I  understand  you,  was  25  cents  per  bushel 
on  one  day's  run  ! — ^A.  Yes  5  that  was  the  assessment  then  made  to  pay 
off  our  indebtedness. 

Q.  Did  you  not  have  any  idea  of  what  that  would  produce  ?— A.  No ; 
we  knew  many  would  not  pay,,  because  in  the  400  distillers  we  have 
but  32  members  who  have  taken  membership. 

Q.  Well,  take  an  average  distillery,  of  the  average  capacity  of  100 
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barrels  a  day.    How  much  would  that  give  ? — A.  Well,  it  would  be— do 
you  mean  an  average  f 

Q.  Yes.    What  would  that  be  on  a  distillery  of  100  barrels  a  day  1 

The  Witness.  A  hundred  barrels  a  day  at  40  gallons,  you  meant 

The  Chairman.  Yes, 

A.  Well,  of  sweet  ma«h  whisky  it  would  be  about  4  gallons  and  a 
quart ;  of  sour  mash  whisky  it  would  be  about  3^  to  3^,  or  some- 
thing like  that,  to  the  bushel.  At  40  gallons  to  the  barrel  the  calcula- 
tion could  be  easily  made. 

Q.  Then  on  40  gallons  to  the  baritel  100  barrels  would  be  4,000  gal- 
lons. That  would  I'equire  about  one  thousand  bushels  of  wheat  or  less  f 
— A.  It  would  be  in  the  neighborhood  of  1,000  bushels  of  grain. 

Q.  Then  it  would  be  not  far  from  $200  to  $250.  What  you  would 
call  an  av^erage  distillery? — A.  I  do  not  know  how  they  run. 

Q.  Well,  an  average  distillery? — A.  I  do  not  know;  an  average 
daily  mash  is  the  language  used. 

Q.  What  would  yon  call  an  average  daily  mash! — A.  Well,  we  com- 
menced mashing  on  500  bushels.  We  have  increased  to  700  or  800 ;  we 
commenced,  perhaps,  at  700, 1  do  not  remember.  It  ran  up  to  a  thou- 
sand, increased  to  1,400,  dropped  back  to  a  thousand,  and  goes  back- 
ward and  forward.  We  sometimes^ave  to  reduce  capacity.  At  other 
times  we  run  up  capacity.  We  cannot  tell  until  the  end  of  the  year 
our  average  daily  mash. 

Q.  I  know  ^hat  you  cannot  exactly,  but  I  want  to  ^et  at  some  gen- 
eral idea  of  what  your  assessment  would  be  exi)ected  to  produce. — A. 
1  cannot  tell,  because  it  depends  altogether  on  accident. 

Q.  You  must  have  had  some  idea  of  what  amount  of  money  you 
wanted  to  raise? — A.  We  knew  in  this  way — in  a  general  way — that 
our  thirty -two  members  were  very  slow  about  paying,  and  w^e  knew 
if  we  got  anything  at  all  it  would  be  very  small,  in  any  sense. 

Q.  When  was  that  assessment  made  ? — A.  It  was  made,  I  do  not  re- 
member the  date,  but  possibly  in  March  last. 

Q.  Why  did  you  need  more  money  at  that  time  ? — A.  Well,  we  hjM 
only  collected  a  very  small  amount ;  we  were  owing  Colonel  Wharton 
and  others,  and  wo  desired  very  much  to  keep  up  our  association. 
Members  dropped  out,  and  others  declined  to  continue,  and  in  this  our 
object  was  to  get  enough  to  pay  it  off,  discharge  our  indebtedness,  and 
keep  up  with  it. 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  other  assessment  ? — A.  Nothing  further.  I 
neglected  to  add  one  thing,  we  collected  from  Owensboro'  distillers 
$500,  through  Mr.  Monarch. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  the  total  amount  of  receipts  from  all  your  assess- 
ments?— A.  Yes,  sir;  I  can  give  you  that.    It  is  $4,749. 

Q.  Since  when  ? — A.  This  includes  $371.6Q,  handed  me  by  Mr.  John 
Callaghan,  the  first  secretary,  on  the  6th  day  of  May  last,  a  year  ago. 
Since  that  time,  adding  to  that,  I  have  collected  $4,427.50  tor  the  Ken- 
tucky Distillers'  Association. 

Q.  That  is  the  total  amount  collected  since  what  time  ? — A.  Since 
the  6th  day  of  May,  1881.  The  total  amount  collected,  including  the 
amount  turned  over,  is  $4,749. 

Q.  How  have  you  disposed  of  that  ? — A.  Shall  I  give  you  dates  now? 
I  have  the  dates  of  the  different  amounts.  I  have  paid  to  our  resident 
attorney.  Col.  John  Mason  Brown,  $150.  On  the  30th  day  of  January 
we  paid  Colonel  Wharton  $300;  on  the  3d  of  March  we  paid  him 
$1,700 ;  on  April  12th,  $1,000 ;  May  27th,  $1,000,  making  $4,000.  Now, 
I  have  paid  the  Courier  Journal  $24.40  for  printing,  and  have  paid 
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printers  there  for  printing  postals  and  other  notes  which  we  sent  out, 
amonnting  in  all  to  $4,500.  I  will  state  this  further:  I  make  the  state- 
ment here  to-day  for  Mr.  Atherton,  and  I  do  it  to  keep  him  from  com- 
ing before  this  honorable  committee,  hoping  it  will  answer  the  purpose. 
I  failed  to  add  $150  that  I  had  paid  individually  to  the  Louisville  Hotel 
for  a  supper  given  to  the  Kentucky  distillers  in  April,  1881.  I  had 
paid  it  individually,  and  accidentally  noted  it  afterwards.  The  total 
expenditures  amounted  to  $4,696.60,*  and  total  receipts  to  $4,799,  leav- 
ing in  my  hands  $102.40. 

Q.  Have  you  been  here  in  Washfngton  since  this  bill  has  been  pend- 
ing!— A.  This  is  my  first  visit  to  your  city. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  being  paid  to  anybody  except  what 
you  have  named  ? — A.  Not  a  cent.  Kow,  I  will  say  this:  Our  associa- 
tion has  a  president,  first  and  second  vice-president,  secretary,  and 
treasurer.  Mr.  KcKibben,  our  president,  lives  at  Cynthiana ;  Mr.  Bu- 
chanan, first  vice-president,  lives  at  Louisville,  and  Charles  Mills  at 
Cincinnati.  It  is  inconvenient  for  Mr.  McKibben  to  go  to  Louisville 
for  the  ordinary  purposes  of  the  association,  and  Mr.  Buchanan  was 
leaving  for  Europe,  and  asked  Mr.  Swearingen,  for  whom  I  am  employed 
as  book-keeper,  to  act  as  vice-president,  or  to  act  in  his  capacity  during 
his  absence  in  Europe.  At  the  time  he  went  away  he  handed  me  thirty- 
four  drafts,  of  which  1  have  here  copie.s,  for  different  amounts,  for  the 
National  Distiller's  Association,  which  I  collected  and  turned  over  to 
jNIr.  Stevens,  of  Cincinnati,  secretary  and  treasurer  of  the  National 
Distillers'  Association. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  of  the  thirty-four  drafts! — A.  The  total 
amount  is  $254.  I  think  that  is  justthe  amount  I  remitted,  and  I  have 
the  items. 

Q.  Remitted  to  whom? — A.  To  Mr.  Stevens,  treasurer  at  Cincinnati. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  one  connected  with  Congress  in  any  way, 
either  in  it,  or  connected  with  it  through  the  members,  or  otherwise, 
purchasing  whisky  in  bond  recently? — A.  No,  sir;  not  a  man. 

Q.  You  know  of  no  promises  of  that  kind  being  made  to  any  one  ! — A. 
Not  any. 

William  H.  Thomas  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  You  have  been  here  since  this  bill  has  been  pending  lately. 
Now  state  to  the  committee  whether  you  know  or  have  heard  of  any 
approaches  of  any  one  in  Congress  or  in  any  way  connected  with  it,  of 
any  newspaper  man,  or  any  one  representing  himself  as  a  lobbyist  or 
agent  of  whisky  in  bond  during  the  last  three  or  four  months  f — An- 
swer. I  do  not  know  of  any  one  at  all,  Mr.  Windom. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  of  any  one  ? — A.  I  have  heard  of  no  one  ;  and  if 
you  will  permit  me  to  say  right  here,  I  cannot  imagine  any  circum- 
stances in  the  world  under  which  a  man  could  show  another  one  why 
he  should  buy  whisky.  I  do  not  se«  what  inducement  could  be  held 
out.  I  do  not  see  what  argument  could  be  made  to  a  man  to  get  him 
to  buy  whisky.  If  the  House  bill  had  passed  the  Senate  just  as  it  came 
trom  the  House  it  would  not  be  possible  for  the  smartest  man  in  the 
country  owning  whisky  to-day  in  bond  to  go  and  sell  it  and  make  any 
money  on  it.  Now,  you  may  not  believe  me,  but  this  is  God's  honest 
truth. 

The  Chairman.  You  understand  it,  of  course  ? 

The  Witness.  I  do  understand  it.     I  understand  it  thoroughly,  and 
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I  give  yoa  my  word  of  honor,  and  I  speak  from  a  business  staud-i>oiut, 
when  I  say  that  in  the  shape  the  legislation  is  now  if  I  could  find 
buyers  for  the  whisky  that  I  own — and  I  do  not  own  a  barrel  upbu 
speculation ;  I  have  been  in  the  business  a  number  of  years,  and  I  have 
not  got  a  barrel  more  than  my  trade  would  ordinarily  require — if  a  man 
was  to  come  along  today  and  oiler  to  take  my  whisky  at  cast  I  would 
give  him  a  check  for  $25,000.     That  is  the  condition  we  are  left  in. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  of  any  one  buying  or  being  offered  or  promised 
in  any  way  of  the  class  of  people  I  have  mentioned  a  margin  on  this 
article ! — A.  2^o,  sir ;  no  one,  whatever. 

Q.  Not  any  one,  whatever  t — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Bv  Mr.  CocKRELL : 

Q.  Major  Thomas,  Mr.  Hobart,  I  believe,  said  something  about  you 
and  he  being  opposed  to  any  attempt  at  legislation. — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  that  is  correct  or  not:  whether  you  were  opposed 
to  it. — A.  That  is  correct ;  and  I  am  very  glad  you  asked  me  that  ques- 
tion, because  it  will  enable  me  to  explain  that  matter.  I  went  to  the 
Chicago  convention,  being  a  member  of  the  National  Distillers' Associa- 
tion  

Q.  When  was  that  convention  held  ? — A.  It  was  held  at  Chicago  last 
October ;  I  think  it  was  October.  It  was  a  very  full  convention,  and 
one  of  the  first  questions  to  agitate  us  and  to  interest  the  members  was 
a  relief  bill.  The  distillers  had  sold  all  the  whisky  they  had  made  in 
1881,  and  contracted  for  all  they  could  make  in  1882.  which  they  are 
now  finishing.  For  instance,  the  month  of  June  will  wind  up  their 
contracts ;  and  they  had  contracted  for  this  whisky  eighteen  months  or 
two  years  ago. 

Men  making  contracts  for  double  as  much  whisky  as  was  made  by 
them  the  year  before  went  to  work  and  erected  new  distilleries,  and 
went  to  a  very  large  expense.  They  had  contracts  with  myself  and 
other  men,  responsible  men,  good  for  their  contracts,  and  I  went  to  the 
convention  and  said,  "  Gentlemen,  this  is  not  the  proper  relief;  do  not 
go  to  Congress  and  ask  for  any  legislation.  Every  time  you  go  to 
Congress  you  disturb  business ;  disarrange  business.  The  true  remedy 
for  this  thing  is  for  the  distillers  who  have  made  contracts  with  the 
buyers,  the  dealers,  to  meet  them  upon  fair  ground  and  compromise 
those  contracts.  Now,"  said  I,  *'  I  have  made  a  great  deal  of  money 
out  of  the  business  myself  for  the  last  two  years,  and  I  would 
be  very  glad  to  give  up  a  good  part  of  that  money  to  the  distil- 
lers not  to  make  the  whisky."  But  they  had  gone  to  a  great  deal 
of  expense ;  some  of  them  had  gone  to  an  expense  as  great  as  $250,000 
building  new  distilleries  and  warehouses,  and  they  had  a  profit  of  from 
$4  to  $8  a  barrel  in  their  contracts  for  whisky,  and  they  felt  that  it  was 
asking  them  too  much  to  give  up  those  contracts.  There  was  the  cer- 
tainty of  making  so  much  money,  and  they  wanted  to  hold  to  the  con- 
tracts and  did  not  want  to  release  us.  Many  of  us  agreed  to  pay  $2  or 
$3  a  barrel,  but  when  it  came  to  paying  $5,  $6,  $7,  and  $8  a  barrel,  it 
was  more  than  we  thought  we  ought  to  stand,  and  we  concluded  to 
tAke  the  whisky,  and  the  result  is  there  was  the  large  over-produc- 
tion. Now,  1  listened  to  Senator  Windom's  speech  yesterday,  and 
heard  it  all  the  way  through.  From  his  standpoint,  I  think  he  is  cor- 
rect in  many  parts  of  it.  For  instance,  we  are  to  blame ;  we  have 
largely  over-produced.  If  we  had  not  bought,  the  distillers  would  not 
liave  made.  We  are  all  sorry  we  bought,  but  the  thing  exists ;  and  if 
you  will  look  at  Mr.  Carlisle's  report — the  report  from  the  Committee 
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on  Ways  and  Means — ^you  will  find  a  statement  of  the  whisky  that 
the  t^x  is  due  upon,  every  mouth  from  now  on  for  three  years 
to  come,  and  you  will  find  that  next  January  it  commences  in  the 
millions,  and  before  two  years  have  gone,  it  runs  up  to  5,000,000 
a  month.  The  average  amount  of  whisky  used  of  that  class — 
whiskies  made  for  aging — does  not  exceed  15,000,000  gallons  a  year. 
That  is  as  much  as  the  country  has  ever  taken.  I  believe  that 
is  the  most  that  has  ever  been  taken.  Now,  when  you  come  to  take 
out  of  bond  5,000,000  a  month  (you  will  see  by  that  schedule  of  General 
Kaum  that  as  much  as  5,000,000  a  month  has  got  to  be  paid)  you  will 
find  it  will  break  every  man  in  the  business  who  is  a  borrower.  It  is 
bound  to  break  him.  I  am  glad  you  have  called  me  again  before  you. 
I  believe  that  this  matter  has  got  mixed  up  in  some  way.  I  do" not 
think  it  has  been  thoroughly  understood,  and  I  do  hope,  for  the  sake 
of  the  business  interests  of  the  country,  that  between  now  and  the  time 
that  will  elapse  before  the  next  session  your  a<2tion  yesterday,  indefi- 
nitely postponing  the  bill,  will  be  reconsidered^  get  it  baek  into  the 
Finance  Committee,  and,  in  the  meantime,  this  investigating  commit- 
tee will  have  made  its  report.  I  believe  that  we  are  as  honest  as  an^- 
people  in  the  world.  I  think  that  we  can  show  as  clean  a  record ;  and 
I  believe  if  that  bill  is  recommitted  back  to  the  Finance  Committee  of 
the  Senate  some  sort  of  a  bill  will  be  matured  next  December,  when 
you  meet,  by  which  you  can  prevent  a  great  disaster  that  is  hanging 
over  us.  The  business  that  we  are  engaged  in  does  not  attract  the 
sympathy  of  the  people  of  the  country.  It  is  true  that  while  we  pay 
an  immense  amount  of  money  to  the  government — sixty-odd  millions  "a 
year — we  are  looked  upon  with  suspicion. 

Mr.  Hawley.  Mr.  Thomas,  can  Congress  afford,  in  its  general  charge 
over  taxation  of  all  kinds,  to  be  trying  to  protect  men  from  speculation 
and  from  over-production,  and  that  sort  of  thing.  Is  it  not  best,  in 
the  long  run,  for  the  dealers — as  I  think  you  thought  a  few  months 
ago— to  leave  them  without  disturbance,  or  thi-eatened  disturbance, 
and  then,  if  there  is  likely  to  be  a  cramp  in  the  market^  they  will  see  it 
some  time  usually  in  advance,  and  keep  out  of  it ;  but  if  you  are  in  the 
habit  of  giving  these  reliefs  or  extensions,  is  not  that  rather  encourag- 
ing over-production  and  speculation — because  men  think  if  there 
is  going  to  be  a  little  cramp  they  can  run  right  here  and  change  the 
law? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Let  me  answer  that  right  here.  Now,  you  will  have  the 
impression  that  this  thing  has  been  done  l^efore,  and  if  you  grant  any 
sort  of  relief  we  will  take  advantage  of  it. 

Mr.  Hawley.  I  mean  that  sx>eculators  will  not  be  so  much  afraid  of 
over-production  and  accumulation,  and  purchasing  in  advance,  and  all 
that  sort  of  thing,  if  they  think  that  there  can  be  at  any  time  relief  ob- 
tained by  change  of  taxation  in  some  shape. 

Mr.  Thomas.  I  will  put  you  a  case.  I  have  got  some  little  feeling  on 
this  thing,  and,  perhaps,  I  cannot  express  myself  very  clearly ;  not  feel- 
ing any  resentment,  bvit  feeling  that  we  are  misunderstood,  have  been 
badly  hurt,  which  is  not  the  fault  of  Congress.  I  think  Congress  has  been 
exceedingly  liberal  to  us ;  they  have  given  us  all  the  legislation  that  we 
wished  and,  it  is  true,  we  have  abused  it.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that ; 
we  Jiave  abused  it.  But  it  is  not  t(ie  extension  of  the  bond  at  all.  It  is 
the  revivfil  of  good  times,  plethora  of  money,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing, 
that  helped  to  bring  this  condition  of  things  about.  Then  this  liberal 
legislation  you  gave  us  in  1880  helped.  There  is  a  various  number  of 
things  which  helped  to  bring  it  about.    The  men  who  made  this  over- 
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production  are  in  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and  Kentucky.    ThoRe  arc 
the  three  States  that  have  done  it.    This  immense  volume  of  whisky  lies 
in  those  three  States.     It  is  the  whisky  that  is  really  not  marketable 
until  it  is  three  or  four  or  five  years  of  age.    !Now,  if  that  bill  bad 
passed  the  Senate  just  as  presented  by  the  Finance  Committee,  I  do 
not  think  it  is  possible,  with  my  knowledf?e  of  the  business  of  the  ex)uu- 
try,  that  a  distiller  in  Kentucky,  Maryland,  or  Pi»unsylvania  could 
go  on   the  market  and  sell   his  poods   lor    the    next    year,  or   the 
year  aftesrwards.  for  one-half  of  what  it  would  cost  to  make  them. 
Why  t    Every  buyer  in  the  country  is  loadeil  up  with  more  than  he  can 
possibly  sell.    There  is  no  sort  of  law  you  could  pass  that  would  induce 
the  men  who  have  been  buying  this  whisky  for  years  and  years  and 
paying  the  tax  to  the  government  through  the  distillers,  to  buy  any 
more  whisky  for  years  to  come.    We  have  all  learned  a  lesson.    Now, 
I  will  tell  you  what  would  be  a  great  relief,  a  very  great  relief.    Now, 
I  will  take  my  case,  and  I  am  only  one  of  about  10,000  all  over  the 
country.    1  have  got  150  barrels  of  whisky  to  take  out  of  bond  and  pay 
the  tax  on.    My  business  has  been  over  $40,000  a  month,  and  has  run 
down  to  $2,500,  or  less  than  $5,000,  in  sales.    This  legislation  has 
stopped  sales  except  for  whisky  for  consumption  ;  there  are  no  specu- 
lative sales.    Now,  on  the  1st  of  the  month  I  want  to  borrow  to  pay 
that  tax.    I  go  to  a  bank.    It  sees  my  necessity  and  wants  a  big  rate 
of  interest.    If  I  have  already  borrowed  the  money  on  the  short  price 
of  whisky,  the  bank  is  going  to  be  very  limited  in  the  amount  it  will 
loan  me  to  pay  the  tax.  ,  I  put  that  whisky  in  my  warehouse  and  cannot 
sell  it.    If  the  government  would  let  that  whisky  stay  in  bond  two 
years  longer  and  would  charge  me  5  i>er  cent,  interest  for  the  time, 
I  will  go  around,  I  will  get  rid  of  my  whisky ;  the  trade  will  take  it ; 
the  government  gets  a  good  rate  of  interest  for  its  money,  and  I  possi- 
bly—or many  of  us,  not  myself,  I  am  in  better  fix  than  thousands  and 
thousands  of  others — but  to  the  man  who  is  a  borrower,  who  has  bor- 
rowed money  on  his  whisky,  it  would  be  the  greatest  relief  in  the  world 
if  the  government  would  give  him  a  credit  of  two  years.    We  deserve 
and  are  entitled  to  it.     We  have,  as  the  facts  will  show,  in  the  last  ten 
years  paid  over  $700,000,000  to  the  government. 

Gabriel  C.  Wharton,  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  1  want  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Wharton,  whe;  her  you  know  or  have 
heard  of  any  one  connected  with  Congress  in  any  way,  either  a  member 
thereof,  or  connected  with  it  through  the  press,  or  in  any  other  way, 
purchasing  whisky  in  bond  during  the  last  three  months? — Answer.  I 
have  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  contracts,  lu^omises,  options,  or  margins,  or 
anything  of  that  sort! — A.  I  do  not  know  any  member  of  Cohgi-ess  or 
Senator  who  has  in  three  months,  or  ever,  bought  any  whisky. 

Q.  Or  anybody  who  represented  themselves  lis  aiding — newspaper- 
men, or  any  one  in  that  connection  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  owned  a  bar- 
rel of  whisky,  and  never  heard  that  anybody  connected  with  the  bill 
owned  any  except  the  distillers  and  dealers. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  iiiducements,  promises,  understanding  of 
any  kind  with  any  member  or  Senator  or  newspaper-man  that  ^uld 
influence  his  interests  in  any  way ;  interest  him  in  it  in  any  way  f — A. 
None  at  all. 

Mr.  TH03IAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  you  have  got  time,  I  wish  you  would 
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call  Mr.  Hobart  again  upon  this  question  about  which  I  spoke.  He  is 
ex-president  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Cincinnati,  and  one  of  the 
most  intelligent  men  in  the  country. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  Hobart.  I  stated  in  my  testimony  that  it  would  undoubtedly 
aflfect  the  wholesale  dealers  very  materially.  Those  who  have  purchased 
whisky  undoubtedly  will  have  to  suffer  a  pretty  heavy  loss  on  it. 
Those  distillers  who  are  still  large  holders  of  the  Bourbon  whiskies  will 
no  doubt  suffer  very  heavily  indeed.  They  must ;  they  have  got  to  re- 
alize on  a  large  part  of  their  whiskies.  We  will  have  the  double  trouble 
of  the  tax  to  be  paid  on  whiskies  that  were  made  in  1880,  and  the  fact  of 
the  new  whiskies  which  have  been  made  in  the  last  year  and  made  in 
1881  being  sold  to  go  into  immediate  consumption  as  common  goods  to 
take  the  place  of  goods  ordinarily  made  continuously  from  high  wines. 
So  my  impression  is,  in  our  own  business  and  the  business  of  the  West- 
ern Export  Association,  we  will  have  to  let  that  enter  into  our  calcula- 
tion. We  have  got  to  let  a  largo  amount  of  whiskies  that  have  cost  a 
large  amount  of  money  come  into  competition  at  a  low  figure.  I  doubt 
whether  those  whiskies  will  sell  at  two-thirds  of  their  cost,  a  good  many 
of  them. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  you  are  not  in  any  worse  condition,  I  take  it,, 
than  you  were  beiore  the  bill  was  introduced. 

Mr.  Hobart.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  your  opinion  at  the  convention  at  Chicago  last 
fall  was  that  a  bill  bad  better  not  be  introduced. 

Mr.  Hobart.  If  nothing  had  been  done  there  would  not  have  been 
nearly  as  much  production  this  year.  I  thought  the  whole  thing  was  a 
very  great  mistake,  and  still  think  so ;  bat  now  that  the  dealers  are  in 
trouble  nbout  it  the  thing  is  to  help  them  out.  I  say,  personally,  it 
makes  very  little  difference  to  us.  We  have  not  piled  up  any  great 
amount  of  whisky  nor  bought  it.  I  am  speaking  for  the  trade  and  not. 
for  myself. 


Monday,  June  19, 1882. 
D.  G.  Rush  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Please  state  your  residence  and  occupation. — Answer.  I  am 
a  resident  of  Chicago,  111.  I  am  secretary  of  the  National  Distillers'' 
Association. 

Q.  Is  that  the  association  of  which  Mr.  Shufeldt  is  president  f — ^A^ 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  One  reason  for  my  asking  to  have  you  summoned  was  a  tele- 
graphic dispatch  I  received  from  you,  stating  you  wished  to  be  heard 
on  this  subject ;  and  we  shall  be  glad  to  have  you  give  any  information  * 
you  have  in  reference  to  the  investigation,  or  the  use  of  money,  or  the 
raising  of  money  in  any  way  whatever  in  connection  with  the  bill,  if 
you  have  any. — A.  Well,  we  saw  some  articles  in  the  newspapers ;  we 
had  been  published  throughout  the  whole  United  States  as  a  kind  of 
lot  of  "  suspects,"  if  we  had  been  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  due  to  us  to 
show  that  we  did  not  know  anything. 

Q.  That  is  what  we  want  to  know — whether  you  do  know  anything  or 
not — and  1  put  the  question  broad  enough  for  you  to  say  whether  you 
know  anything  on  that  point,  or  the  raising  of  money  for  any  purpose- 
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whatever. — A.  I  have  a  paper  here  in  connection  with  the  object  of  tbe 
association  which  I  will  be  pleased  to  hand  to  you  gentlemen,  but  there 
is  no  direct  reference  to  the  bill  in  it. 

Q.  Do  you  wish  to  make  this  part  of  your  evidence  t — A.  Not  par- 
ticularly, unless  the  committee  desire  to  use  any  part  of  it. 

The  paper  is  as  follows : 

THE  TAX  ON  SPIRITS. 

The  origin  and  aignificance  of  the  movement  for  ite  reduction. 

To  the  honorable  Memhera  of  the  Forty-seventh  Congreen : 

Qbktlembn  :  Believiog  that  tbe  action  of  tbe  National  Distillers*  Association  and 
its  relation  to  matters  now  pending  before  Congress,  notably  tbe  extension  of  tbe 
bonding  period  and  tbe  redaction  of  tbe  tax  on  distilled  spirits,  are  not  understood, 
and  as  tbe  press  has  called  oar  actibns  into  qoestion  tbroogb  flagrant  misrepresenta- 
tions, we  take  tbe  liberty  of  laying  before  you  succinctly  all  tbe  facts,  from  which  it 
mast  appear  tbat  tbe  distillers  wbo  advance  tbe  tax  clearly  foresaw  that  tbe  agitation 
of  its  redaction  wonid  injure  their  business,  and  tbat  they  deprecated  sncb  agitatiuD, 
and  tbat  tbey  simply  acqaiesoed  in  it  when  tbe  condition  of  oar  national  tinauces  and 
commercial  and  industrial  interests  seemed  to  demand  it. 

Tbe  National  DistiUers'  Association  was  organized  in  1879.  Its  objects  bave  been 
to  aid  tbe  revenue  department  tbroagboat  tbe  country  in  administerinjj^  tbe  law  with 
nniformity,  to  secore  sti iet  compliances  therewith,  and  solicit  such  legislation  as  has 
seemed  to  be  alike  beneticial  to  tbe  business  and  tbe  government.  We  are  pleased  to 
be  able  to  say  tbat  several  acts  have  been  passed  at  tbe  solicitation  of  this  associa- 
tion, notably  tbe  act  of  December,  ld79,  to  facilitat>e  tbe  exportation  of  alcohol,  and 
tbat  of  June,  1880,  best  known  as  the  *'  Carlisle  bill.''  Both  measures  bave  given 
satisfaction  to  tbe  trade,  and  tbey  are  universally  esteemed  as  wise  and  jast  by  all 
revenue  officers,  for  tbe  revenues  bave  since  greatly  increased,  and  tbe  tax  has  been 
faithfully  collected  and  honestly  paid. 

Oar  chief  object,  however,  at  present  is  to  prove  conclusively  that  tbe  distillers 
wbo  prepay  or  advance  tbe  tax  are  not  the  originators  of  tbe  proposition  to  reduce  it, 
and  tbat  they  bave  been  micdful  all  alocg  tbat  the  agitation  of  the  subject  woald  be 
very  hurtful  to  their  business. 

The  first  annual  meeting  of  our  association  was  held  at  Cincinnati,  November,  1879, 
at  which,  after  discussion,  the  following  was> adopted: 

"Besolvedf  That  it  is  tbe  sense  of  this  meeting  that  we  deprecate  1  be  agitation  of 
tbe  subject  of  the  reduction  of  tax  tbe  coming  year,  as  likely  to  result  in  depression 
and  uncertainty  of  our  trade.'' 

At  tbe  next  meeting,  January,  1880,  the  tax  question  being  a^ain  under  discussion, 
tbe  following,  introduced  by  Mr.  Shufeldt,  now  president  ot  our  association,  was 
adopted : 

"  Ilesolvedf  That  it  is  tbe  sense  of  this  meeting  tbat  reduction  of  tbe  tax  on  spirits 
would  be  detrimental  to  tbe  interests  of  tbe  trade  and  of  tbe  government,  and  that 
this  association  pledges  itself  to  a£sist  the  department  to  the  best  of  its  ability  in  the 
collection  of  the  tax." 

The  association  met  again  in  Cincinnati  in  annual  meeting,  October,  1880.  Tbe  con- 
dition of  our  national  finances  now  exhibited  a  condition  of  plethora.  The  debt  had 
been  reduced  $72,000,000  during  tbe  fiscal  year.  Hon.  Samuel  J.  Randall,  then  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  occasion  of  his  renomination  fur  member  of 
Congress,  addressed  bis  constituents,  using  this  language : 

**  The  burden  of  internal  taxation  will  be  first  abated  as  our  debt  shall  be  rfduced  by  the 
payments  and  expenses  decreastd  by  reduction  in  our  rate  of  interest.'* 

William  D.  Kelly  was  then  known  to  entertain  the  same  views  as  to  the  i^daotion  of 
internal  taxes.  Thus  early  having  tbe  opinions  of  tbe  two  able  leaders  of  the  two  polit- 
ical parties  expressed,  advocating  tbe  advisHbility  of  reducing  internal  taxes,  at  this 
meeting,  October,  1880,  Mr.  Gallagher,  of  Philadelphia,  presented  tbe  following: 

**Iiesolredf  Tbat  we,  tbe  National  Distillers'  and  Spirit  Dealerb'  Association,  demand 
the  reduction  of  tbe  tax  on  distilled  spirits  from  90  cents  to  50  cents  per  proof  gallon, 
to  take  efi'ect  from  and  after  tbe  passage  of  tbe  bill." 

This  resolution  was  referred  to  the  Committe  on  Resolutions,  which  reported  back 
to  tbe  meeting  tbe  following  recommendation  : 

Regarding  Mr.  Gallagher's  resolution  to  reduce  tbe  tax  on  spirits  to  50  cents,  the 
committee  deem  it  inexpedient  to  discuss  tbe  matter  at  present,  and  recommend  that 
tbe  consideration  of  this  question  be  deferred  to  the  next  annual  meeting  of  the  asso- 
ciation. 
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The  report  of  tbe  committee  was  concurred  ib  by  the  meeting,  and  the  agitation  for 
the  reduction  of  the  tax  was  again  deprecated. 

Tbia  brings  us  down  to  tbe  date  of  tbe  last  meeting  of  our  association,  when  we  rec- 
ognized the  fact  that  tbe  agitation  of  the  rednction  of  internal  taxes,  including  dis- 
tilled spirits,  conld  be  deferred  no  longer.  Tbe  Hon.  William  D.  Kelly,  now  chair- 
man of  tbe  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  addressed  tbe  New  York  Tariff  Conven- 
tion on  November  29, 1881,  using  tbe  following  unequivocal  language : 

**Tbe  time  has  come  when  we  must  determine  whether  our  system  of  Internal  taxes 
shall  be  abolished  or  perpetuated.  If  these  taxes  are  to  be  perpetuated,  the  present 
Congress  or  its  immediate  successor  must  revise  our  entire  revenue  system.  If  the  re- 
ducuon  of  revenue,  which  is  inevitable,  be  long  delayed,  our  excessive  income  will  re- 
quire obanges  so  sudden  and  momentous  as  to  convulse  our  financial,  industrial,  and 
commercial  systems.    *    *    ^ 

"Again,  I  ask  that  these  taxes  (internal  taxes)  shall  be  repealed  at  tbe  earliest  prac- 
ticable day,  because  they  are  tbe  sole  restraint  upon  the  freedom  of  tsade  between 
Amerioan  citizens.  But  for  the  restrictions  they  impose,  trade  within  our  territorial 
limits,  and  among  our  more  than  50,000,000  people,  would  be  free  as  air.    *    «    •    '» 

Concluding,  he  says : 

«(    •    •    *    ^Q^  I  i^y^f  ^iii^^  ii^Q  abolition  of  these  taxes  would  do  more  to  harmonize 

tbe  country  than  any  single  act  of  legislation  that  statesmanship  can  suggest.    I 
trust  it  may  be  done,  and  done  quickly." 

In  November,  1881,  tbe  National  Tariff  Convention  was  held  at  Chicago,  111.,  vhich 
was  presided  over  by  the  Hon.  William  McKinley,  of  Ohio,  at  present  a  member  of 
tbe  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  Hoube  of  Representatives.  At  this  conven- 
tion this  resolution  waa  adopted : 

"  Besolvedf  That  our  national  internal  revenue  taxes  should  be  gradually  reduced, 
with  a  view  to  their  extinguishment  within  a  reasonable  period.'' 

In  this  connection  we  may  also  mention  that  David  A.  Wells,  who  is  generally  recog- 
nized as  an  authority  on  revenue  inatters,  published  an  article  in  the  North  American 
Review  for  December,  1881.  in  which  he  strongly  advocated  tbe  reduction  of  the  tax  on 
distilled  spirits.  David  A.  Wells  believes  that  a  reduction  of  tbe  tax  would  not  be 
followed  by  a  corresponding  redaction  of  revenue. 

When  the  National  Distillerft'  and  Spirit  Dealers'  Association  last  met,  the  snlject  of 
reducing  internal  taxes  was  agitated  by  polnicians  and  memliers  of  Congress  irrespect- 
ive of  party,  and  tariff  conventions  held  in  several  parts  ot  the  conntry,  and  we  conld 
therefore  no  longer  ignpre  tbe  fact  oi  repress  tbe  agitation ;  and  after  protracted  dis- 
cussion the  following  resolution  was  adopted  by  us: 

**Be9olved,  That  tbe  internal  revenue  tax  of  90  cents  per  proof  gallon  be  reduced  to  50 
cents  per  proof  gallon  on  all  distilled  spirits  now  in  bond  and  to  be  produced  hereafter." 

It  was  foreseen  that  this  would  disturb  values  and  restrict  trade,  and  we  were  there- 
fore greatly  interested  in  baving  the  matter  disposed  of  by  Congress  at  the  earliest 
practicable  moment.  In  bis  address  at  tbe  last  meeting  of  the  association  tbe  secre- 
tary said: 

'*  There  appears  to  be  a  pretty  general  conviction  that  the  tax  is  too  high,  whilst/ 
on  the  other  hand,  there  is  a  fear  expressed  tbat  the  agitation  of  this  subject  would 
unsettle  values  and  do  injury  to  the  trade.  *  *  *  The  dealer  would  naturally  work 
off  his  stock  on  band,  and  buy  as  sparingly  as  his  necessity  would  demand.  •  •  * 
It  therefore  becomes  a  serious  question,  fitted  for  our  patient  reflection  and  mature 
consideration,  whether  the  present  is  a  good  time  to  work  for  a  reduction,  when  our 
export  demand  is  cut  off,  and  our  warehouses  contain  an  unusual  quantity  of  spirits. 
*  *  -*  It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  the  government  is  not  now  in  want  of  the  ex- 
cessive tax,  and  tbat  the  high  duty  greatly  restricts  tbe  use  of  spirits  in  the  arts  and 
industries  of  the  country,  and  it  might  not  betoo  much  to  say  tbat  tbe  increased  uses 
to  which  alcohol  and  spirits  would  be  put  would  in  a  short  time  yield  as  much  reve- 
nue to  tbe  government  as  the  present  exorbitant  and  repressive  tax." 

Immediately  on  the  assembling  of  the  Forty-seventh  Congress,  bills  were  introduced 
reducing  tax  on  spirits,  and  the  incidental  depression  in  the  market  was  worse  than 
had  been  anticipated.  In  the  early  fall  months  distillers  fill  their  stables  with  cattle 
and  bogs.  These  are  mainly  fed  for  other  iiarties  on  contracts,  and  have  to  be  fed  till 
the  first  of  May  or  June  sncceeding.  During  the  last  fiscal  year  tbei  e  were  fed  at  distil- 
leries in  this  country  83,867  cattle  and  95,598  hogs.  It  will  be  apparent  tbat  distillers 
cannot  keep  the  production  within  the  wants  of  the  trade  durmg  the  feeding  season, 
especially  when  the  trade  is  affected  by  pending  legislation.  Finding  themselves  thus 
circumstanced,  the  distillers  of  tbe  Northwestern  States  organized  the  Western  Ex- 
port Association,  the  object  of  which  was  to  induce  all  distilters  t-o  restrict  production 
to  tbe  lowest  limit  consistent  with  their  feeding  contracts,  and  to  export  surplus  alcohol, 
which  our  home  trade  could  not  use.  Tbe  grain  used  by  tbe  distillers  the  past  year 
was  scarce  and  high  in  onr  markets,  whilst  potatoes,  Irom  which  alcohol  is  chiefly 
made  in  Europe,  were  botb  cbeap  and  abundant.  Therefore  tbe  alcohol  which  was 
'exported  did  not  realize  cost  and  freight  in  the  foreign  markets.    In  order  to  encour- 
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a^e  the  exportation  of  aloobol  and  relieve  the  home  markets  from  being  flatted,  the 
distillers  paid  assessments  into  a  common  fand,  which  was  paid  to  the  exporter  to 
make  good  bis  losses  by  reason  of  the  dtpreesed  prices  of  the  foreign  markets.  For 
this  purpose  upwards  of  $600,000  were  collected  and  paid  out  during  the  £ve  months 
ending  April  30,  1H82. 

With  this  experience  and  depression  of  trade,  it  cannot  be  well  wondered  at  that 
the  distillers  sbonld  be  anxions  to  have  the  tax  matter  settled  as  soon  as  practicable. 
We  bad  boped  that  Congress  wonld  dispose  of  it  as  a  puiely  economic  question  on  its 
merits,  and  we  were  therefore  grievously  surprised  and  disappointed  when  on  the  15th 
of  March  the  Republican  members  of  the  House  in  caucus  attempted  to  forestall  the 
disposition  of  the  question  of  reducing  internal  taxes. 

The  manufacture  of  all  kinds  of  distilled  spirits  from  g^rain  in  the  United  States  is 
an  industry  of  no  mean  significance.  There  are  invested  in  the  plants  and  business 
not  less  than  $125,000,000.  Tbe  grain  thus  consumed  will  amount  to  twenty  millions 
of  bushels  apnually,  and  tbe  coal  consumed  to  over  two  hundred  thousand  tons,  giv- 
ing employment  to  many  thousands  of  people.  We  may  also  state  that  the  grain  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  alcohol  is  of  inferior  qnality,  and  to  a  large  extent  unfit  for  any 
otber  use. 

But  whatever  the  reasons  that  existed  and  have  been  urged  in  favor  of  reducing  in- 
ternal taxation  heretofore  continue  to  manifest  themselves,  and  will  do  so  more  in- 
tensely if  action  will  be  much  longer  delayed,  until  we  shall  see  the  business  and  in- 
dustries of  our  country  impaired,  if  not  indeed  again  prostrated.  The  surplus  reve- 
nue— ^tbat  over  and  above  which  the  government  requires  to  pay  tbe  interest  on  the 
public  debt  and  to  meet  the  ordinary  expenditures — for  the  present  fiscal  year,  it  is 
estimated,  will  amount  to  not  less  than  $150,000,000.  Already  we  find  that  bonds 
which  are  '* called"  for  redemption  are  slow  in  being  presented,  although  the  interest 
on  them  has  ceased.  In  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  at  the  close 
of  business  March  31,  188*2,  the  following  item  is  a  prominent  feature  in  point: 
*'^oii<7«,  not  presented,  but  matured  December  24,  1881,  and  at  subsequent  dates, 
$6,235,200.00.^'  The  revenues  which  the  government  collects,  no  matter  on  what  com- 
modity the  tax  may  be  laid,  are  the  fruits  of  the  productive  industries  of  all  the  peo> 
pie,  and  the  revenues  being  derived  from  the  whole  population  in  remarkably  even 
jiroportions,  the  bonds  on  the  other  hand  are  mainly  held  in  the  great  commercial 
centers.  At  present  there  is  an  excessive  drain  from  tbe  people,  and  an  equally  exces- 
sive concentration  of  currency  at  tbe  great  commercial  centers,  highly  calculated  to 
disturb  tbe  healthy  financial  equilibrium.  Nor  ip  this  all,  for  it  is  seen  that  bonds  are 
no  longer  promptly  presented  for  redemption,  which  creates  a  lockup  of  currency  in 
tbe  Treasury  of  tbe  Unit-ed  States  awaiting  the  redemption  of  called  bonds.  It  has 
been  urged  that  Congress  can  expend  the  surplus  revenues  taken  from  the  pockets  of 
tbe  people  in  establishing  monuments,  in  tbe  way  of  public  improvements,  by  makiog 
artificial  waterways  where  nature  failed  in  her  dispensation.  However  desirable  pub- 
lic improvements  might  be  in  favored  localities  or  purposes,  we  cannot  lose  sight  of 
tbe  fact  that  whatever  this  country  presents,  and  of  which  every  American  may  well 
feel  proud,  has  been  the  result  of  the  intelligent  energies  and  industry  of  tbe  citizen, 
and  when  be  shall  be  allowed  to  retain  and  employ  all  that  is  not  required  for  tbe 
liberal  support  of  the  government,  tbe  sum  total  of  development  must  be  ten  fold 
greater  than  if  Congress  should  have  to  resort  to  new  or  extraordinary  schemes  to 
spend  tbe  surplus  revenues.  These  are,  however,  matters  which  belong  to  the  citizen 
and  tvhich  have  been  delegated  to  tbe  discret'on  of  Congress. 

We  fully  agree  in  tbe  opinion  held  by  David  A.  Wells,  that  the  reduction  of  the  tax 
on  spirits  would  not  be  followed  by  a  corresponding  decrease  of  revenues,  and  m  sup- 
port of  this  opinion  attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  in  the  year  ended  June  30, 1870, 
when  tbe  tax  was  about  64  cents,  consisting  of  gallon,  bushel,  and  barrel  taxes,  tbe 
quantity  of  spirits  on  which  the  tax  was  paid  that  year  was  over  76,000,000  gallons, 
and  the  revenue  over  $55,600,000. 

Tbe  quantity  of  spirits  withdrawn  tax  paid  in  1881  was  67,000,000  gallons,  or 
9,000,000  gidlons  less  than  in  1870,  whilst  our  population  was  12,000,000  greater.    Tbe 
tax  does  not  seem  to  affect  the  amount  of  spirits  consumed  as  a  beverage,  nor  do  general 
or  local  laws  appear  to  restrict  its  use,  but  the  high  tax  does  greatly  lessen  the  use  of 
iilcohol  in  the  various  industries,  arts,  and  sciences.    Before  spirits  were  taxed  not 
less  than  33  per  cent,  was  consumed  for  purpoies  other  than  a  beverage.    At  present 
less  than  5  per  cent,  is  so  used.    Various  substitutes  are  now  employed,  such  as  fusel 
oil  and  wood  spirits,  vile  malodorous  substances  as  compared  with  grain  alcohol.    It 
is  confidently  believed  that,  with  tbe  tax  reduced  to  50  cents,  the  use  of  alcohol  would 
be  increased  by  at  least  thirteen  million  gallons  yearly.    Tbe  revenue,  compared  with 
the  last  fiscal  year,  wonld  yield  annually,  thus:  67,000,000  at  50  cents,  $3:^,500,000; 
increased  use  of  alcohol  13,000,000  gallons,  $6,500,000 ;  a  total  of  $40,000,000,  and  only 
$10,000,000  less  than  was  collected  in  187H  from  the  90  cent,  tax,  and  when  the  ex- 
penses of  the  government  on  account  of  tbe  public  debt  was  much  greater.    The  de-^ 
creased  revenue  would  not  equal  tbe  surplus  revenue  and  decrease  of  tbe  national 
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debt  for  the  month  of  Blaroh,  1882.  which  was  $17,462,496.75.  iDasmuch  as  for  pruden- 
tial reaaoDS  it  has  not  been  thought  wise  or  expedient  to  supply  the  indnstnes  with 
alcohol  dnty  free,  it  wonld  seem  that  the  urgent  propriety  or  necessity  for  reducing 
the  tax  can  no  longer  be  seriously  questioned  or  opposed. 

In  conclusion  we  would  say  that  all  propositions  lookin(|  to  changes  in  the  revenue 
laws  as  suggested  and  emanating  from  the  National  Distillers'  AsMMsiation,  have  in- 
Tariably  received  free  and  open  discussion  by  the  trade  and  have  been  published  in 
the  daily  papers  at  the  time;  also  that  all  proposed  changes  have  as  invariably  been 
first  submittisd  to  the  Chief  of  the  Revenue  Bureau  for  examination,  and  with  the  in- 
tention of  i^ordin^  that  office  an  opportunity  to  fully  protect  the  government.  Tet> 
notwithstanding  this  open-handed  conduct,  we  are  sorry  that  we  snould  on  every  oc- 
easion  encounter  opposition  in  the  press  and  elsewhere,  impugning  our  motives  and 
attributing  to  us  emirts  to  enact  laws  affording  rich  opportunities  to  defeat  the  gov- 
ernment in  the  collection  of  revenues. 

We  encountered  the  same  opposition  and  objection  when  the  ''alcohol  leakage" 
and  ''  Carlisle  bill"  were  under  consideration  in  Congress.  Time  has  shown  that  these 
measures  were  proper  and  wise;  that  whilst  they  sSSbrded  just  facilities  to  the  busi- 
ness, the  revenues  have  increased,  the  laws  are  more  comprehensive,  and  administered 
with  greater  unif  ormily  in  all  parts  of  the  country ;  there  has  grown  up  a  mutual  feel- 
ing of  confidence  between  the  revenue  officers  and  the  tax-payers.  On  these  obeerva^ 
tions  we  invite  the  closest  inquiry,  as  well  as  into  our  present  conduct  and  intentions 
connected  with  present  legislation,  and  we  are  confident  that  such  inquiry  will  secure 
for  us  complete  vindication,  and  remove  all  unjust  suspicions. 

We  have  from  the  first  looked  on  the  act  of  March  1st,  1879,  allowing  vinegar 
makers  to  manufacture  distiUed  spirits  without  payment  of  tax,  and  without  govern- 
ment supervision,  as  ui^lust,  dangerous,  and  pernicious  legislation,  and  we  have  asked^ 
and  shall  continue  to  request  Congress  to  repeal  that  portion  of  the  above  act.  Rev- 
nue  officers  are  aware  of  the  opportunities  afforded  to  defraud  the  government  under 
this  act,  and  have  recommendea  its  repeal.  The  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  in 
his  two  last  annual  reports,  calls  attention  to  the  frauds  perpetrated  in  the  vinegar 
fiiotories,  and  advised  Congress  that  legislation  was  necessary  to  stop  the  evil  We  do 
not  think  it  is  fiiir  or  Just  that  the  government  should  tax  us  600  per  cent,  when  we 
make  distilled  spirits,  and  allow  another  interest  to  do  the  same  thing  without  paying 
any  tax  whatever.  When  our  laws  shall  treat  all  alike  without  mstinction  or  ex- 
emptions, there  will  be  no  dissensions  or  difficulty  in  the  collection  of  the  revenne. 

KBCAFITULATION. 

Ist.  The  distillers  did  not  originate  the  agitation  of  the  reduction  of  the  tax  on  dis^ 
tilled  spirits,  but  on  the  contrary  deprecated  such  agitation  as  injurious  to  their 
business. 

2d.  That  when  the  agitation  was  inau^rated  by  politicians  and  members  of  Con- 
gress, we  prenared  to  meet  the  losses  incident,  and  urged  speedy  action. 

4th.  That  tne  law  allowing  distilled  spirits  to  be  made  in  vinegar  distilleries,  with- 
out payment  of  the  tax,  gives  general  dissatisfaction,  and  affords  the  greatest  oppor- 
tunities to  put  spirits  on  the  market  in  violation  of  the  law,  and  in  Justice  to  ali  we 
ask  its  reoeal. 

5th.  Believing  that  the  revenues  are  excessive,  and  that  internal  taxes  must  soon  be 
materially  reduced,  we  pray  that  it  may  be  done  before  the  close  of  the  present  ses- 
sion. 

D.  G.  RUSH, 
Secretary  National  DiaUUer^  and  Spirit  Dealert^  AeBoeiaUon,    . 

Q.  I  will  pnt  the  question,  then,  more  directly.  What,  if  anything, 
do  you  know  of  money  having  been  raised  for  the  purpose  of  influ- 
encing legislation  in  Congress  on  this  subject? — ^A.  The  only  money 
that  I  know  of  that  has  b^n  raised  in  any  way  to  be  expended  by  the 
officers  or  delegation  to  qome  to  Congress  to  solicit  legislation,  was  all. 
raised  from  the  annual  dues  of  the  association. 

Q.  What  are  those  dues  1 — A.  Those  dues  are,  $10  for  every  dealer, 
$20  for  every  distiller  whose  capacity  is  less  than  five  hundred  bush- 
els, and  $30  for  every  distiller  whose  capacity  is  a  thousand  bushels  or 
over. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  how  much  money  was  raised  in  that 
way  1 — A.  I  do  not  know.  I  have  not  seen  the  treasurer's  report  of 
late.  He  makes  only  an  annual  statement ;  my  impression  is  it  is  be* 
tween  $2,000  and  $3,000. 
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Q.  Who  is  your  treasurer  f — A.  Mr.  Stevens ;  he  was  here  before  the 
committee. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  anything  of  any  contribations  other  than  those 
from  this  membership  fee  f — A.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  any 
contributions  other  than  I  have  seen  as  they  appeared  in  this  investi- 
gation. 

Q.  All  the  knowledge  you  have,  then,  is  what  you  have  read  f — ^A. 
Yes,  sir :  of  the  contributions  that  have  been  made.  I  have  collected 
none,  solicited  none,  and  corresponded  with  none  of  the  contributors. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  amount  of  money  sent  to  Mr.  Shu- 
feldt  from  Louisville  f — A.  i  know  that  he  got  some.  I  never  knew 
how  much  until  I  saw  his  testimony. 

Q.  And  these  are  the  only  amounts  you  know  anything  about  f — A. 
Those  are  the  only  amounts  I  know  anything  about. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  manner  of  their  use  except  what 
you  have  seen  in  the  testimony  f — ^A.  No,  sir ;  I  know  nothing  of  their 
use.  I  know  of  some  incidental  expenditures  for  publishing.  I  have 
been  here  nearly  every  year  or  two  in  connection  with  legislation  re- 
lating to  distilled  spirits  and  the  exportation  of  alcohol. 

Q.  Were  you  not  here  early  in  the  session  on  this  subject  1 — A.  Tes, 
sir. 

Q.  Who  were  with  you  when  you  first  came  f — A.  I  came  here  with 
President  Shufeldt,  and  President  Shufeldt  then  appointed  a  committee 
who  came  here.  Mr.  Atherton,  of  Louisville,  Davis,  of  Louisville,  Fel- 
ton,  of  Boston,  Sennott,  of  Philadelphia,  Kellogg  and  Giuff,  I  think,  of 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  Clark,  from  Peoria,  and  Crichton,  from  Baltimore. 

Q.  What  time  did  you  comef — ^A.  In  January. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  remain  f — A.  About  four  to  six  weeks. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Sherley  with  you  f — A.  No,  sir ;  he  was  not  on  the  com- 
mittee.   Then  I  was  here  again  in  March  and  April. 

Q.  While  you  were  here,  or  at  any  other  time,  did  you  know  of  any 
propositions  being  made  or  accepted  to  buy  whisky  in  bond  by  any  per- 
son in  connection  with  Congress  or  the  press  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Tou  heard  nothing  of  that  f — A.  Nothing  at  all;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  promises  of  any  kind,  either  money  or  prop- 
erly, or  aid  in  political  influence  or  anything  else,  to  any  Senator  or 
member  to  aid  in  this  bill,  or  have  you  heard  of  anything  of  the  sortf — 
A.  Nothing  of  the  sort;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  no  inducement  of  that  sort  being  offered  or  ac- 
cepted by  any  member  of  Congress  here  to  influence  legislation  f — A. 
1^0,  sir ;  we  had  no  anticipation  of  difficulties  in  connection  with  the 
bill.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  go  over  the  proposition  which  we  have  so 
firequently  made ;  a  request  to  Congress  to  rei>eal  the  act  of  March  1, 
'  1879,  where  Congress  allows  the  manufacture  of  distilled  spirits  with- 
out government  supervision,  and  without  tax  in  so-called  vinegar  Cbm;- 
tories,  actually  distilleries.  The  Commissioner  of  Internal  Bevenue  in 
bis  last  two  reports  advised  Congress  to  repeal  or  to  materially  amend 
the  law,  because  it  not  only  opens  the  door  to  fraud,  but  that  frauds 
have  been  detected  in  connection  with  it.  The  people  whom  I  repre- 
sent, the  distillers,  think  it  is  very  unfair,  it  is  not  right,  for  Congress 
to  tax  us  as  much  as  four  to  six  hundred  per  cent,  to  manufacture  a 
certain  thing,  and  then  allow  other  people  to  do  it  without  the  pay- 
ment of  a  cent.    It  creates  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction. 

Q.  You  claim  that  those  vinegar  factories  are  distilleries  under 
another  name  f — A.  Undoubtedly  they  are.  They  have  distilling  appa- 
ratus.   Their  operations  are  precisely  as  ours,  and  the  only  guarantee 
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the  government  has  is  their  word  that  they  will  not  convert  it  into 
vinegar  on  their  premises,  and  never  remove  it ;  but  it  has  been  found 
'.  in  Chicago  that  they  do  remove  it ;  that  they  make  it  as  high  as  one 
hundred  per  cent,  proof,  and  in  very  large  quantities. 

Q.  And  do  they  sell  it  as  alcohol  in  the  market  t — A.  There  is  no 
person  to  know  unless  they  are  accidentally  caught ;  there  is  no  gov- 
ernment officer  near  them,  and  it  is  a  very  difficult  thing  to  catch  them 
in  a  large  city  like  that  with  a  small  revenue  force  which  is  engaged — 
all  of  it — night  and  day,  at  the  distilleries.  There  is  no  revenue  police 
in  the  city,  and  the  citizens  do  not  care  anything  or  know  anything  about 
it,  and  detection  is  always  a  mere  accident.  ' 

By  Mr.  Harrison  : 

Q.  What  is  the  total  capacity  of  that  class  of  distilleries  f — A.  There 

is  no  registration  kept  of  them  that  I  know  of.    I  made  inquiry  at  the 

collectors  office  at  Chicago ;  there  are  eight  such  distilleries  in  the  city 

of  Chicago.    I  should  say  the  average  consumption  of  grain  there  is 

*  from  one  thousand  to  fifteen  hundred  bushels  a  day. 

Q.  In  the  eight  or  in  each  one  ? — ^A.  In  the  whole. 

William  Brown  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence! — Answer.  My  temporary  resi- 
dence is  at  901  E  street,  Washington,  D.  C;  my  legal  residence  is 
Nicholasville,  Jessamine  County,  Kentucky. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation? — A.  Lawyer. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  employed  by  or  acted  for  the  gentlemen  in- 
terested in  the  whisky  bond  bill  in  any  way  ? 

The  Witness.  Which  bill  do  you  refer  to ;  the  present  onet 

The  Chairman.  The  present  one,  or  any  of  the  bills  that  enter  into 
the  extension  of  the  time. 

A.  !No,  sir ;  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  connected  with  them  in  any  manner  in  pro- 
moting legislation  in  reference  to  their  interest! — A.  In  1869  I  was  em- 
ployed by  an  association  of  Kentucky  distillers,  fifty-four  in  number, 
to  come  to  this  city  to  look  after  their  business  interests.  I  went  to 
work  with  a  view  of  having  certain  changes  made  in  the  internal  rev- 
enue laws.  The  taxes  at  that  time  were  subdivided  into  some  six  or 
seven  parts  very  detrimental  to  their  business  interests,  working  harm- 
fully to  their  interests.  I  worked  at  that  nearly  two  years.  Since  that 
time  I  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  them  except  here  and  there  in  a 
revenue  case. 

Q.  That  was  in  1869 1— A.  That  wa«  in  1869. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  occasion  to  observe  or  know  anything  about 
their  mode  of  operation  since  f — A.  'No,  sir;  the  only  mode  I  knew  was 
to  go  before  the  committee  and  argue  the  case.  I  did  it  before  the 
Finance  Committee  once;  I  did  it  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee in  1809;  I  did  it  before  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Kevenue 
in  1869. 

Q.  What,  so  far  as  you  know,  is  the  general  object  of  the  distillers' 
association  or  associations  with  which  you  have  been  familiar? — A. 
The  same  object  that  any  business  association  has;  as  far  as  possible 
to  make  all  the  money  they  can.  That  is  the  object  of  the  business,  so 
far  as  I  understand  it. 

Q.  Anything  in  connection  with  Congress  that  you  know  of? — A. 
Not  a  thing. 
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Q.  So  far  as  you  have  observed,  what  is  their  plan  of  procedure  wheD 
they  come  here  seeking  relief  by  legislation  ! — A.  So  far  as  my  obeer- 
vation  has  gone  it  has  been  a  pretty  wide  one  for  an  attorney ;  in  the 
first  place,  we  go  to  the  department,  whether  itbetheCommissioneiof 
Internal  Revenue,  the  Treasury  Department,  or  any  other  departing 
and,  after  the  case  is  made  there  and  trying  all  we  possibly  can  to  have  fa- 
vorable action  by  them,  we  then  seek  an  interview  before  a  committee  of 
the  Senate,  or  a  committee  of  the  House  where  you  can  be  heard  just 
as  you  can  in  any  other  court.     The  departments,  the  Senate,  and 
House  are  entirely  a  series  of  courts. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  in  the  way  of  the  distribution  of  whisky  or 
dinners,  or  anything  of  that  sort  t — A.  Nothing  but  what  any  other 
gentleman  might  do  in  a  social  way. 

Q.  Have  you  any  information  as  to  the  raising  of  funds  by  the  gen- 
tlemen interested  in  this  bill,  at  any  time,  to  promote  legislation  in 
their  favor! — A.  'No^  sir ;  not  the  slightest. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  of  any  funds  being:  used  to  influence  legislation  f 
— A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  not  seen  any  of  it.  I  might  have  liked  to  have  done 
so,  if  I  could  have  done  it  legitimately. 

Q.  You  have  not  been  in  their  employ  at  this  time  f — A.  Not  at  alL 

Q.  Have  you  any  information  as  to  this  movement  to  secure  the  bOl 
which  has  recently  been  defeated  in  the  Senate ;  have  you  any  knowl- 
edge about  it  whatever  f — A.  None  in  the  world  except  of  a  very  gen- 
eral character,  and  all  that  I  got  from  the  newspapers.  Now,  I  have 
never  read  the  bill,  although  I  may  say  that  everything  I  know  about 
the  bill  is  from  the  speeches  I  saw  in  the  Congressional  Record  made 
by  yourself  and  Mr.  Beck.  I  am  very  frank  to  say  that  if  I  had  been 
a  member  of  Congress  I  should  have  voted  against  the  biU. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  conversed  with  any  Senators  or  Members  of  Con- 
gress about  the  bill  that  was  pending  a  day  or  two  ago  t — A.  Not  one. 
The  committee  has  evidently,  in  having  me  summoned,  been  misin- 
formed  by  some  one.  Why  it  was  done  I  do  not  know.  My  objection 
to  this  bill  would  have  been  simply  this :  My  experience  with  distil- 
lers, I  confess,  has  not  been  a  very  gratifying  one.  They  repudiated 
contracts  made  with  me;  induced  me  to  come  here  and  give  up  my  law 
practice  in  1869;  promised  me  to  pay  moneys  they  never  paid  me,  and 
I  confess  I  have  no  sympathy  with  them  as  a  class,  but  I  have  no 
reason,  however,  to  believe  that  anything  wrong  ever  has  occurred  on 
their  part.  But  in  seeking  relief  under  this  bill  it  is  the  northern  capi- 
talist who  is  to  be  benefit^,  not  the  Kentucky  manufacturer.  Now,  in 
my  county  is  an  immense  establishment,  where  they  have  nearly 
23,000  barrels  of  whisky,  nearly  $700  of  tax  per  month.  By  that  man's 
mode  of  operation  to-day  he  does  not  own  a  dollar  of  it,  not  a  gallon 
of  it.  His  mode  of  operation  is  simply  this :  he  has  an  understanding 
with  wealthy  capitalists  in  New  York,  and  whenever  a  certain  amount 
of  whisky  is  witiidrawn  from  the  receiving  cistern  and  is  passed  into 
the  warehouse  the  certificate  of  the  ganger,  which  is  equivalent  to  a 
warehouse  receipt,  is  issued ;  that  is  taken  then  to  his  banking-house 
in  the  county  town,  and  he  is  permitted  to  draw  against  that  as  so 
much  cash  and  that  is  shipped  on,  and  the  whisky  lays  there  to  the 
credit  of  the  New  York  firm  to  be  drawn  out  as  they  want  it.  Four- 
fifths  of  the  whisky  in  Kentucky  to-day  is  owned  by  northern  men,  not 
by  the  people  who  make  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  that  is  so. 

Mr.  Hawley.  Just  like  anything  else,  cotton  or  anything. 
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